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PROCEEDI NGS
5:13 p.m

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Good eveni ng,
| adi es and gentlemen. M nane is Garret Shean; |
am a Hearing Officer for the California Energy
Conmmi ssi on.

We are here this evening in the second
of three Comm ttee workshops on the Mrant Delta
Contra Costa project.

What | would like to do -- first of all,
I'm glad we somehow have been able to accommodate
most of the people who would like to sit down --
indicate to you that on the back table there are
some little blue cards. If you would like to sign
up to talk this evening, please go ahead and do
t hat. It's not necessary that you do that, but it
will help us if you want to indicate your name and
address or your email address to put you on a I|ist
of folks who get information with respect to the
case.

There's also a sign-up sheet there for
those who don't want to speak, but who m ght want
to obtain additional information. Same sort of
groundrul es there, if you'll give us either your

snail mail address or your email address we wil
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put you basically on the list to receive
i nformati on about the case.

The purpose of the hearings or workshops
that we have been conducting is essentially to go
t hrough the substantive topic areas that are
generally found in a CEQA review. You m ght be
more famliar with an environmental inpact report.
The Energy Conmi ssion works under special
aut hori zation by the California Secretary of
Resources to conduct what is generally referred to
as a certified regulatory program or a functional
equi val ent. We do not put out a docunent that's
called an EIR, but we do put out an environnental
document which is yet to cone called the Presiding
Menber's Proposed Deci sion.

Part of the process is that the
i ndependent staff of the Energy Conm ssion, that
is independent fromthe decision makers, conducts
an analysis of the potential inpacts of the
project and the necessary mtigation in their
professional opinion to address those inpacts.

They have prepared that in the formof a
prelimnary, and now a final staff assessnent.
It's this green docunent here. \Which is quite

vol um nous. It would make a good doorstop or heat
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you for the winter next year.

And what we have been doi ng yesterday
and we will do today, and we will return to do on
Tuesday, is going through the topics which are
listed on the left-hand side of this notice

The ones we have schedul ed for this
evening are soils and water resources, traffic and
transportation, hazardous materials, visual
resources, noise and biol ogical resources.

And what we did yesterday, and we wil
do it again this evening, is basically go in a
back-and-forth between nyself, and in no
particul ar order, the applicant, M Chapman here
representing the Sportsmans Yacht Club, and the
Comm ssion Staff to determ ne whether or not there
are issues with respect either to the analysis or
to the conditions of certification that have been
recommended by the staff.

Per haps | can just have a show of hands
of the people who are here -- |I'm sure you're all
here to listen, but who came here specifically
with maki ng some public comment or speaking in
m nd?

Al right, just a couple. MWhat we'll do

then is probably take a bit of a break maybe in
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about an hour to take the comments from the public

as you've seen them devel op, and then we'll make
sure we soldier on through these topics, because
we need to do that to begin to prepare for the
remai nder of the proceeding, which will be a
somewhat more formal proceedi ngs, wherein the
Commi ssion will forma record of information upon
which to base a deci sion.

Now, | don't want to do this in a

vacuum so let me just tell you that as a result

of yesterday's proceeding, | had a little bit of a

hard time going to sleep without thinking about
this, and so let me just lay it out for you.

Part of our process essentially is this
evidentiary hearing that will be upcom ng wherein

the parties present evidence. And while this

sounds |l egalistic and very formal, it need not be,

but it can tend to become that.
And to sone degree there's an issue of
what is the role, either with the Hearing Officer

or of the Comm ssioner in applying experience and

foresight to this. And so let me tell you where |

have gotten.
It appears to me, based upon what |

heard yesterday, that there is a significant

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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l'i kelihood that at the conclusion of the
evidentiary hearings, if they were a first round,
that we would end up in the position that the
applicant had put on its case supporting the

| ocation of its power plant project, where it is
proposed and where we are considering it, and the
staff will make a case for applying mtigation

al ong the eastern boundary of the proposed site,
which is intended to reduce the visual effects of
the power plant project predom nately to the
Sportsman Yacht Club, of the noise effects, noise
and vibration effects, and lighting effects.

And when we get down to it, that
mtigation, which is largely trees, will run into
a couple of potential problens.

The staff person who was here yesterday,
who was discussing transm ssion |line safety and
nui sance, indicated that not only are the trees
going to run down the eastern border of the
project site, but so will the transmi ssion |ines.

And that the effect of that may be that
in order to enforce the PUC general order 95, that
at the time that the trees would be nost effective
as a visual screen, they will have to be topped or

otherwi se tri med down, because they will begin to

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345



[« B¢ 2 B S S N \V

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

interfere with the transm ssion |ines.

I'mnot certain of this, but | at |east
wanted to explore the idea whether or not the two
maj or PG&E gaslines, |line 400, which also run down
the eastern side of the property, may be in a
circumstance where the root system of these trees
begins to invade the easenment.

Now, it probably would be under the
current plan, that if these trees are planted in a
berm that there's not a serious problem
However, we may end up in the position that after
all is said and done fromthe applicant, M.
Chapman and the staff, that the mtigation that is
proposed isn't up to the task

In which case, under the California
Environmental Quality Act, we are required to
conduct, in addition to the mtigation analysis,
an alternatives anal ysis.

Now, the applicant has filed, both in
its original AFC, and in subsequent data
responses, information requested by the staff as
to alternate sites both within the property that
they own, and in other |ocations.

And the staff has conducted an anal ysi s,

which can be found in here, which essentially says
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that there are other | ocations on the applicant's
property which, if the facility were relocated,
woul d elimnate, or reduce to a |level of
insignificance, the effects on the Sportsmans
Yacht Club, whether they're visual, noise and

vi bration or lighting.

So, we should probably, because |I don't
beli eve an appropriate role for ne is to sit back
and just let this happen in front of me, but to
of fer some guidance to the parties, anticipate
that there's at least a 50 percent chance that
that's where we're going to get.

Now, on the schedule for Tuesday is also
the matter of alternatives. And | think it is
just prudent, under these current circunstances,
to anticipate that we may need to have a revi ew of
the alternatives to the proposal, as it is, which
m ght include the relocation of the facility
within the property owned by the applicant.

Now, |I'm smart enough, been doing this
| ong enough, 25 years, to know that we're going to
run into basically the followi ng things:

We are at, if not the eleventh hour,
about the ninth-and-a-half hour in this proceeding

that is supposed to run for 12 nmonths. We are
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also in the mddle of a serious energy enmergency.
And that the sooner the applicant, if they are
granted certification, can get its facility on
line, the better for all of the State of
California.

We are also in a situation where CEQA,
however, is applicable to this case. There is no
executive order fromthe Governor saying
environmental concerns are suspended, so that we
must, under the |law, properly and fully and
conpl etely address the alternatives issue.

Wth that in mnd, what | would propose
for Tuesday is that in addition to the types of
di scussion we'll have here today, is that we
di scuss such things as the relocation of the
proposed facility, what it would take, what
engi neering consequences there are, and if there
are any consequences, either to the time that the
facility would come on line, or the time that the
Ener gy Conmm ssion process would be concl uded.

It would be my goal, and it is one of
the reasons I'mraising this early and now, to not
have the consideration and the potenti al
relocation of the facility cause a delay either in

the processing of the proceedi ng that we have
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before us, and if it were certified, to do what we
could to mnimze the delay that m ght be caused
to the applicant with respect to such a

rel ocation.

But the goal would also be that whatever
changes were made woul d reduce the i nmpacts beyond
the borders of the applicant's property to a |evel
of insignificance.

So, having said that, | think both the
applicant and the staff and M. Chapman,
representing the Sportsmans Yacht Club, can tail or
your remarks tonight about the subjects we have to
di scuss, keeping in mnd that we're anticipating
not only the -- you know, in these evidentiary
hearings that will be forthcom ng, not only the
i medi ate matter before us, but also that they may
trigger essentially the |eapfrog investigation at
the evidentiary hearings to a greater exam nation
of project alternatives.

And having said that, |I'm happy to
invite any responses, but it seens to ne it's
appropriate probably to have a nore focused
di scussion on this, as schedul ed, on Tuesday.

Okay.

MR. HARRER: Maybe | could respond just

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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briefly.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Sure.

MR. HARRER: My nanme is Mark Harrer.
I'"'mwith Mrant Corporation. Since the beginning
of this process we've only had really one serious
intervenor, and that has been the Sportsmans Yacht
Club. There have been others, but really you're
the nost concerned because you are our nextdoor
nei ghbors.

And clearly since the beginning we've
wanted to be good nei ghbors and to do the best
thing we could for you.

We have discussed a nunmber of things
t hat woul d make you happy, and none of those have
wor ked out .

And we now understand that what you want
us to do is move the plant. We discussed that
internally amongst ourselves. W took to heart
Tony's comments to us about a nmonth ago, and we're
willing to | ook at that seriously.

I'"'m not certain that we can nmeet every
one of your needs, but our biggest concern was the
tolling of the project, because we really are on a
timeline where we have to conplete this

expedi tiously.

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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If we're able to do those things within
the framework of, you know, making you happy,
al so, we'll do that.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Thank you
We're making progress then.

MR. CHAPMAN: Tolling of the project?
Explain, | don't -- what's that ternf

MR. HARRER: Del ay, del ay.

MR. CHAPMAN:  Okay.

MR. HARRER: Usually a movement of the
type that you're tal king about would require an
amendment to the AFC, and possibly a | oss of six
months to a year in the project, because it's a
maj or change in the description of the project.

If we can work around that, as you've
said, and mtigate that, we're nore than willing

to tal k about it.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Well, let nme
keep tal king, then. Because, as | say, |'ve been
doing this for alnost 25 years, | should just say

probably for too long, and |I've helped a few
applicants re-engineer their projects. And |I'm
not sure the engineers |like the |awyers tinkering
like that, but it's sort of the way life is.

And anong the possibilities that

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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12
occurred to me, and therefore caused me to drive
out both to your site and to the Sportsmans' site
yesterday, is that the movement of the plant
essentially some chunk of distance to the south,
gets it out of your face, leaves it in a
circumstance where virtually all of the
engi neering, drawi ngs, plans and everything that
you have, can be used, because it would just be
moved |ike that.

And nmy basic exam nation of things such
as are there differences based upon the current
review in biology, and | don't think there are.

I n geol ogy, in geotechnical resources, in those
sorts of things that mght lead to a delay, | do
not, based upon ny experience, find that there is
any significant environnmental or engineering area
which is going to cause the tolling or delay of
the proceeding within the statutory period.

And so having said that, that is nmy
goal . I don't think it's that late. | know there
are alternatives of just noving it, you could

basically flip and mrror the power train over the

cooling tower. |If PG&E can construct Diablo
Canyon with reverse drawi ngs, | think you guys
can, too.

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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13

(Laughter.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: And, so, there
are -- | think that we do have some options. | am
very encouraged to hear this fromthe applicant.
And I'm quite sure that M. Chapman is, too, and
will respond in kind.

And the Energy Conm ssion Staff, |
think, has the interests of the public in mnd and
will attenpt to cooperate in conducting whatever
analysis it feels it nust in order for this thing
to nove forward expeditiously and in the public
i nterest.

So, with that, why don't we get down to
the business that we've at |east schedul ed, and
start with soils and water resources.

MR. CHAPMAN: M. Shean, could |I ask one
question --

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Sure.

MR. CHAPMAN: -- in somewhat of a backup
fashion? After yesterday's nmeeting |'m unsure of,
did we come to any agreenments on any changes at
all? How do we know when we've agreed upon a
change? | guess that's ny question.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: And t hat woul d

be a change of what?

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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MR. CHAPMAN: Just on the several issues
that came up yesterday. I mean were any of them
consi dered agreed to? Whether the mnors or the
maj ors.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: | guess the
position that | took was in the absence of your
having identified an issue, which you wi shed to
make a presentation, and | took that to be in |and
use, in socioeconomcs, and potentially there was
cultural resources, and in transm ssion safety,
that every other topic would be submtted with a
written declaration where there were no witnesses
present to be questioned, either by me or by some
ot her party.

So, right now, those are the four that |
have com ng out of yesterday.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay. Maybe as an
exampl e, the request for the timeline thing. Was
that something that was agreed to yesterday as far
as the flexibility in tinmelines and things?

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: |'m not certain
what you --

MR. CHAPMAN: Lisa's shaking her head
no.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: -- you're

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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15
referring to.

MS. DeCARLO: No, we haven't agreed to
that as of yet.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay. All right, if we do
agree to something let's all raise our hand and
say we agree to that.

(Laughter.)

