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PROCEEDI NGS
MONDAY, JULY 13, 1998 YUBA CI TY, CA 10: 00

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Good

My nanme is Mchal More. | ama conm ssioner with

California Energy Conm ssion. Conm ssioner WIIlians
Keese will be joining us shortly. Sitting at ny far
right of the table is Advisor Cynthia Praul; Hearing
Oficer Gary Fay is imediately to nmy right, and

Shawn Pittard, who is on ny left.

This is the hearing in the workshop to

the commttee on the status of the case proceeding,

i ncluding potential delays, as | said; to address

other party's comments that have come up since the

time we net, or discuss any other broad issues in

proceedi ngs that m ght cone up today.

['ll note in broad i ssues on the

that the prelimnary staff assessnent workshop is
t onorrow norni ng, not today, and the issues that are

very discrete in nature will be discussed at that

starting at nine o' clock in this building tonorrow
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Wth that, | want to say welcome to this

wor kshop. We're going to listen carefully to what
have to say. W don't have a tape recordi ng today;

don't have a court stenographer, so we'll sinmply be

t aki ng good not es.
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PUBLI C ADDRESS SYSTEM MONI TOR:  She's here.
PRESI DI NG COMW SSI ONER MOORE:  Sorry. |

that. | didn't see that. W do have a

and she' ||l be taking good notes. Probably better

we woul d take fromup here.

Attorney Gary Fay, who is the hearing

will give an overview of today's workshop.
HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: Thanks.
As M. More indicated, we want to pretty

follow the questions that were in the notice of this
wor kshop or this status conference and -- and really

limt our concerns to itens that affect the

So while there may be substantive probl ens

you' re concerned about, what we'd like to focus on

today, so that we don't spend all day here, is to

hi ghli ght how getting out the information at the
committee neetings and peer neetings may or may not
del ay the antici pated schedul e.

So if we know that, say, for instance, one

agency that has a vital piece of the puzzle is going
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be del ayed, we'd like to know about that and, if

possi bl e, what the extent of the delay is, and

it would affect the date we can nove to evidentiary
heari ngs, that type of thing.

W want to avoid getting into the details
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wi Il be discussed tonorrow at workshop in terns of
whet her you think the PSA is conplete or whether you
disagree with its assessnent, that type of thing.

So if there -- and I1'd like to ask if

any question about how we can handl e things today

we get started.
Yes, sir.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: When are we going to get

tal k?
HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: Well, the tinme for

coment is at the end, as we always do. At the end

t he hearing you can --
AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Just don't brush over it.
HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: | didn't hear your

comment .

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Just don't brush over

the wells. I'mjust concerned about ny well.

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: | understand that.
want to -- to nmake clear, though, that today, while
we're glad to hear your comments, the -- the

nut s- and- bol ts worki ng session, when we will roll up



our
22 sl eeves and decide whether or not the staff's
23 prelimnary assessnment has adequately addressed your
24 concern --

25 AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  What about in '77, they
had
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16
who

17

18
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20

all these droughts.
HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: And that is --
AUDI ENCE MEMBER: All these droughts in '77

haven't take into -- this into consideration. | use

water out of the wells. Now, what if you people

woul d have had this thing there back then, what

have done with our wells?

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: | understand your
concern. The only problemtoday is we're trying to
figure out --

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Just don't brush over it.

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: As | indicated, we

you to come tonorrow to explain to the staff if you

di sagree with their assessnment, explain what they

out, what information they should have added in,

So I"'m-- 1 just want to encourage you and others

have specific concerns that --

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: W don't want what

here in --

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: |I'monly --
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PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Hol d on.
AUDI ENCE MEMBER: | don't --
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Let ne | ay

sone ground rul es.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Ckay.

NORTHERN CALI FORNI A COURT REPORTERS (916)
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PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: W are goi ng
l et everyone talk who wants to tal k, okay? W' ve

procedure that we've got to get through

In this kind of hearing, we need to get
things out on the table. [I'Il nake anple time for

to be able to be heard either today or today and
tonorrow, not a problem

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: \Wen's the neeting

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Nine o' cl ock
a.m in this room

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Ei ght what ?

PRESI DI NG COW SSIONER MOORE: Nine a.m in

this room So we'll |et everybody speak who wants
speak, but in the neantine, what | want to nake sure

that we get as many of the basic concerns at today's

neeting, some of which -- nmost of which emanated out

ny office, and which you'll find on the back of the
hearing noti ce.
| want to nake sure that those concerns get

addressed. Today is the discussion of the
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that we're going to use. Tonmorrow is the discussion

the -- as Gary says, the nuts and bolts of the

But we'll nake sure that everyone gets

every facet of this. W're not going to cut anyone

and | mght just adnonish the staff | want to make
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1 that -- that we declare death to acronyns during

this

2 hearing.

