1.	For the Newark Substation Reliability Generation Project AFC (00-AFC-9) filed by Calpine affiliate c*Power at the CEC on October 10, 2000, please indicate: 





(a)	The planned initial date of operation.


(b)	The planned date of facility closure.


(c)	Whether the facility is intended to be capable of operating after the commercial operating date of the Metcalf Energy Center (“MEC”).


(d)	Whether the facility will contribute to the electrical reliability of the Greater Bay Area, as that term is defined by the ISO, and if so, in what years.


(e)	Whether the facility will contribute to the electrical reliability of the South Bay Area, as that term is defined by the MEC FSA, and if so, in what years.


(f)	The expected annual emissions from the facility of NOx, CO, PM10, ammonia, formaldehyde, and acrolein.


(g)	Whether the facility will obtain offsets for its emissions, and if so, for which ones.


The first date at which c*Power or any of its affiliates first informed the CEC staff that it would be proposing the facility (this request is necessary in order to address the question of whether the MEC LSE analysis could have included information regarding these facilities).





For the Martin Substation Peaking Project AFC (00-AFC-8) filed by Calpine affiliate c*Power at the CEC on October 10, 2000, please indicate: 





(a)	The planned initial date of operation.


(b)	The planned date of facility closure.


(c)	Whether the facility is intended to be capable of operating after the commercial operating date of the Metcalf Energy Center (“MEC”).


(d)	Whether the facility will contribute to the electrical reliability of the Greater Bay Area, as that term is defined by the ISO, and if so, in what years.


(e)	Whether the facility will contribute to the electrical reliability of the South Bay Area, as that term is defined by the MEC FSA, and if so, in what years.


(f)	The expected annual emissions from the facility of NOx, CO, PM10, ammonia, formaldehyde, and acrolein.


(g)	Whether the facility will obtain offsets for its emissions, and if so, for which ones.


(h)	The first date at which c*Power or any of its affiliates first informed the CEC staff that it would be proposing the facility (this request is necessary in order to address the question of whether the MEC LSE analysis could have included information regarding these facilities).





For the San Mateo Substation Peaking Project (00-AFC-7) filed by Calpine affiliate c*Power at the CEC on October 10, 2000, please indicate: 





(a)	The planned initial date of operation.


(b)	The planned date of facility closure.


(c)	Whether the facility is intended to be capable of operating after the commercial operating date of the Metcalf Energy Center (“MEC”).


(d)	Whether the facility will contribute to the electrical reliability of the Greater Bay Area, as that term is defined by the ISO, and if so, in what years.


(e)	Whether the facility will contribute to the electrical reliability of the South Bay Area, as that term is defined by the MEC FSA, and if so, in what years.


(f)	The expected annual emissions from the facility of NOx, CO, PM10, ammonia, formaldehyde, and acrolein.


(g)	Whether the facility will obtain offsets for its emissions, and if so, for which ones.


(h)	The first date at which c*Power or any of its affiliates first informed the CEC staff that it would be proposing the facility (this request is necessary in order to address the question of whether the MEC LSE analysis could have included information regarding these facilities).





For the Scott Substation Peaking Project AFC (00-AFC-6) filed by Calpine affiliate c*Power at the CEC on October 10, 2000, please indicate: 





(a)	The planned initial date of operation.


(b)	The planned date of facility closure.


(c)	Whether the facility is intended to be capable of operating after the commercial operating date of the Metcalf Energy Center (“MEC”).


(d)	Whether the facility will contribute to the electrical reliability of the Greater Bay Area, as that term is defined by the ISO, and if so, in what years.


(e)	Whether the facility will contribute to the electrical reliability of the South Bay Area, as that term is defined by the MEC FSA, and if so, in what years.


(f)	The expected annual emissions from the facility of NOx, CO, PM10, ammonia, formaldehyde, and acrolein.


(g)	Whether the facility will obtain offsets for its emissions, and if so, for which ones.


(h)	The first date at which c*Power or any of its affiliates first informed the CEC staff that it would be proposing the facility (this request is necessary in order to address the question of whether the MEC LSE analysis could have included information regarding these facilities).





 For the Warnerville Substation Reliability Generation Power Project AFC (00-AFC-11) filed by Calpine affiliate c*Power at the CEC on October 10, 2000, please indicate: 





(a)	The planned initial date of operation.


(b)	The planned date of facility closure.


(c)	Whether the facility is intended to be capable of operating after the commercial operating date of the Metcalf Energy Center (“MEC”).


(d)	Whether the facility will contribute to the electrical reliability of the Greater Bay Area, as that term is defined by the ISO, and if so, in what years.


(e)	Whether the facility will contribute to the electrical reliability of the South Bay Area, as that term is defined by the MEC FSA, and if so, in what years.


(f)	The expected annual emissions from the facility of NOx, CO, PM10, ammonia, formaldehyde, and acrolein.


(g)	Whether the facility will obtain offsets for its emissions, and if so, for which ones.


The first date at which c*Power or any of its affiliates first informed the CEC staff that it would be proposing the facility (this request is necessary in order to address the question of whether the MEC LSE analysis could have included information regarding these facilities).
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