MR. VARANINI: | think from our
perspective, M. Chapman, what we were | ooking at
was the areas where people were okay, and those
were being noved to essentially just a paper
exchange, and then there's no hearing and no big
| egal bal oney or anything |ike that.

Then there's another category where

we're very near that, but we had | anguage, you

know, my business, | got to do sonmething to get
paid, and so -- because | get paid whether | do
something or not, it's a pretty good racket, so ny

whol e take on this was that those would be things
we needed to change or craft, wordsmth.

And then there were areas where there
were really, what there appear to be really
substantial disagreenments. And those we're nmoving
essentially to the adm nistrative proceedi ngs. So

they would be, in some sense they were going to
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adm nistrative trial.

And by the way, | appreciate your native
skills in this, you're very capable in terns of
that type of process. And | think you know nore
about the project and have read nore about the
project than any of us. It's very obvious. And
I''m not saying that to butter you up or anything
else, it's just obvious.

But we're removing those issues to
adj udi cati on, which neans you'd get to question
everybody, you know, take them apart. Do what you
did, what you've been doing for the whole tine.

But | think, from our perspective, what
the Hearing Officer is saying is, |look, we're
headed for a train weck. And the train wreck is
essentially going to be a huge crash as to whet her
or not we've substantially inpacted you folks.

And we're going to prove that we don't,
okay. But that's a |egal concept, not necessarily
real concepts. |It's the way |awyers and | ega
systenms operate.

And what's being suggested is that that
process, itself, going through that train wreck is
going to take time, effort and lots of work, and

what we understand is we're being asked to take a
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real |ook at comng up with a plan that sinply
avoids a train weck, finds resolution anmong al
of us, and then gets filed in the record.

That's really, | think, what the Hearing
Officer -- that's our perspective of it, and
that's what we're going to do.

And anot her thing, both of us, | don't
know i f you belong to a yacht club, | never have
but both of us were professional Naval officers,
and | was also a Marine. And he's a Marine. And
we understand an order when we hear one.

So, that's where we are.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: And | think that
is the best case that this can go, is if they can

come up with essentially sonme sort of

anticipated -- in anticipation of an alternatives
review, a proposal that they think will satisfy
not only that -- let me say, you and the staff,

t hat woul d obviate the need for going through
these trial-type proceedings.

Once everyone pretty much agrees on
what's acceptable, then we don't have to go
t hrough, march through what literally is the hel
of these evidentiary hearings. They are difficult

to conduct, they are difficult to participate in,
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and rarely -- I've just finished a set in
Hunti ngt on Beach, which is a far more expedited
proceedi ng than this. And we have been able to
trimsonme of the legalistics out of it. But it's
something to be avoided if we can.

And | think clearly if the applicant
believes it can find something that wil
essentially not be in your face, but satisfy what
they need to satisfy, that that should largely
address the areas, at |east under the process, are
capabl e of being identified as significant inpacts
that cannot be mitigated to a | evel of
significance

It is likely that if the project is
moved, whatever the inmpact to you as a nei ghbor,
will be at a level less than significant.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay. My question, nore
or less, just went to the things of, you know, if
| actually had an organi zed checklist, what itens
I'd checked off so far.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay.

MR. CHAPMAN:  You know, and that was
where nmy question was.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Al'l right.

MS. DeCARLO: |If | may address one issue

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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fromyesterday, with regard to facilities design
GEN1, | talked with staff and the 1998 code is
| ocked into place upon the first submttal to the
CBO. And you have already submtted documents to
the CBO, is that correct? So, the '98 code is
| ocked into place.

MR. VARANI NI : Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay. What
we're going to do nowis go to the soils and water
matter, which is on page 387. And typically what
I would do is ask the parties if they have any
di sagreement with either the proposed conditions
that staff has come up with, or with any portion
of the analysis that's in there.

And this can be found on page 387 of the
staff's analysis, and we'll just go to it and see
if the applicant has any comments or issues with
respect to the conditions or the analysis.

MS. DeCARLO. Before we begin |'d just
like to introduce the two staff we have here.

Ri chard Sapudar and Joe Crea.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Ch, vyes. I'm
not a very good host here. | think it's
appropriate perhaps to get the applicant to

introduce itself. We'Il|l get the staff introduced,

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345



[« B¢ 2 B S S N \V

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

20
and anyone that M. Chapman has, our principal
intervenor, would like to introduce.

M. Varanini.

MR. VARANINI: |I'm Gene Varanini; |'m
from Sacramento. And | work with the |awfirm of
Li vingston and Mattesich. And |I'm project counsel
to the applicant in the case.

MR. HARRER: |'m Mark Harrer. [|'mwth
M rant Corporation, and |'m the Project Manager.

MR. ROBINSON: |'m John Robinson. |'m
with URS Corporation, consultant to the project.

MR. SHILEIKIS: |'m Dale Shileikis with
URS Corporation, environmental consultant to
M rant.

MR. KINO: 1'm Ron Kino, Mrant
Cor por ati on.

MS. DeCARLO: | am Lisa DeCarlo; |I'mthe
Energy Comm ssion Staff Counsel for this project.

MS. DAVIS: M name is Cheri Davis; |I'm
the Project Manager from the Energy Conm ssion.

MR. SAPUDAR: |'m Rich Sapudar with the
California Energy Comm ssion.

MR. CREA: Joe Crea, Aspen Environmental
Group; consultant to the California Energy

Comm ssi on.
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MR. CHAPMAN: Tony Chapman, Sportsmans
Yacht Club. And in the spirit of taking orders, |
want to introduce the Commodore of Sportsmans
Yacht Club, Carol Hager; the Vice Commodore, Lou
Zobb; and the Rear Commodore, Lonnie Gi bson.

Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Gr eat . Al
right, with that, why don't we ask the applicant,
do you have any comments about the staff analysis
and proposed conditions on soils and water?

MR. HARRER: In soils and water we have
some questions about the HCP, but since it's also
involved in the biologic section, we'd like to
postpone that until we reach that section

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay, that's
fine.

MR. HARRER: So, no other questions.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: M . Chapman.

MR. CHAPMAN: My questions go to the HCP
problem and | want to pose them just in going in

the ternms of going back to the PSA neetings and

wor kshops.

And |'m not sure which one of you
gentl emen want to take on the -- because the
person that | was asking the questions to at the
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hearings, or at the workshops of PSA is not here
t oni ght.

But at those workshops | was trying to
ask some questions about sedinmentation in the
Sportsmans Harbor. And on your page 395 you talk
about erosion and sedi mentation.

And the answers that came through into
the FSA deal with the erosion issue pretty well
And what | want to come back to is | think | was
m sunderstood as to what my questions were about.

My questions that | was trying ask about
had nore to do with sedimentation in the river,
itself. And the effects that the aquatic fish
barrier m ght have on those sedinentation problens
or patterns.

That item and also the other itemthat
at the PSA workshops that | was talking to nore
specifically was the issue of if you add, if the
trees are adding in biomass into the bottom of our
har bor, how that affects sedi mentation.

MR. SAPUDAR: As far as the biomass
produced fromthe trees, the tree barrier they're
going to put in, that's one of those things that
is pretty much a function of how nuch foliage the

trees produce, when they drop it, and how much
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they drop it; how much of that is going to get
into the harbor. And also the rate of decay of
that organic material in the water.

And | think that's one thing, if it's
determ ned that that's an issue, that needs to be
| ooked at further. We're going to have to take a
mor e, al most of a biological approach

From the water aspect we can predict
maybe how nmuch will be transported there based on
the flows. Although nost of those flows are going
to be contained in the storm water drai nage system
that's going to be required for the project. And
that will be permtted by the regional board.

As far as how nuch material is going to
be produced by the trees, we're going to have to,
like | say, take a | ook at that particular species
of tree and see what it's foliage characteristics
are, | think. There's really no way to predict
that at this point without doing that, if that's a
concern.

Does that kind of --

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay, and we've asked that
question, and |I'm hoping the applicant can help
with some of those nunbers.

What | tried to do is each of these
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specialties, try to |l et you do your thing with
your part of this equation. And the question that
I''m asking of you has nmore to do with once you
have a tree leaf in the water, how it would
accel erate the deposition of sediment just from
the friction of that leaf in the water, attached
to the bottom

That, as well as the addition of the
fish barrier, itself, and how it m ght change the
current patterns. And, as we understand it, and
wi t hout getting into the fish barrier too much,
because | know Mark wants to save that for
bi ol ogy, but from what | understand, with the
cleaning of the fish barrier, you will have this
air blast that will clean a particular mat.

Well, when you have the sedi ment that
has collected on that mat, during whatever period
in between cleanings, that will now collide with
sediment in the water, attach together, and now
possi bly create a particle that's willing to drop
out of the water. As opposed to a particle that
was passi ng by.

Now, at the PSA workshops | probably
didn't have as good an understanding of this issue

as | have now, so | didn't ask a good enough
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question there. But that's kind of the question
that I'm hoping that you can help us with in
describing that nore, as a possible inpact.

MR. SAPUDAR: Well, there's a couple
things to ook at. There actually is an NPDES
permt, the water quality permt, aspect of that,
t he AFB.

And that is the way the regional board

wrote that permt, we met with them and di scussed

a lot of the issues that they're going to have to

| ook at when they were going to wite the permt

25

for this project, so that they understood what our

concerns were. And some of those were concerns
that we relayed from what we heard in our
wor kshops.

And one aspect that they did is when

they wrote their permt, the current draft NPDES

permt contains what they call a reopener for that

particul ar aspect of the project the way it's
written.

And that is if the AFB, the aquatic
filtration device -- barrier, alters the
characteristic of the wastewater discharge, and
that could be a factor of the intake, also, that

they will reopen the permt and exam ne those
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And if the inpacts are determ ned to be
present, let's say it causes an alteration in the
thermal characteristic of that plume upon
di scharge, that they'll reopen that permt. And
they can revisit that issue and determ ne whether
the permit needs to be adjusted. And they'l|
write new conditions or Iimts for the permt
based on the AFB

So there is a little bit of that in
there. And that is going to be addressed in that
fashion.

As far as the sedi mentation aspects, we
did include a condition, and it's soil and water
condition 6, that could be nodified, depending on
what we agree on, if it's determ ned that we need
to agree on such a thing, that we required a
wor kpl an from the applicant that basically
di scusses how they're going to install this AFB

Mat eri al s, methods, equipnent,
installation. It's going to have to conply with
all existing |laws and that type of thing.

And we have sone | anguage in there that
requires themto discuss how they're going to

install the barrier; and if there's any deviation
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fromtheir workplan, they have to explain that.

Now, if there's something that needs to
be done in addition to what we've required, to get
more of the sedinmentation rate, there m ght be
somet hing that we can cone up with, you know, if
it's determ ned that we need to do that.

It mght just be a matter of adjusting
the condition in sonme way.

MR. CREA: And the applicant has al so
noted that this is a trial, and if problems are
encountered, then they will revert to a velocity
reduction system

MR. CHAPMAN: I'mfamliar with that.
And as fishernmen, we're really hoping this thing
wor ks. Because what it has the potential to do is
a good thing, the potential to help the Delta, as
a whol e.

We're still in that situation about just
trying to talk about what it will do to the
nei ghbors. And just tal king about being able to
watch that and try to prevent it if we see it
com ng.

You bring up soil and water 6, and that
was where | wanted, and | thought that this m ght

apply, is part of that workplan, if we could just
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include in that workplan that some nodeling of the
wat er current changes, and al so the nodeling of
the deposition of sediments caused by the fish
barrier operation. |[If that could be included as
part of that condition.

I understand that the workplan is there.
I'"mjust trying to put in some specifics, this is
somet hing that needs to be watched and worri ed
about .

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Let me ask you,
M. Chapman, just because we're going to get a
little bit behind time if we don't do this,
shifting back to your bionmass question about the
| eaves fromthe trees, do you have a specific
concern that the | eaves, themsel ves, are going to
add to the volunme of the bottom and the required
dredging? |Is that something you want to make a
presentation on on this topic?

MR. CHAPMAN: Well, the |eaves,
themsel ves, will be presented under visual. But
this specialty is nore equipped to talk about what
that | eaf does to the river bottom

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay, you think
under visual --

MR. CHAPMAN: It's a nulti --
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HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: -- we're going
to get to the issue?

MR. CHAPMAN: Excuse me?

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: You want to
address under visual the possible --

MR. CHAPMAN: Eli m nation of the
problem Or prevention of the problem

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: And t hat being
that it will add --

MR. CHAPMAN: Find a way to not bring
the leaf in.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Ri ght .

MR. CHAPMAN: And that would juggle the
i ssue of how much sedimentation is going to be
caused by the leaf. But we're going to still have
the question of, and the only thing that I'm
asking for under SO L6 is the sedimentation with
regards to the aquatic fish barrier.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: To the barrier.
Ri ght. Okay.

MR. CHAPMAN: The other one then would
come up as an additional soil and water request as
to whether we need to ask the project owner to
submt modeling and nonitoring plan for the

increased sedi nentation in the harbor, itself,
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caused by whatever issue, just as an overall. A
moni toring of an increased problem

Because we m ght be able to catch the
problemout in the river if we're able to identify
the changes. Or we may have to cone inside the
har bor and watch the problem from the inside. I''m
not sure which one of those would be the nost
effective.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: So that |
understand clearly, are you asserting that the
downstream barri er may have, in your view, an
upstream siltation effect in the harbor?

MR. CHAPMAN: Very much. We have tida
fl ow going both directions in the river, in this
part of the river. The tidal flows going upstream
are going to be at a decreased velocity fromtidal
fl ow com ng downstream

So if you have a -- let's just imagine a
cloud of sedinment in the river. It's going to
have nmore -- be nmore likely to be swept towards
shore on an upstream current. The downstream
current is going to sweep everything down to
Sui sun Bay. It's going to end up down there.

But it's going to be that reverse

current that would be the concern as to how that's

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345



[« B¢ 2 B S S N \V

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

going to model around the barrier. And then eddy
into our harbor.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay.

MR. SAPUDAR: | have a couple things to
add, just observations. |'ve been thinking about
it as you were talking

If there were to be any type of
sedi mentati on study conducted, first we'd have to
determ ne what the baseline is now without the
project or the Gunderboomin place. That would
have to be established so that we have something
to conpare it to if there were to be additiona
data gat hered.

The other thing is another aspect that
could be | ooked at would be to | ook at the
managenment practices of how that Gunderboomis
mai nt ai ned, when it's cleaned. It would have to
be one of those things where you'd have to take a
close | ook at whether it could only be cleaned
when the current is favorable, away fromthe
har bor .

There are sone things like that that
per haps we could | ook at, too. Or a conbination
of things.

MR. CHAPMAN: See, | think that's, you
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know, that consideration, | think, is what |'m
asking for. Is identifying that there could be a
probl em here, and seeing how it washes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay. Our
purpose today is just to find out that that's
somet hing you want to present. We'Il afford you
t hat opportunity when we get to it.

MR. CHAPMAN:  Well, is there a
possi bility that we --

MR. VARANI NI : Yeah, just can
interrupt you for a second. I think, M. Hearing
Officer, there may be a way to sit down with him
and to have our experts understand exactly what
his concerns are.

|'ve sat in on some of the discussions,
and having had some engineering training, it got
past me pretty quickly, but they were talking
about | amaner flow and lots of other things as to
how t he physics work, and what it does in the
wat er and so forth and so on.

Peopl e have thought about these things.
They may not literally have thought about your
thing, and | think what 1'd like to do is to
suggest that we sit down with you. This is not --

I mean even at trials this is done all the tinme --
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sit down, understand what you want us to do, and
then it may very well be possible, a) it's already
done; b) it's not a problem

But even if you don't trust that, that
it can be part of a process, an incidental --
mandat ed part of a process where we're | ooking at
things |ike that anyway. And we can put that into
the process so that it's literally put on a punch
list so when we go through it, those concerns are
explicitly | ooked at. They're not, you know,
taken over by some other concerns.

We could do that, | think, and satisfy
your concerns and save all of us about two tons of
Rol ai ds.

MR. CHAPMAN: Well, see, that's what |
think I'm asking for tonight, is if we just
included that as an issue that needed to be part
of the workpl an.

MR. CREA: I's your concern, sir, the
aquatic filter barrier and the cleaning? |In other
words, they're going to clean this aquatic filter
barrier, and your heavier sedinment, such as the
sands, are going to settle out.

But with the tidal action flow ng

towards the east or north portion of the river,
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it's going to carry the clay, the finer materials,
which are going to stay suspended.

And your concern is that that plume is
going to work its way up towards the marina and
cause problenms up there.

So, maybe it's something that staff may
need to look at from a cl eaning standpoint? And
an approach to insure that no plume occurs, or
that it's nonitored and mtigation is done for
that? |Is that what you're |ooking for?

MR. CHAPMAN: | believe so, yes.

MR. CREA: That's your main concern, is
the cl eaning of the mesh, where your finer
mat eri als can stay suspended | onger than the
heavi er stuff that drops out?

MR. CHAPMAN: Yeah. My understanding
woul d be it would be the cleaning process that
woul d create the accel erated sedi nentati on.

Now, the shape of the boom itself,
creates the change in the current. So, between
the two of them-- the cloud may occur, and then
the current may be redirected right into nmy
harbor. On the flood tide.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay, now, so

t he audi ence understands. Our goal is not
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necessarily to solve or get to an answer, it is to
identify that there are issues or questions. So
the principal function tonight is identify the
i ssues and the questions and concerns, and that
will, essentially becomes a place-holder in a
| ater meeting.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay.

MR. CHAPMAN: The only other thing | had
is l'd like to propose a soil and water 10 that
woul d, nost of the other specialties have a
closing item And |I'm wondering, do we need a
soil and water closure plan with --

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: | should just
indicate to you, M. Chapman, the Conmmission is
generally working the other way, to take and put
into a general order on conpliance and nonitoring,
a closure plan formation that, in the absence of
somet hing that individually would apply to a
particul ar project, and it may be that your
suggesti on does, but -- so with that, if you're
| ooki ng for something in particular --

MR. CHAPMAN: Just a reference to the
fact that the aquatic fish barrier should be

removed upon the closure of the plant. W don't
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want to abandon that thing in the river.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay. Well,

we'll put you down for the two other matters on
this subject. So you've got your time and space
reserved.

Al'l right. How about we do traffic and

transportation, which is on page --

MS. DAVIS: | would just like to note
that that's one for which we were not able to
arrange for staff to be here tonight. But they
are avail abl e Tuesday night if there are issues
that revise --

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: All right, let's
just go ahead. It's on page 213.

Anything fromthe applicant's side?

MR. HARRER: Not hi ng.

MR. CHAPMAN: Where are we going?

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Traffic and
transportation.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay, | have that marked
down as nmoving to Tuesday. |1've got some serious
traffic and transportation problem here.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: All right, well,
then why don't we take it on Tuesday.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay, thank you
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HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay, that takes
us to hazardous materials handling. And that's on
page 155.

MS. DAVIS: | would like to introduce
Alvin Greenberg to ny left. He was the staff
person who did the analysis for hazardous
materials, as well as worker safety.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Just for the
general understanding of the audience, this has to
do with the transportation, the handling, and
di sposal, if necessary, of hazardous materials
t hat would be used for either the construction or
operation of the facility. And there are
conditions that relate to creating plans for the
handling -- as | say, transportation, handling and
di sposal of it.

So we're going to the applicant
initially and see if you have anything on
hazardous material s.

MR. HARRER: |'ve got a note here that
HAZ5, 6 and 7 are ambiguous. And that we'd I|ike
to change the nunber of days.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay, so this
you want to include in the terms the numbers of

days prior to -- why don't we go over that.
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Is that for HAZ2 deals with 60 days?

Are these the issues you're talking about? And
HAZ3 is 60 days, as is 4 and 5.

MS. DAVIS: |'msorry, but those --

MR. HARRER: And then the ambiguity I
was tal king about is HAZ1, 2 and 3, specifically
refer to unit 8. In the ones |I've cited, unit 8
is left out.

MS. DeCARLO:. So you just want it
specified that they all apply to unit 8?

MR. HARRER: Ri ght .

MS. DeCARLO:. Now, with the 60 days,
those refer to receipt of aqueous ammoni a and
hazardous waste. That woul dn't necessarily i npact
your tinmeline for start of construction, would it?

MR. HARRER: Not necessarily.

MR. VARANI NI : I think just clarify unit
8 --

MS. DeCARLO:. So just clarification --

MR. VARANINI: Yeah, it's really a
detail, it's just making sure, because we have

ot her things that we were ordered to do on the
site by other entities that this applies to unit
8.

MS. DeCARLO: So there's no tinmeline
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i ssues, then, in hazardous materials. Okay.

Al vin, do you have a problem specifying
unit 8 on those three conditions?

DR. GREENBERG. No, just as long as it's
under stood that the aqueous ammoni a tanks, |
under stand, are -- excuse nme just one second --
are also going to be used for existing units. So
it has dual purposes.

And so this is prior to the delivery of
aqueous amoni a regardl ess of whether it's ready
for use at unit 8.

MR. HARRER: Okay, so you want us to do
this for units 6 and 7?2

DR. GREENBERG: That's correct. In
other words if you're delivering aqueous anmoni a
to these tanks, and you're going to use themfor 6
and 7 |long before, or even a short time you use
them for unit 8, we need to have these conditions
met .

So as long as that's understood. That's
why it was worded the way it was. And | apol ogi ze
if it was unclear, but that's the intent.

MR. HARRER: Okay.

MR. VARANINI: And there are some

details here | don't think we need to discuss
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because they're kind of the usual thinking of a
compl ex, compound hypothetical, and then try to
write it in here.

Essentially all of those materials are
in the verification. So, if a detail came up or
something very odd -- | could see a situation, for
exampl e, where they're rolling in ammonia. W
know what you want us to do. But we literally
don't have a particular plan as related to 8 at a
stage that it would nake sense to give it to you.
We'd give you what we had.

But it seems to me, at that point, the
real -- the condition says we don't want you
putting this stuff 100 feet fromthis and that.
And we could basically tell you, notify you and
tell you what's going on. And then if it made
sense you could adjust the verification

In other words, verifications, as |
understand it, aren't literal, but the conditions
are. And the verification has flexibility, the
staff can adjust it based on the rule of reason
and common sense, and that that's the way it
oper at es.

DR. GREENBERG. \Which one are you

referring to?
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MR. VARANI NI : I'm thinking just -- as
said, paid to dream things up, okay. And I'm
dream ng somet hing up, that effectively we know
you don't want us underfeet from something --

MR. CHAPMAN: You can get paid for that?

(Laughter.)

MR. VARANINI: Some people allege the
practice of lawis a racket. | nmean | wouldn't --

DR. GREENBERG. Can you tell me which
proposed condition of certification you're |ooking
at ?

MR. VARANINI: It's in 5, nunmber 5.

DR. GREENBERG: Okay.

MR. VARANINI: It's the verification.

DR. GREENBERG: Um hum

MR. VARANI NI : You m ght not have
pl anni ng el ements conpl eted, or exactly ready to
go on 8, but you're rolling stuff in for 6 or 7.

DR. GREENBERG. | see what you're
tal king about. | think that that's perfectly okay
that the CPM woul d have sonme flexibility there
But if the -- as you have correctly pointed out,
the condition of making sure that you don't have
combustible or flammable materials within 100 feet

of the sulfuric acid storage tank is the key
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i ssue.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Let me just
i ndi cate for the general audience that when
they're discussing this aqueous ammoni a, that this
is a substance which is used as part of the air
pol lution control system

And in days gone by, because it was --
facilities used to use anhydrous ammoni a, which
was a much nore concentrated type of ammonia. And
when stored, if there were a rupture to that type
of tank, you would have a violent release, based
upon the pressurized nature of the ammonia in the
vessel

Currently | don't know of any
Comm ssi on-approved project that would be all owed
to use anhydrous anmmonia. What is used now is
t his aqueous ammonia, which is a -- if you want to
figure it this way, is essentially a watered down,
and by water, amonia which, if there were a
rupture in either a vehicle transporting it, or a
storage tank, would not cause this violent release
because it's not under high pressures.

What you do to address that issue is
when, in the delivery area there is a sunp,

essentially which, if there is a spill while
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things are being transferred, or a hose breaks, or
any other thing like that, the sunmp will pick this
up. And the tank, itself, is surrounded and in a
berm so that should there be a rupture or release
fromthe tank it is captured essentially in what
you m ght think of as a way overgrown swi mm ng
pool, so that there's no release either to the
ground. And because it is aqueous, releases to
the air generally are going to be dealt with
i medi ately and woul d not cause any downwi nd to
public health consequences.

So, | just want to assure you that with
respect to things of this nature, the Comm ssion
is on top of it. We do not, any longer, deal with
anhydrous ammoni a. The applicants don't even
suggest it any nore.

So that's the situation with that. |
hope that will allay any concern that you m ght
have with respect to the use of ammonia at this
facility, for a very beneficial purpose in terns
of controlling oxides of nitrogen.

So, with that, M. Chapman, do you have
something on this topic?

MR. CHAPMAN: Just a few real quick

questions. One we've already answered here.
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On page 163 under the worst case there's
a catastrophe failure discussion. And | want to
t hank you for including the numbers at the
fenceline that had been asked for during the PSA.
The only thing that still hangs around
in my mnd at all is how nmuch that would change
with a three-tank failure, as opposed to the one-
tank failure.
I would think that worst case would be
all three tanks fail.
DR. GREENBERG. |If | can respond to
that, when we do these types of assessnments, we
are assum ng that there is a failure, now what.

What we left out is the step of what we call the

probablistic assessment. \What are the chances
that there will actually be a tank failure.
Now t he changes that there'll be a tank

failure are so |l ow and renote that whatever
analysis we do it's going to not affect the
out come.

The changes of two tanks failing, you
can see, is even more rempte. And the chance of
three tanks failing is even |less than that.

| have asked the staff at the California

Ener gy Conmm ssion that have some historical
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experience, and there has not been a single

rel ease or failure of an aqueous ammonia tank at a
California Energy Comm ssion-certified facility, a
power plant. Nor has there been a transportation
upset .

And so when you're | ooking at
probabilities of failure, it's essentially nil
And the data shows that.

So what the applicants did is they
assumed one tank. But there's also, the volume of
the catchment systemis nmore than that. And just
said let's see what would happen if that did
happen, what would be the outcone.

MR. CHAPMAN: This is one of those areas
as long as you're confortable.

On page 170 where you're responding to
questions that were asked. There on the |ast
paragraph you tal k about where the question was
asked about the m xing of anmmonia and sul furic
acid. And you indicate that there was -- the
question was probably a little confused because it
shoul d have been the m xture of ammonia and sodi um
hypochl orite, or bl each.

The question may not have been asked

correctly, but it's still a very appropriate
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question, given the fact that the only thing
that -- the next itemthat they have the most of
chem cally on site is hypochloric or sodium
hypochl orite.

Referring to your table 8.1-4. That, in
the quantities that are listed there, that is the
next | argest itemon the site.

So there still is, | mean the concern of
the question asker, --

DR. GREENBERG: And |'m not sure now |
under st and what the concern is. Because | thought
| addressed that about hypochlorite.

MR. CHAPMAN: The question was asked
about the production of chlorine gas. And in the
answer that you gave, you said, oh, by the way,
it's not ammonia and sulfuric acid that create
that, it's ammonia and sodi um hypochlorite.

Well, the answer to the question will
stop there. You've got the wrong chem cal
addition there.

DR. GREENBERG. M ne goes further.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay.

DR. GREENBERG. My response is that
those are inconpatible materials. And there is a

potential for release of chlorine gas. |In fact,
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there's, you know, there's a problemif you use
househol d cl eaners and you m x your househol d
bl each and you take 409, for exanple, which is an
ammoni a cl eaner, or W ndex, and you m x the two.
You can generate a little bit of chlorine gas that
way.

These are inconpatible materials and the
applicant stated in the AFC that they are acutely
aware that they are inconpatible materials. And |
| ook at that very carefully. You nmake sure,

t hrough engi neering controls, as well as
adm nistrative controls, that you don't have any
chance at all of m xing these two.

You don't store themin the same area,
so they're in separately bermed and contai ned
areas. You want to make sure that you don't have
a delivery truck of aqueous anmonia roll up to the
hypochl orite tank.

And so what you do is you have different
valve fittings. Kind of like the old days when
unl eaded gasoline first came out, renmenber the
gasoline nozzle was, you know, it couldn't go in
your gas tank if you were going to put |eaded
gasoline -- try to put | eaded gasoline into an

unl eaded vehicle. Now everything, of course, is
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unl eaded.

So you have those types of controls.

You have pl acarding; you have col or codi ng; and
you al so have training and supervision. So, those
are the types of mtigations. And, again, those
m tigations do work.

MR. CHAPMAN: Just for the benefit of
the audience, tell me if my understanding is
correct. The sodium hypochlorite is only used
over in the wastewater treatment plant, or does it
ever pump to the plant, to the -- it's not used as
part of the NOx control or anything like that, is
it?

MR. HARRER: No, it's not.

MR. CHAPMAN: So there really, | mean
the chemi cals are used in conpletely separate
operations, is that correct?

MR. HARRER: Right. The water treatment
pl ant.

MR. CHAPMAN: Right. | mean the
chlorine's over at the water treatment plant, or
the bl each, whatever. And the ammonia is over
there for the NOx control.

MR. HARRER: Ri ght .

MR. CHAPMAN: The only other question
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had, and this just goes back to your table 8.124.

There in that table you | abel the aqueous ammoni a

as a corrosive. What | want to ask about is, and
this really -- the em ssion will come under air
quality, | understand that.

But what | want to ask you about is

goi ng back to the PSA hearings and things, there
got to be quite a conversation about the fallout
problem that comes fromthe old plant.

And the comment came up that, well, if
what ever anmmoni a slippage m ght fall out as part
of the PMLO problenms and things would actually

hel p clean the boats. And | don't want to argue

t hat. But - -

(Laughter.)

MR. CHAPMAN: This is what we were told.
What | want to ask you about is any type of an
ammoni a fallout on a gal vanized roof. Labeling

this as a corrosive, are we dealing with something
that over 40 years would create an increased
corrosion problem on our berth roofs?

DR. GREENBERG. Let me clarify
something, first of all. 1'mnot the author of
table 8.12-4, the applicant is. So when you say

my table, | guess you're referring to --
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MR. CHAPMAN: ©h, okay.

DR. GREENBERG. -- their table, and they
| abeled it a corrosive. Also, the ammonia slip
that conmes out of the stack, you know, as a result
of aqueous ammonia injection for selective
catalytic reduction to control NOx, is not handl ed
or reviewed and eval uated by myself in hazardous
materials. That's an air quality.

I could talk to you about the toxicity.

I can't talk to you -- I'"mnot a metallurgist, so
I don't know, you know, what concentrati ons would
come out and what concentrations woul d be
necessary to damage any kind of netal.

So, I"'msorry that |I'm not the right guy
to answer that question.

MR. CHAPMAN: That's all | have.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay. Wel |,
we' || consider that to be uncontested and take it
on decl aration.

Yest erday we postponed the worker safety
topic. Since the staff person is here tonight for
that, M. Chapman you had sonme questions or
comments. How would it be to go to that now?

MR. CHAPMAN: My questions for worker

safety come on the fire protection side of the

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345



[« B¢ 2 B S S N \V

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

51
chapter.

There on page 133 where you tal k about
fire hazards. And you identify several fire
hazards there.

I think it's appropriate, or | want to
ask you to include as fire hazards the proposed
trees, and the Sausalito Ferry, itself, given the
prevailing wind and the way that that would al
wor k toget her.

Because when you get to your concl usions
on 139, you indicate that, okay, the fire risks
are the same as the existing plant. And | want to
chall enge that in saying that the existing plant
is over 1000 feet away from the property Iline.

So, the proposed plant does not have the
same fire risks associated with it, or it doesn't
have the same characteristic, given the change in
| ocation to potential flanmable material.

DR. GREENBERG. Usually, because of the
setbacks a facility or a fire or a spark or
explosion at the facility doesn't inpact beyond
the fenceline. In fact, usually it doesn't get
anywhere near the fenceline.

However, at your request, let me | ook at

that and see if it is, indeed, -- | want to make

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345



[« B¢ 2 B S S N \V

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

52
sure that |'m 100 percent certain at this
particul ar | ocation.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay. In | ooking at it
there, what 1'd like to propose is, and | | abel ed
it Fire-1, would be a requirenment for Mrant to
indemmi fy the Sportsmans Yacht Club against fire
and property damage, given this particular fire
hazard.

MR. HARRER: MWhat's the nature of the
fire hazard?

MR. CHAPMAN: The plant, itself, in just
the closer vicinity to us. MWhat |'m nost
concerned about is the fire hazard as it could
ri bbon its way through the treeline, and then nove
up to -- then junmping over to the ferry.

Anyt hing that happens on the site is
going to, | mean, blow toward us 40-something
percent of the time. And if you get the wall of
trees that we've proposed, if they ever |ight up,
they're going to nove faster than | think your own
fire departnment can handle, or the other fire
depart ment.

And | don't know whether this is
appropriate or not, but one concern | have that |

want to get out right now |If fire responded to
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your site, offsite fire support, | amvery
concerned as to how long it would take themto
move around from your site and cone to ny site to
hel p protect it fromjunping out of the site.

Some several people have taken that trek
to get our of your site, come around the fences.
Now, | know firemen m ght just cut through the
fence, but is there any way to make a request of
the fire departnment that if you ever responded

send an engi ne down both sides of the fenceline?

Can you make a request |ike that?
MR. HARRER: Yeah, | suppose.
MR. CHAPMAN: Just because, | mean, one

of the members was telling nme a story about one of
your survey crews that needed to come around and
work on our side of the fence. And, you know, he
tal ked about the fact that it took him 20 m nutes
to make it around from one side of the fence to
t he ot her.

And you translate that into a fire
danger issue --

MR. HARRER: He was on overtime.

(Laughter.)

MR. CHAPMAN: But, | mean nore to the

point, it's the issue of just comng up with some
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type of a -- the only thing | can imgine is some
kind of an indemification plan.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay, we've got
the concept. We'lIl throw it in the mx and give
you an opportunity to present it --

MR. VARANINI: Yes, we'll also do a
review of our insurance and whether we have, what
type of policies and what |evel is self insurance.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay. So, --

MR. CHAPMAN: That's all | have.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: All right,

t hanks.

We had a request here fromthe staff to
take biology next in order and then take a break.
I think what we'll do is we'll take biol ogy.

We'll give those who are here to make
public comments an opportunity to do that.

Then we'l|l take a break because we're,
guess, trying to set up a teleconferencing
machi ne. And so, we'll do that, biology, public
comment and then a break.

MR. HARRER: We're all set up to do
vi sual resources, but we can switch

MS. DeCARLO: | think we're waiting for

our visual people to show up. Cheri, has visua
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shown up yet?

We're still waiting for our visual staff
to show up.

MR. HARRER: Okay.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay.

MR. VARANINI: There's something ironic
about that, but we won't go there.

(Laughter.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Al'l right.

Let's do bio. And that's page 357. | think you'd
al ready given nme the heads up that --

MR. HARRER: Yes, --

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: -- you do have
some - -

MR. HARRER: -- we have sonme significant
i ssues. John Robinson is going to handle it for
us.

MR. ROBI NSON: Actually, our issues are
not so significant. We just would request some
wordsm thing or clarification.

Bl OL t hrough 4 we don't have any changes
that we would request. In BIO5 there is reference
to biological opinions and incidental take permt,
which are key to a section 10 consultation under

the federal ESA.
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MR. VARANINI: ESA is the Endangered
Speci es Act.

MR. ROBI NSON: I"l'l try not to use
acronynmns. In working through that process with
the federal services, that is now transitioning --

MR. VARANINI: Tell them John, who the
federal services are.

MR. ROBINSON: The U.S. Fish and
WIldlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries
Service both are reviewing an application that
M rant has made to acquire an incidental take
permt to deal with the rare and endangered
species fish that are in the river.

That process is transitioning to produce
and incidental take statenment as opposed to a
habi tat conservation plan or HCP.

And we'd just like to have the
clarification that we had or incidental take
statement in the | anguage. We get to the same end
point, it's just going to have a different |abel
on it.

And that would apply in BIO5, in BlIO7.

And then two other clarifications. |I'm
sorry, it would apply in BIO6, | can supply the

specific points and | anguage, or points in the
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text.

Al so, on BI O6, protocol item 7, the | ast
sentence reads: The project owner will submt an
i mpi ngement and entrai nment study plan for CPM
approval prior to certification.

This is related to the aquatic filter
barrier installation, and we believe that the
intention here m ght have been prior to AFB
construction.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay, let's just
ask that question. |Is that what staff had in
m nd, or prior to the certification of the
application for certification?

MR. ANDERSON: My nanme is Dick Anderson
staff biol ogist.

MR. BUCKHOLZ: Ji m Buckhol z, Wetl ands
Research Associ ates, consultants to the
Conmmi ssi on.

MR. ANDERSON: | think that at the tinme
prior to construction of the aquatic filter
barrier would be fine. |It's not a real -- it's
not something that we really are concerned about.
I think we usually say at certification, or prior
to operation. And prior to the construction of

the AFB is fine.
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HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: I's that fine
with you?

MR. ROBINSON: That's fine with us.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay.

MR. ROBINSON: The last clarification is
BI O7 --

(Off-the-record conversations.)

MR. ROBINSON: -- BIO7 and in BIOl10, and
I"I'l just deal with BIO7 first. At |east 90 days
prior to the start of CCP unit operation, to be
consistent with earlier |anguage, we suggest
inserting the phrase "by itself."

MR. CHAPMAN: In BIO7? By itself is
already in BIO7.

MR. ROBI NSON: BI O7 verification.

MR. CHAPMAN: Ch.

MR. ROBI NSON: And that's just to make
it consistent with earlier |anguage. And we'd
like to request that the same clarification be
made in Bl O10 verification, prior to the start of
project operation by itself.

MS. DeCARLO: Dick, is that fine with
you?

MR. CHAPMAN: |1'll be contesting that.

MR. ANDERSON: I'"'mstill thinking about
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that one, just a second.

I'"'m making a note there so | can think
about it later or tonmorrow. But | don't think
you're going to know 90 days ahead of time, once
unit 8 is operational, whether or not you're going
to operate it by itself.

That's sonmething that seenms to me could
happen quickly, that units 6 and 7 won't be
operating, so only unit 8 will be operating.

The intent of this is that the punp
woul d be -- one punp would be running at half
speed just for unit 8 And so | think that |'d
prefer to see it stay the way it is. | don't
think you can predict 90 days in advance when your
units m ght shut down.

MR. CHAPMAN: If that's the case, then
the first sentence of BIO7 you would need to take
out the words "by itself."

MR. ANDERSON: Well, no, that one is
okay there. It's because when unit 6 and 7 are
running there's practically no difference when 8
runs. But if 8 runs by itself, nore water is
needed, half of the punmp of water is nore than
unit 8 needs, but that's how much water has to be

punmped. And that's the concern here.
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MR. VARANI NI : What | woul d suggest is
that we get together and -- think about this and
get together Tuesday for all the, you know, for
all the conform ng | anguage, so we don't get stuck
on some prepositional phrase or split infinitive
t oni ght.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay.

MR. ANDERSON: What's the second one
Bl O10?

MR. ROBI NSON: Yeah, the second one,

Di ck, was BI O10 verification, first sentence ends
with the word operation, and add by itself is
there, as well.

And that has the same -- 60 days here
rat her than 90 days.

MR. ANDERSON: Okay, are we going to
revisit this tomorrow --

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Tuesday.

MR. ANDERSON: Or Tuesday, rather.

MR. ROBI NSON: And those are the only --
those are the changes, the wordsm thing we'd |ike
to see for the biological conditions.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay. M.
Chapman.

MR. CHAPMAN: Let me start with that.
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There are, on BIO7, where it did show up as part
of the first sentence, there -- | don't think
that's appropriate because in the AFC there, in
appendi x D, page 73, is the one place where they
tal k about the fact that when 8 withdraws water
from6 and 7, the significant nunmber of |arvae and
t hings that survive the route through 6 and 7 are
pretty much guaranteed not to survive the route
t hrough 8.

So, the requirement of not having this
in until 8 operates by itself doesn't really go to
the issue of the striper kill. Now, the striper
kill, I understand, the striper's not the
endangered species here. But it is the biologica
i mpact - -

MR. ANDERSON: What did you reference?
Where did you get this information now? You said
page 73 of what?

MR. CHAPMAN: Of appendix D of the
application.

MR. ANDERSON: Okay, and this was a
study that tal ked about some percentage of
survival of entrained creatures?

MR. CHAPMAN: Yes.

MR. ANDERSON: And so you're saying that
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a small amount of those, the several percent of
water that is withdrawn for unit 8, only? What
is --

MR. CHAPMAN: What they predicted in
that appendix is that unit 8 would kill an
additional 100 to 243 six-inch equivalent striped
bass, is what the application stated.

Now, | can -- | believe | understand
that the aquatic filter barrier is designed for
the endangered species, which this isn't, but this
woul d be an opportunity for biology to protect
this little animl.

And that's why | would encourage you to
take out the by itself and say it has to be in
when 8 starts operating.

MR. ANDERSON: Well, what 1'd Iike to do
is look at the AFC and read that section, and --
actually study that and understand it nore.
Because normally we consider everything entrained
as dying. That's not true. There's usually some
percentage that doesn't.

And so, if, in fact, there are as many
as you say surviving, then I"'mwilling to consider
that. The intent of this is that unit 8 isn't

causi ng any problenms when it's running in
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conjunction with 6 and 7 because everything's dead
already in the water it's using.

MR. CHAPMAN: And to my understanding
that was factored down. So, you know, there was
some much | arger nunber than that surviving in the
pass through 6 and 7, and they factored it down
just based upon the part of the water that 8
grabbed ahold of, which is Iike 5 percent or
something |like that.

The other item backing up, page 374 you
respond to a whole arm s |length full of questions
that ask -- plant responded to questioners asking
the same question with regards to getting nore
information, with regards to the aquatic fish
barrier.

And you referred -- 374 -- you referred
the questioners to the U S. Fish and Wldlife
Service. And maybe the applicant can help us with
this question.

I got ahold of them and the people that
| talked to here more or less indicated to me,
sai d, yeah, we know the nanme of the conpany; we
know t hey' re proposing sonmething. What they're
proposi ng we haven't seen.

Is US. Fish and Wldlife Service the
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wr ong people to catch up with? Should we be with
a different departnent?

MR. ROBI NSON: Yeah, we'd need to know
who you contacted there, because there has been an
ongoi ng process a nunber of years, a very active
process with the staff at the U.S. Fish and
W Ildlife Service.

MR. CHAPMAN: Do you recogni ze the name
Sheila Larsen?

MS. | KUTA: Sandra lkuta; |I'm
representing Mrant on the take pernmit process.
Sheila Larsen is the case manager now for this
matter at U. S. Fish and Wldlife Service, but she
is quite new and has just been there for a few
weeks.

We've been in discussions with the U S.
Fish and WIldlife Service since Mrant purchased
the plant in '99 | guess it was. And so they're
quite famliar with our subm ssion and our
materials. But Sheila Larsen is quite new on that
mat t er .

MR. CHAPMAN: But she is the correct
person to contact for information?

MS. | KUTA: The maj or person who --

MR. CHAPMAN: Or the best person?
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MS. | KUTA: -- has had the nost
experience on the matter is named M ke Thabeaul t.
And he has been famliar with the project since
PG&E was the owner of the plants.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay, do you know the
spelling of his |ast nanme?

MS. I KUTA: It's T-h-a-b-e-a-u-I-t.

MR. CHAPMAN: Thank you. On page 383
where you refer to a possible tenmporary closure
pl an, could we add the aquatic fish barrier as a
line in that temporary fish for renoval fromthe
river?

MR. ANDERSON: | listened to that
di scussion in the water area, and | understand
what you mean. We are dealing with unit 8, and so
I think you're thinking about the whole power
pl ant sonmehow.

And if we can make a differentiation and
a condition on unit 8, --

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay, | understand.

MR. ANDERSON: -- if there's any part of
the power plant, you know, different units still
operating, we would like the barrier there
obviously for the reduction of fish kill.

So, | don't see any problem -- your idea
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is a good one, you know, we obviously don't want
it abandoned and left there. But we have to
figure out how to craft this for unit 8, Okay?

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay. The only other
thing I had was under BIOl1l you go through a |ist
of agencies. You indicate, okay, we want to
comply with all LORS including, and then you I|ist
of f several agencies.

I want to recommend that we add U.S.
Arnmy Corps of Engineers section 10 to the agencies
list.

MS. DeCARLO: | believe that's handl ed
in soil and water. Would there be any problem --

MR. ANDERSON: No. It could be handl ed
either place. You don't care which section it's
in, as long as it's included sonewhere?

MR. CHAPMAN:  You had the condition that
started listing off agencies. So, in the list |
just wanted to add that agency to your Iist.

MR. ANDERSON: Yeah, and that's not a
probl em

MR. CHAPMAN: And that's all | had, M.
Shean.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Al right, so if

staff can address this on the closure thing, and
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let's see, the open question then is on BIO7, is
that right? The "by itself" | anguage.

MR. ANDERSON: That's in 10.

MS. DeCARLO: Item 10.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: So that will be
the area that we discuss at the future hearings.
Okay. We'll indicate that.

Al right, why don't we, in anticipation
of trying to set up this teleconferencing thing by
the staff, have an opportunity now for members of
the public who have come and would |like to speak,
to do so at this point. And then we'll all get a
little stretch of our legs, and a breath of fresh
air and come back to it.

So, is there anyone who is present now
who would like to come forward? We'll give you an
opportunity at the conclusion of the meeting, but
if you would like to speak now, feeling you may
want to be doing something different for the rest
of the evening, the m crophone is open.

Al right.

(Pause.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Now don't be
nervous. You need to talk into the m crophone and

say your names and then go ahead.
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MS. MANNING: M. Chairman, Davis and
Comm ttee Members, | am Jenny Manning, and this is
my sister, Kelly.

We live in Antioch and go to John C
Frenont School. We go to Sportsman al nost every
weekend with our grandpa. On Saturdays we have
breakfast at Charlie's Galley, put on the grounds,
and fish off grandpa's boat.

Every year just before Christmas Santa
Cl aus conmes to the Club on M. Dawson's boat.

MS. MANNI NG. Next nmonth we are going to
have an Easter egg hunt. July 4th we have a big
picnic and watch the fireworks fromthe fishing
pi er.

M SSES MANNING. (In unison) Please do
not let them pollute and ruin our Club, thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Thank you very
much.

(Appl ause.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Al'l right,
that's the future citizens we want to raise.

Okay.

All right, we'll take a brief break

Let's take about a 15-m nute break.

(Brief recess.)
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HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: | f we can come
back to order, please. W had one nore speaker
than we got to the podium before we left. So the
gentleman is here, and his name is Joel, correct?
Al right, we'll go back on the record and Joel
has somet hing to say.

MR. LeROY: Stop nessing with my world.
You're going to have to live it. You're not
fooling anybody. You're poisoning the air where
my famly lives and | don't want to nove.

Why not people before the power plants?

Air is not for sale. This is hone. | came on,
yeah, we canme -- yeah, | came here to see -- yeah,
checking to see, making sure we have a -- okaying

a power plant.

Wow, |'m done.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Thank you, Joel

MR. LeROY: You're welcomne.

(Appl ause.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay, let me
just say | hope the parents of these kids who have
appeared tonight are as proud of themas | think
they would be. And | want to commend them for
their noxie to get up and speak in front of a

| arge crowd.
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Okay, we're going to go now to visual
resources. And that is on page 267.

I'"'mgoing to go initially to the
applicant.

MR. VARANI NI : I think that reserving
the obvious issue that visual inmpacts are nmodified
if there's an alternative site, that what we'd
like to do, just for the record at this point,
have one of our experts talk a little bit about
nmovement towards some of the solutions the staff
has proposed in VI S4.

And then to say for the record that VI S6
is not acceptable to us, and we believe that at
this point we'd have to enthusiastically litigate
that matter.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay.

DR. SHEPPARD: ' m Stephen Sheppard, one
of the visual resource specialists working with
URS on the project.

I just had a few comments on some of the
ot her conditions on visual resources.

Specifically the mtigation VIS3, which has to do
with lighting inpacts and refers to modifications
in lighting plans for the units 6 and 7, the

exi sting power plant that is there now.
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The applicant would, | think, be willing
to |l ook at that pretty seriously, but | guess with
one caveat, which is the operational safety
consi derations, just to make sure that the
lighting plan that's proposed in VIS3 is
consistent with safety and operational
considerations. That's really the only concern
t here.

And | think we've had sonme precedence on
that for previous discussions that we've had,
Gary, on the cooling towers.

Maybe | could also jump quickly to VIS5,
which is a simlar issue. VIS5 refers to visua
m tigations for construction. And, again, there's
an issue, one of the issues there is in dealing
with nighttime lighting for construction. And,
again, we would just like to make a m nor
modi fication to that along the |lines of the
l'ighting controls being, again, subject to
operational and safety considerations for
construction.

The other main comment would be on VIS4,
which is the mtigation that has been subject to
quite a bit of discussion on the trees. The

vi sual screening, the permanent visual screening
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fromtrees planted along the eastern edge of the
site, close to the Sportsmans Yacht Club property.

There | think we're certainly |ooking at
these issues. You've raised a couple of issues.
One would be of a bermto raise the height of the
vi sual screening, so you could get effective
screening a little faster.

And we've certainly are | ooking at that,
and for instance, have considered perhaps
expandi ng or extending the raised pad out towards
the roadway which would gain you at |east four
feet and avoid having to do a separate berm

So | think there was sone design
possi bilities there that can be explored to
achieve at | east sone of the things that those
conditions are trying to achieve

And | guess there is something of a
concern about the mninmumtree height for the
pl anting. One of the issues would be whether it's
actually better to plant younger, smaller trees
that grow faster and nmore robustly than | arge
trees. | think the idea of trying to attain that
increased height is a good one, and | think we
shoul d obviously | ook at that pretty closely.

Maybe have the arborists get their heads together
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about the best way to get that screening as fast
as possi bl e.

So, | think those are probably the only
real concerns that have been raised at this point.
I just wanted to make one conmment as we were
talking a little while ago, just about the cross-
section in that area

There was some earlier comments about
possi bl e problems with transm ssion |ine,
proximty to transm ssion lines or to the gas
lines. And that has been | ooked at pretty
closely, and both the arborists and the engi neers
feel that that's an issue that can be resolved
There is enough setback fromthe pipelines to
avoid root problens, for exanple, and without
t opping of trees, there's enough roomto avoid a
fire hazard or any contact hazard with the power
l'i nes.

And | think the cross-section that was
included in the | ast data sets shows that
rel ati onshi p.

I think that was really all that we
wanted to say at this point.

MR. WALKER: Did you take into

consideration if you extend that pad --

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345



[« B¢ 2 B S S N \V

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

74
HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: \Why don't you

identify yourself, first, M. Wal ker.

MR. WALKER: I'm Gary Wal ker with the
staff. Did you consider that if you extend the
pad, though, farther east, that will raise the

hei ght of the tree, of course, and that's not what
was shown in the cross-section. And will that
still avoid the problem of, you know, conflict

with the |ines?

DR. SHEPPARD: Yes, | think that still
is going to -- it shouldn't affect the conflict
with the line issue. | think that we recognize

that if the crown width of those trees, as they
approach maturity, gets too wide, then there could
certainly be some linmbing on that side if it's
getting at all close to the safety tol erance for
the lines. But should not involve topping of
trees, and therefore reducing the screening.

Those are very dense trees, the conpact
bl ue gum that's being proposed, they're very dense
effective screening. And so we don't think that
woul d conprom se the visual screening.

MR. KANEMOTO: Bill Kanempto. [|'m a
consultant with the CEC. Just for the record, we

were talking a little bit before during the break
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to clarify some apparent inconsistencies with
the -- between the cross-section that you're
referring to in the plans that show the | andscape
proposal, and we were told that the cross-sections
are correct.

That it would be possible to nmove the
transm ssion poles to the west, as shown in the
cross-sections, but not in the plans.

MR. SHILEIKIS: Yes, Bill, that is
correct.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Can we go to M.
Chapman at this point?

MR. CHAPMAN: |'ve got a coupl e of
housekeepi ng issues with regards to this chapter.
The first one being on page 274, regardi ng KOP
number 4. This is the KOP from San Joaqui n Yacht
Har bor, and it says that it's approximtely 200
feet east of the proposed cooling tower site.

I was going to -- | want to refer you to
the drawi ng that was given as part of data
response 171. It was our first nmore or |ess
smal |l er scal ed drawi ng, had a scale of 100 feet
equal s an inch, to where we could actually -- and
it also included offsite facilities and things

over the fenceline.
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There you say that it's approxi mately
200 feet east of the cooling tower. Based upon ny
own survey | can assure you it's 550 feet away
fromthe cooling tower. The cooling tower is 150
feet inside the property line.

And then Sportsmans property is 200 feet
wi de at that point. And then the KOP is further
into the site fromthe there.

Now, that'll come up in a mnute where
that footage difference is inmportant. But, the
200 feet is in error by a | ong ways.

On page 285 you nmake a reference to
figure 8C. Now that's from KOP1. | believe that
shoul d be either 4B or 4C, one or the other. |
didn't have a 4C in ny packet. | don't know if
everybody else got a 4C or not, but | believe if
that's com ng from KOP1, that should be one of
your 4-series pictures.

You see where |'m at there, Bill?

MR. KANEMOTO: Yeah, that's an error.

MR. CHAPMAN: The next thing on the sanme
page, and | don't know whether this is an error or
a disagreement or what it is. But you refer to
the trees at maturity, and in your report you say

approximately ten years.
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In the data response to 171 the
applicant said at maturity, 25 to 30 years. Now,
are you disagreeing with their -- how nmuch water
or how much fertilizer they're putting on the
tree, or is it a m stake?

MR. KANEMOTO:. We're proposing much
| arger plant material at installation, that's part
of the calculation there. And also we're assum ng
a higher installation height. Both. That's what
we're calling for in the conditions.

MR. CHAPMAN: So you're including the
hei ght of the bermin the height of the tree, is
t hat what you were thinking?

MR. KANEMOTO:. Yes, well, the height of
the berm and the height of the tree at
installation, that's right.

And then we based on a growth rate that
we got from speaking with a couple of fairly well
known arborists.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay, so you're
di sagreeing with their --

MR. KANEMOTO: We acknow edge t hat
this --

MR. CHAPMAN: -- nunber then? [It's not

a mstake, it's that you propose that it will grow
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faster?

MR. KANEMOTO:. Right, and we'll have to
acknow edge the fact that there's a little bit of
uncertainty in all these estimtes about growth
rate and so on, because these are the best guesses
of pretty know edgeabl e arborists, but they can't
guarantee that the performance is going to match
t hose estimations.

But 1've -- yeah, this was based on
expert opinion.

MR. CHAPMAN: That nore or less rolls
t hrough the whole thing, as not being sure what
the age or the nunmber of years until, quote,
maturity. Or the number of years until a 40-foot
hei ght, whichever one of those you want to tie
that to.

But on page 288 when you're referring to
the KOP, back to KOP4, and you make reference to
the -- you're describing the visual resources on
figure 8. They're -- | don't see any reference in
there to the loss of a view of M. Diablo from
t hat position.

And the sanme thing comes up when you
start talking on the same page from KOP9. There,

as far as -- and that just comes up because of the
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LORS fromthe City of Antioch.

Now, | know there's a question of
whet her that applies to us or not. But, they have
in theirs where they tal k about saving the view of
M. Diablo. And that is not addressed in either
one of those issues.

The other item | had was -- and we've
more or |ess already gone through this, is the
idea that the trees will never be allowed to be 40
f oot high, based upon the transm ssion |ine
restrictions.

On page 289, another housekeeping thing.
You referred in your response -- excuse me -- in
the second paragraph that starts: In response to
staff. Down through there you refer to figure 8C
| believe that should be 9C. 9C would indicate
all of the KOP9.

MR. KANEMOTO: Yes.

MR. CHAPMAN: On page 290, and it sounds
li ke we've got a real contentious thing here,
because with regard to the ground contact plunes,
and you descri bed them as highly intrusive,
significant -- effect. And that you're going to
propose to elimnate them between 6:00 a.m and

12: 00 m dni ght.
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My question there is what about between
m dni ght and 6:00 a.m? |If you can elimnate them
the rest of the day, the hours between m dni ght
and 6:00 a.m for the area that we're talking
about inmpacting here, is just as inmportant as the
rest of the day.

You're | ooking at a very dangerous
situation that's going to be inpacted in entering
and exiting the access road in and out of
Sportsmans and San Joaqui n Harbors there.

You're going to have a situation where a
| ot of people will be leaving |ate at night, after
evening events. And you al so have the situation
where you have people arriving very early in the
mor ni ng, going on fishing and hunting trips and
t hi ngs.

And that six-hour period being carved
out just doesn't work well for us in that we need
that six hours, also. It's just as inportant to
us.

The request for a change in the
conditions area, under VIS4, item H, on page 303
you tal k about the maintenance of the |andscaping.
In there you say annual tree and | andscape

mai nt enance.
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Well, annually is going to be of no
service to us at all. What Sportsmans needs that
to say is that they'll develop a plan to mtigate

or prevent that tree debris fromentering our
harbor. And an annual requirenment like this will
never succeed at that.

MR. WALKER: Could |I ask, are the
present trees causing that sort of a problen?

MR. CHAPMAN:  You know, | -- and in
conversation, or in one of my data requests |
refer to just the section of the harbor fromthe
ferry to the south, to the end of it. And because
I really only envisioned having a debris problem
comng fromthere.

As luck would have it, | pulled nmy boat
out of the water today and | was parked on the
east side of the ferry. And the few eucal yptus
trees that are there now are bloom ng, and the
bl ooms are drying right now.

That dust, as | understand it's referred
to, has blown all the way -- blows all the way
across the ferry, and then swirls and | ands there.
And | found ny boat full of it.

In the data request that | sent to the

applicant | had tal ked about a 300-foot section
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whi ch, you know, that'll give us a reference. But
it actually blows all the way across that ferry
and into the harbor under our prevailing w nd
situation.

An idea that | had that comes under
VI S5, where it's talking about building a
tenporary barrier. The one thing that came to ny
mnd is if inthe -- if that was built as a
permanent feature it would take care of the
understory problemthat the trees would have, in
that the trees are going to |limb up over the years
and it's identified that this particular type of
tree is pretty aggressive, and they're not going
to all ow another plant to be planted to cover that
understory vision problem

So the thought was if we're able to
create a tenporary barrier there, if it was
desi gned as a permanent feature then it would take
care of that understory visual mtigation

If that's, you know, a thoughtful
request.

MR. WALKER: Do you have any particul ar
sort of structure or material in mnd?

MR. CHAPMAN: Com ng from where |'m at

I'"'mthinking, you know, that probably the proposa
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that you would see to meet this would probably be
a chainlink fence with slats in it is probably the
way they would nmeet this requirement for the
tenporary barrier.

That's probably only a change in the
concrete the post's in, rather than just driving
themin. You still have the same fence there.

You just build it with the intentions of |eaving
it there rather than pulling it out at the end of
the project.

I don't think this is going to be very
effective, but | had all ny notes under VIS6 to
take out the words between 6:00 a.m and 12:00
m dni ght .

The only other item was a VIS7 that
woul d require the transm ssion line to be
undergrounded in order to allow the trees to grow
full height.

The one other caveat that would come
with that is then you'd be able, and have roomto
berm the whole |l ength of the property line along
the east side there.

That's what | have.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay. Does the

applicant want to say any nore about VIS6, other
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than you're going after it?

MR. VARANINI: No, not at this tine.
There's been a |lot of technical information, and
| ots of modeling disputes, and status of nodels
and so forth. And what one can really adduce from
a nodel .

And | think if we have to -- then the
operability of the plant, and so | think that it
m ght make sense, if we can do it, we'd like to
sit down with all the parties and talk through it.
But | think we need to factor that in |ight of
potential alternatives, and see where we are.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay. That
| eaves us with noise, then. And that's on page
231.

SPEAKER: M. Shean

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Yes.

SPEAKER: Are you going to have public
comment on visual?

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: We're going to
take the public comment at the end of the
proceedi ng, and this is our |ast topic.

SPEAKER: |s vibration covered under
noi se?

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Yes.
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Al'l right, how about the applicant?

MR. HARRER: We have one m nor issue
that we're trying to figure out right now Cther
than that we have not hing.

Maybe Sportsmans could go ahead.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Sure. M.
Chapman.

MR. CHAPMAN: |'m going to start out by
being a little concerned, this chapter we |ost the
expert that went through the prelimnary hearings
with us. A lot of hand-hol ding went on during
prelimnary workshops in trying to straighten out
where people were, and where they were associ ated
with this project.

And |I'm just concerned to see a change
in author in this chapter. It would have been
more conforting to see the same person back for
the final.

And al ong those lines, on page 236,
where reference is made to the closest sensitive
receptors, and now has been added, and the
hi storic Sausalito Ferry reads |located from 200 to
350 feet east of the project boundary.

That's incorrect. The Sausalito Ferry

is 50 feet east of the project boundary. And you
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can scale that off of the figure 171.1, which was
part of the data response.

I have a question here, on 243 under
community effects, there's a reference to DNL and
CNEL, are those the same, or is that a different
scal e?

MR. BUNTIN: They're a little different
but -- I"'m JimBuntin with Brown Buntin
Associ ates, consultant to the Energy Comm ssion.

The difference between DNL and CNEL is
just in the weighting that's applied, or penalty,
if you will, to the evening hours which is 7:00
p.m to 10:00 p.m Under CNEL, which is
California's unique descriptor devel oped for
airports originally, that period from 7:00 to
10: 00 p.m has a penalty applied to the noise
| evel s of a factor of almost 5 decibels.

And the effect of that is if you have
two, let's say you have something |ike a power
pl ant where it runs continuously for 24 hours, and
you do a nmeasurenment and you report it as LDN, or
in here it's called DNL, sorry they m xed them up
on us, depending on who you talk to.

But if you conmpare CNEL and DNL for the

same source running continuously over 24 hours,
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the CNEL is one decibel higher than the DNL. And
that's just because of that eveni ng wei ghting.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay, thank you

MR. BUNTIN: And let me just make a
comment. If | switched around in here between DNL
and LDN, it's because oftentimes the documents,

t hemsel ves, the standards, will switch back and
forth.

They mean the same thing, but the
nomencl at ure changed over the past. That's been
around for about 26 years, and it's changed,
dependi ng on which agency uses the term They
mean the same thing.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay, where that question

comes up is on the sanme page, 243, you refer to,

and it starts out: However, at the residences.
MR. BUNTI N: I''m sorry, which paragraph?
MR. CHAPMAN: You're in the -- under

community effects, second paragraph.

MR. BUNTIN: Yes, okay.

MR. CHAPMAN: They're --

MR. BUNTIN: However. | have it.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay. And you say will
exceed 60 db DNL. Well, on your table 3 on page

245 you indicate that those residences will exceed

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345



[« B¢ 2 B S S N \V

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

88
70 CNEL. | understand the change there, but if
there's only 1 db difference between the scal e,
that's a significant issue in describing how the
community's affected by it.
If you consider that 10 db's worth

doubling the noise.

MR. BUNTIN: Well, the actual | anguage
is that the predicted noise levels will exceed 60
db CNEL, so that's still true.

But one of the confusing things about --

MR. CHAPMAN: But they will exceed 70,
correct?

MR. BUNTIN: That's true. You could
even say they'll exceed 61, you know, so what
we're saying is that the standard that has been
referred to in Contra Costa is 60 db DNL. And so
these | evels are higher than that.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay. On your table 3,
goi ng back to your table 3, --

MR. BUNTI N: Okay.

MR. CHAPMAN: -- where you refer to the
nunmber 5, 6 and 7, and they run 71, 73 and 71
respectively.

I'm curious where on, if you use the

state table, table 1, where does over 70 CNEL not
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fall as a normally unacceptable |evel of noise?

MR. BUNTIN: Probably nowhere.

MR. CHAPMAN: Wouldn't then under the
requi rements for analyzing this site, wouldn't
that then become a significant inpact?

MR. BUNTIN: The test that's being
applied is one which the Energy Conmm ssion has
been using for some years, that a 5 decibe
increase is considered to be significant. And
that's being applied actually to the L90 val ue
rather than CNEL or DNL.

So, these levels, of course, are higher
t han what you have, but not by very much. And
that's the real key, is how much of a change is it
in either L90 values or CNEL, and so the condition
of certification that applies to this is written
to limt that change, whatever it ends up being.
Whet her we measure it as L90 or CNEL

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay. This comes to
something that |'ve been having a real problem
with, on tal king about noise on this case. On
page 246 where you talk about cunul ative i npacts,
and where you're talking about this 5 db increase
and things, |'ve been trying to explain the noise

i ssue here, and | think I finally figured out why
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I wasn't being understood, is that |I hadn't used

the right lingo to talk to everybody.

Let me ask you this,

if you went from 48

dba to 66 dba, would that be a significant -- be

consi dered as significant noise |evel change?

MR. BUNTI N: I n nost

MR. CHAPMAN:  Okay.

cases, Yyes.

And if | understand

curmul ative inpacts, that's a dea

where you talk

about, okay, one source and anot her source, each

one on its own, when it's analyzed, is not

significant. But if you put the two together it

is?

MR. BUNTI N: That's correct.

MR. CHAPMAN:  Okay.

And in trying to

| earn what this meant, and | earni ng what CEQA was,

and this, that and the other thing, | ended up at

the environnmental inpact report

f

or when this

pl ant was sold to Southern Energy.

And in that report they did a noise

analysis. And at that time, we're tal king about

two years ago, at that time the |oudest noise at

the fenceline that they could get

MR. BUNTIN: This is

was 48 dba.

MR. CHAPMAN: And we're now going into a

proposal that's proposing sonme 66 dba.
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MR. BUNTIN: This is at the east
property line?

MR. CHAPMAN: 1'Ill give you a copy of
their --

MR. BUNTIN: Okay, yeah, I'd like to
| ook into that document.

MR. CHAPMAN: And |'ve got some other
copies for anybody who would like it.

This is com ng out of the application
98-01-08. And their noise nonitoring.

It's the first paragraph there where
they say they've nonitored a range from 41 to 48.

MR. BUNTIN: 1'Il look into that. |'m
wonderi ng what exactly they're referring to when
they tal k about existing noise levels. Let nme
just ask the question, in your experience has
there been a tinme in say two years ago that it was
substantially quieter than it is today?

MR. CHAPMAN: Yes. That's what -- in
the |l ast two years?

MR. BUNTI N: I'"mjust trying to put it
in the context of --

MR. CHAPMAN: Previous to that --

MR. BUNTIN: -- when they did this.

MR. CHAPMAN: Previ ous to that we
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consi dered that plant pretty much shut down.

MS. DeCARLO: If | mght ask --

MR. CHAPMAN: It was -- yes.
MS. DeCARLO: | was going up through the
area today and | think, I'm not too sure about

this, but I think that when they did this analysis
neither 6 nor 7 were running.

MR. CHAPMAN: That's correct.

MS. DeCARLO:. It was just the
synchronous condensers. So that m ght account for
the | ower dba.

MR. BUNTIN: That certainly would be
expected to do that.

MR. CHAPMAN: That's what | understand,
too. And that has been what we've been nore or
|l ess referring to as the problemthat with 6 and
7, and now adding on 8, it's a nonstrous problem
and we haven't even got over the significant
probl em yet.

You know, everybody said, it's not
significant. And we're going, not significant,
it's horrible. Well, it's where you get into this
curmul ative inmpact is the way | can try to describe
it now.

There --
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MR. VARANINI: Could | interrupt you
just one second? | think if we do that, we're
going to have to get into things like the Delta
Di spatch and a | ot of other characteristics that
were done fromtime to time when PG&E operated the
pl ants.

One example is they actually honored the
San Francisco operating criteria years ago when
they were running the plants. And just as an
exampl e, that meant certain machines had to be on
in San Francisco, and they would cycle these
machi nes down.

And they would do that, and basically
cost the ratepayers nore noney, but it was done
for reliability purposes. And there are several
other elements to the Delta Dispatch beyond that.

So we would, if we're really going to
get into this, we would want our reliability
expert, who was, fortunately in this case, only
had a light motif, to take a pretty hard | ook at
t hat .

Because | think what's going on here is
at any particular point in history, at any
particular point in time renmenber that the work

going on in that EIR was pretty much generalized
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by the Comm ssion into if it isn't any worse, then

the worst case on the site, sel

it.

Because what they were |ooking at was

the owner, the new owner, would basically

virtually couldn't do more than optim ze or

maxi m ze the plant output with the exception of

the peakers, or retired units.

And | think when you actually dissect

that EIR, it's a very interesting thing. |

woul dn't want one expert to go off with an

assunmption that there's anything particularly

rel evant about that EIR, other than nove the

product.

And if we have to go into that, we're

fully prepared to do that to show the experts

that, in other words, the environment out here

went up and down dependi ng on what was going on in

PG&E' s heart and m nd at the ti me.

But they had it approved at certain

maxi muns. And those maxi mums were what they

peddl ed. And so they didn't peddle a unit 6 and 7

shutdown, and if they analyzed the situation where

units 6 and 7 were shut down, it

doesn't correl ate.

just sinmply

They did what they had to do on a crash
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basi s, put these documents together, and basically
approved them under a very accel erated programto
get them sol d.

And | would just say go to the
concl usi on and see what the PUC actually
determ ned. And |I think the whol e anal ysis was
basically subsumed in the decision.

In other words, there's an assunmption in
the decision that makes the analysis probably
irrelevant, let alone immaterial.

I mean that sincerely. |If you |ook at
what they actually did, they wanted to get
somet hing done and get it out the door, so they
weren't waiting around |ike the Energy Comm ssion
when it focuses on a problem and basically forces
you with a chokehol d or whatever appropriate
met hodol ogy, to do the worst case.

It was really just get these things out
of here. And, you know, you can take my word for
it; read it, yourself. But | want the analysts to
know that there's a whole set of conditions that
it's just not that they went out and measured
noi se and then got a different -- it's nowhere
near that sinple.

MR. BUNTIN: So also they used that for
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precedence in defining what's anbient. They're
not. | mean we have noi se measurenents that we
did. We have neasurenents that the applicant did.
We have neasurenents in the EIR, and they're al
under possibly different operating conditions.

So we need to know exactly what
constitutes the anbient, and where we go from
t here.

That's what we'll be basing our
conmparison on, is what's the actual change. And
shoul d say there's another table in here, just for
your edification, and |I've already |ost the
number, -- here we go -- well, it is table 3, I'm
sorry.

There you can see that there's an
estimate of what is the ambient noise level in
terms of L90, what's the project going to produce,
and what's the cumul ative effect of that.

And actually in this document there's
two different ways of |ooking at cumul ative.
There's this language that | just nmentioned in
table 3 that's saying what happens when you add

the new project to the current one, assumng it's
you know, the anbient condition is what was

measured recently.
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And then the other question that's
covered on page, | think it's 246 of yours, it's
curmul ative inmpacts. And that's really | ooking
outside the site. I's there anything el se going on
next door that's going to substantially affect the
noi se |l evels at any sensitive receiver.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay, | understand that's
what was done. |'m just questioning the
appropri ateness of that when you have the EIR from
the sale, and the information that it contains.
And the appropriateness of using it.

| can see where it may not have come to
mnd to go, well, wait a m nute, what about this
project, the project being the sale of the
property. You know, it's more expeditious and
things like that, just to go down to the County
and say give me a list of building permts in the
| ast six months, and that's the only thing |
consi der.

There's other agencies that have
permts, and in this case, an EIR, that could have
been consi der ed.

In the interest of the alternatives
conversation, |I think I"mgoing to skip over some

of the conditions that | had to tal k about here.
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But one thing that | think is still an issue
under NOI SE5, and this is with regards to the
st eam bl ows and t hings.

I want to make a proposal here of just
somet hing that could work. The access road com ng
into the two harbors, the way you're nore or |ess,
you're going to end up right in the mddle of this
steam bl ow effect situation before you realize
you're there.

And what | would like to propose is
possi bly some kind of an informational kiosk or
somet hing at the end, out at W/ bur, that would
contain some ear plugs and a little informational
war ni ng, rather than having guests or even members
that weren't prepared, they didn't bring their ear
pl ugs from hone.

And have that out there to where people
can have access to the protection before they are
affected and really faced with it.

The one other item of inportance is in
NOl SE9 and NOI SE10, | believe that we are
operating under the guise of cultural resources,
who have identified the Sausalito Ferry as a
historic site.

And if that is the case, then the
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vi bration rates proposed in 9 and in 10 right now
read .2. And according to the chart that is given
on 236, | believe it is, or no, excuse ne, the
chart that's given as part of the response --

MR. BUNTI N: It's 245 or "1 -- is it 241
or 2457

MR. CHAPMAN: 241, yes, thank you
Where they say that the criteria for historica
sites should be .1.

MR. BUNTI N: I m ght add, that there is
an error on that page on the second paragraph. |
have an incorrect citation, second paragraph,
fifth line | say that according to the applicant
the range of peak particle velocity would be
between .3 and .9 inches per second.

Actually the nunbers in the transmttal
fromthe applicant are .03 and .09. So
apol ogi ze for that. I'mat a loss as to why that
happened, but | did it.

So we're going to change the text in
that regard.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay, because | believe,
yeah, | agree, | think their understandi ng was
that they were going to be able to nmeet the .1.

MR. BUNTIN: Yeah. | don't have any
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objection to that. Let nme just give you the logic
real quickly why | ended up with the .2.

The Federal Transit Adm nistration
criteria that we're citing here -- and you may
wonder why Federal Transit Adm nistration, but
it's the nmost recent conmpendi um of vibration
i ssues that we can find published that has any
official stature. So that's why we used that.

They actually say that the threshold of
damage is 100 db. And if you do the math that
works out to .1 inches per second.

If you read the next page they actually
say the criterion should be .2 inches per second.
So, you know, not that | doubted the math, | was
just saying here's something |I can docunment and
pul | out the standard.

But | think in the context of what the
applicant has provided with recommendati ons for
historical sites, and | think the issue here is
critical locations. Because we don't know nmuch
about how that structure is -- what its foundation
is like or what kind of shape it's in
structurally.

In that Iight | have no objection to

changing that to .1, and we'll talk that over
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MR. CHAPMAN: Thank you, that's all |
have.

MR. VARANI NI : Tony, you may want to
contact some people over in Crockett. My
under standi ng there was they had a barbecue to
celebrate the thing. It was like firing the 1812
Overture. And they literally invited people and
had a barbecue and let themsit there when they
bl ew that sucker off. So, you know, | don't know
what happened. | wasn't there. I was safe, away
fromthe area |i ke nmost people in my profession,
stay away fromthe action. But that's ny
under standi ng as to what happened. And they fired
the sucker and there was a big cheer went up, and
that was it.

MR. CHAPMAN: |'m sorry, what are you
talking -- what did you fire?

(Laughter.)

MR. VARANINI: For this blow. The
system bl ow at Crockett, okay?

MR. CHAPMAN: Oh, a steam blow? Oh,
okay.

MR. VARANI NI :  Yeah, for the steam bl ow,
okay, --

MR. CHAPMAN:  Okay.
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MR. VARANINI: =-- they -- |I'msorry, get
confused, things go fast, but anyway for the steam
bl ow, they actually had a big celebration and
bl asted the thing off, as far as | understand. It
wasn't literally a practice for the old 1950s
practice for avoiding being hit by an A-bonb.

MR. CHAPMAN: And we'll get notice of
that, right?

(Laughter.)

MR. VARANINI: If he wants to throw a
party --

MR. CHAPMAN: No, | just want to know

when the blow s going to happen.

MR. VARANINI: Sorry, | was kind of
| aughi ng.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay, so that's
pretty much it. All right, well, we'll conclude

t hat as another topic area.

MR. CHAPMAN: | think I went first
there. They had -- you had something and you
never got to it.

MR. HARRER: Yes, M. Buntin caught our
objections. The change to the acceleration
rating.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: All right.
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MR. HARRER: Page 241, he already
mentioned it.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: 241, yes. Al
right, well, we'll hold that open for noise on
the -- for M. Chapman on the steam bl ow matter,
and we're going to get back on the vibration
t hi ng.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay, at this point | need
to reserve it open, yeah, okay.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: You' ve got a
pl ace- hol der there.

MR. CHAPMAN: Okay.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: You bet. And
let's see, so we've basically conpleted tonight's
list other than traffic and transportation, which
we've noved to next Tuesday.

So let me just indicate those of you who

have nothing better to do on Tuesday night, we

will be covering air quality, public health
alternatives. We will also have traffic and
transportation, as | indicated. And let's see if

we have any hol dovers from before. How about
transm ssion system engi neering, what happened to
t hat ?

MS. DeCARLO. We're going to it Tuesday.
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HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN:  Transm ssi on
system engi neering, | believe, was also nmoved to
Tuesday. We've covered sonme stuff, but there was
this -- was it the DWR matter?

MS. DeCARLO: Yes, | believe it was.

MS. DAVIS: Do we need to have staff
here for that?

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: I don't think

so. All right, so now we're prepared to hear from

you. So, we have an open m ke. |'ve got a couple
of blue cards here. | guess those are fromthe
young | adies, so this will be a treat. |[|'m going

to give these to our Public Adviser, and she can
know t hat our young citizens are com ng forward.

So, if at this point anybody would I|ike
to make a conmment before we close tonight's
meeti ng, please come forward.

MS. HAGER: | was just wondering, |I'm
Carol Hager, Commodore of Sportsmans Yacht Club.
I was just wondering what category construction
noi se and vi bration come under.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: The one we j ust
did, the general category of noise

MS. HAGER: ©Oh, okay. Because we have

definite concerns about pile driving and our
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ferry.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Ri ght . And |
think that's --

MS. HAGER: That is a big --

MR. CHAPMAN: That's what we were just
tal ki ng about .

MS. HAGER: Okay. Good. Thank you

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay.

MR. CHAPMAN: In a very technical way
t hat nobody coul d understand.

(Laughter.)

MS. HAGER: You didn't say pile driving.

MR. CHAPMAN: |'m sorry, we were talKking
in velocity per second.

MR. WORRELL: Energy Conmm ssion and
applicants, | want to thank you all for letting us
have the evening meetings.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Can you identify
yoursel f, please

MR. WORRELL: ©Oh, I'msorry, I'mBill
Worrell; I'man Antioch resident. |'m a menber of
Sportsmans | ncorporated Yacht Club, and I'm a
menmber of California Striped Bass Associ ation.

I want to thank you for letting us have

the -- for scheduling an eveni ng neeting. I think
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you see that the nunber of people that are
interested can get out to an evening neeting.

Unfortunately, they have to work during
the day so they can pay their PG&E bhill.

(Laughter.)

MR. WORRELL: I'mreally sorry I m ssed
t he bi ol ogi cal . |'ve been | ooking forward to it
for a long time. Not for any good reason, but
we're surrounded on the Energy Staff with Davis
graduates. And we finally had some San Francisco
State people come in, and | m ssed the good job
know t hey nmust have done

Alittle nore serious, 1988 the
residents of Antioch that are that old had an
experience with energy conpanies. Some other
peopl e came out of the south from Al abama, GWF.
have never been able to | earn what that meant, but
it was Gol den West somet hing

Anyway, they hit Antioch and | guess
they've done a pretty good job. They came in,
they were smart enough not to come under your
auspi ces, and make 10 negawatt plants. And the
Air Resources Board was the |ead agency in their
approval .

They had one plant at the city Ilimts of
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Pittsburg and one plant in the city limts of
Antioch. And they had trouble getting those
certified, or getting permits.

The one in Antioch finally did get
certified, and | believe the GW has been a good
nei ghbor over the years. They've built a soccer
field next to the plant. They've created a
| earning center in the town. And they've done a
| ot of things to help the comunity of Antioch.

| assume that the plant in Pittsburg has
done the same.

However, in trying to figure out what
was going on in this meeting, | reviewed the
vi deot apes of that City Council nmeeting back in
1988. And the verbiage is very simlar, that they
went through. They had the word mtigation and
visual mtigation

One of the things is they were going to
pl ant trees between the plant on W I bur Avenue and
the housing behind it, which was Garrow Est ates.
And these were going to be 30-foot trees. They
were going to plant 30-foot trees to begin with, a
row of them

And within five years all the residents

of that nei ghborhood would be able to see was ten
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feet, the upper ten feet of the snmoke stack

Well, the trees aren't there. | don't
know what happened. Of course, it wasn't ny
nei ghbor hood, so | haven't really paid attention.
But | called the City Hall, and you know what?
There's no one at the City Hall that can remember
back that far, and the records are archived, which
I guess that means you need a jackhammer to go
someplace to find them

But | just -- | talked to Ms. Davis
about this. And believe nme, we're not going to
| ose the records. If you prom se us 30-foot
trees, we're going to want 30-foot trees 13 years
from now.

Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Thank you
Anybody el se? Yes, ma' am

MS. WLLIAMS: Hi. M name is Sandra
Williams, and |I'm a menber of the Sportsmans Yacht
Cl ub.

I just have a question about the steam
bl ow i ssue. How many of those are there going to
be a year?

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: It's not a

recurring event. |It's basically a construction
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event, which when they are building the unit,
doi ng wel ding and other things |like that, debris
collects in the piping.

And the purpose of the steam blow is to
bl ow out any debris that is in the piping because
once it is hooked up, the piping is hooked up to
the steam turbine, and they are blowi ng the steam
in agai nst the blades, which makes it turn, which
is connected to the generator, and nmakes the
electricity, the velocity of that steam the
tiniest particle inpacting the blades of the steam
turbine essentially destroy it.

So, it needs to be very very very clean.
So the purpose of the steam blow is to clean out
the piping followi ng construction.

MS. WLLIAMS: So there's no way to tell
how many there would be?

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: |t doesn't occur
annual ly --

MS. W LLI AMS: I mean even --

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: -- it usually
spans a matter of weeks.

MS. W LLIAMS: Okay, every few weeks,
then?

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: No, no, a --
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MR. HARRER: No, just weeks, one tinme.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: -- single --

MS. W LLIAMS: ©Oh, one time?

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: -- event taking
a coupl e of weeks.

MS. W LLIAMS: |Is that what we heard out
there, the power plant, before when they -- this
huge bl ast goes off, you think that there is a
bomb going off? |Is that what that is?

MR. CHAPMAN: | think she's referring to
safety valves --

MS. W LLIAMS: |Is that what -- the
safety valve? |Is that what it is? WII this
pl ant have that happen, the safety valve rel ease
where there's this huge explosion?

SPEAKER: | don't think that ever
happens.

(Laughter.)

MS. W LLIAMS: That's not true.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Okay, it's --

MS. W LLIAMS: |'ve been there when it
happened, and it was very frightening. W thought
that the place was going to fall down. This was
about three or four years ago. That's the only

time |'ve ever heard it.
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And | didn't know if that's what this
st eam bl ow was or not.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: It's probably
not. | can't tell you --

MS. WLLIAMS: If it's a release --

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: It's an entirely
different type of unit --

MS. WLLIAMS: -- if it's a releasing of
pressure that's going to happen every so often,
say every two nonths or three nmonths or whatever,

I don't know the process, but | think there should
be some way of warning the comunity that this is
goi ng to happen.

Because we had no warning for this one
time | experienced this. Everybody, me included
ran for the exits that didn't know what it was.
And if there -- also we were tal king about having
alarms in case there is a disaster, something
happens, there's an accident in the plant, and a
way of warning the neighbors that something has
happened.

Is there some way that we could be
signaled that this kind of explosive sound or an
al arm of some sort could be put into place as a

part of the safety issue? | think that -- | know

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345



[« B¢ 2 B S S N \V

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

112
you were tal king about ear plugs and so forth, but
this particular explosion, we didn't have time to
get ear plugs.

If we'd had some warning and knew it was
comng, it wouldn't have been so frightening. But
it could have been very dangerous to soneone just
driving down the road, and suddenly this happens.

It's a very dangerous situation.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: We' Il have the
saf ety people | ook at that. I think the answer
may contain some of the following, is that these
pressure releases occur, first of all, you want to
have the systemwith a rel ease valve, so that if
pressures get too high you can bl ow off that
excess pressure to the atnosphere rather than have
a violent and uncontrolled release by rupture in
t he piping.

So, clearly --

MS. W LLIAMS: | could understand that.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: -- we want that.

MS. W LLIAMS: A warning that it's going
to happen, that's what |'m asking.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Yes, and | guess
that's the thing is whether or not there is enough

advance notice that pressures are building to the
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poi nt where you're going to have a release, that
there can be some forewarning.

Probably nost of the time this is
occurring under circunstances they don't want it
to occur. And --

MS. WLLIAMS: Well, maybe the -- | was
just thinking, maybe the two could be tied in
t ogether, the warning system that something
different is going to happen, or if there's an
accident in the plant and people need to be

evacuat ed quickly, they could be tied in together.

Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Thank you, Ms.
WIlianms.

Somebody else? This is your |ast call

MR. SINNO: |'ve always got something to
say.

HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN: Sure.

(Laughter.)

MR. SINNO. My nanme is Anthony Sinno
I'malso a menmber of the Sportsmans Yacht Cl ub.

I hear this thing about this noise. I
don't know if everybody's aware, but the ferry
boat has cabins downstairs. People stay on the

cabins. We sleep in the boats.
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If this plant's going to put an

114

to

amplified or additional noise, and we have to put

up with it, I would like to be conpensated as a

nei ghbor .

People are at that club day and night.

It's not just used for parties.

They're there

during the day, they're there during the

ni ghttime.

And if you put it next
area | think you'd have a big problem

al most a residential area that you have next

That club is used day and ni ght.

their boats, they party on their

Peopl e stay on

boats, and we

shoul dn't have to put up with that damm noi se.

I don't know what can be done for

conmpensation. But | don't want

increased any nmore than what it

to see the noise

is right now.

to a residenti al
And that's

door.

And

it sounds like the noise is going to be increased.

Just leave it at that.
HEARI NG OFFI CER SHEAN:

Anybody el se?
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Okay, last call, because we're going to
adjourn this and return here Tuesday evening, if
there's no one el se.

All right. | don't see any other hands,
so thank you all for comng. We appreciate it.
See you agai n perhaps on Tuesday night.

(Whereupon, at 8:16 p.m, the workshop

was adj ourned, to reconvene Tuesday,

March 27, 2001, at this same |ocation.)

--000- -
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