3 So if you find yourself ina-- ina --
with a

4 tendency to use acronyns |like PSA don't do it.
Spel |

5 it out. It only takes a couple of extra breathes,
and

6 let's make sure that everyone who is not famliar
wth

7 these proceedings gets a -- a fair shake in

8 understandi ng what those acronyns and terns nean.

9 So M. Fay, back to you.

10 HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: Al right. Thank
you.

11 Now, | understand that the -- the chairman
of
o 12 the board of supervisors, Larry Miunger, is -- would

e

13 here to address the committee. |s Supervisor Minger

14 here anmong us?

15 SUPERVI SOR MUNGER:  Yes.

16 HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: We'd like to hear
from

17 you now.

18 SUPERVI SOR MUNGER:  Good norning. Thank
you

19 for allowing ne to speak today. |'mLarry Minger,

20 chairman of the Sutter County Board of Supervisors.
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appearing today to informthe Energy Conmm ssion of

concerns that the board of supervisors has heard

the -- our constituents regarding the proposed power
pl ant proj ect.

| would like to point out that while we

NORTHERN CALI FORNI A COURT REPORTERS (916)



1 six specific areas of concern, the board has not

t aken a
2 position on any of these stands or issues.
3 First, they are concerned with potentia
wat er
4 resource issues. There is a potential inpact to
ground
) 5 water. Specifically, the anount of water drawn from
t he
6 proposed on-site wells could result in a significant
7 drawdown on area wells.
f 8 Al so, they are concerned with the quality
0
_ 9 the water discharged fromthe site. W believe it
is
10 inmportant that all the runoff fromthe project neet
al |
11 state and federal clean water regul ations.
o 12 Second, we believe that the project should
e
13 contribute to a -- excuse ne.
14 Second, we believe that the project should
not
) 15 contribute to a deterioration of the air quality of
t he
16 county. |If there is any issue regarding the air
17  pollution caused by the existing facility, those
shoul d

18 be mtigated.

19 Additionally, we understand that the
pr oposed
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pl ant has the potential to degrade the air quality,
to offset the inpacts, Cal pine had proposed to

avail abl e em ssion reduction credits from area
busi nesses and far ners.

As an industrializing county, we are

that if this project acquires all the available

NORTHERN CALI FORNI A COURT REPORTERS (916)
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within Sutter County, it may prevent future

frombuilding in Sutter County due to a | ack of
avail abl e credits.

Third, the noise fromthe project should

cause danmge to the surrounding property owners.
Specifically, we are concerned with the potential of
di sturbing effects of the energency steamrel eased.

Al so, we have been nade aware that there

all egations that during the acoustical analysis of
exi sting green-leaf plant, the noise readings were

fairly low, and this is due to the fact that the

was not operating at full capacity. W feel these

results nmust be properly validated.

Fourth, proper transportation routes nust

followed. Specifically, construction and truck

must use the roads deened to be nobst appropriate for

heavy equi pment use in order to protect residents

county roads.
Fifth, inpact to the local -- excuse ne.
Fifth, the inpacts of the location of the

transm ssion |lines nust be adequately eval uated.
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effects that the lines will have to residents and

exi sting farm ng operations nust be determ ned so
t he Energy Conm ssion and the board of supervisors

have the nost accurate information for making this
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decision -- its deci sions.

Finally, we have heard from our

that this project may result in significant

of property values, and may result in significant

negative economc inpact to farmng. It is

for the potential inpacts to be adequately eval uated

mtigated to the extent possible.

W are willing to work with our

and Calpine to attenpt to resolve all these issues.

are hopeful that the results of the ongoing efforts
of -- on the part of all parties will be successful.

We are noting these concerns and our

in resolving themfor the commssion in order to ask

their support and appropriate assistance in

potential solutions for these concerns. Thank you.
And also we will note that Cal pine has been

working on this a lot. | know they were going to

neeting, and | know they've been working with the
constituents out in that area, and that's -- the

board -- we feel this is a positive working towards
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resol ution.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Do you have
pl ans to conduct any hearings at the board |evel ?

you - -

SUPERVI SOR MUNGER:  No. W possibly m ght
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to. Yes.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Ckay. And

is -- this is not in your district, is it?
SUPERVI SCR MUNGER' No. This is -- this is
actually in Joan's.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: I n Joan' s?
SUPERVI SOR MUNGER:  This is actually -- 1I'm
right there. The boundaries conme real close to --

actually, 1 think Joan Bechtel and | are very close

t hese boundari es.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: |s there any

plan to have any town-hall neetings or anything in

in the districts?

SUPERVI SOR MUNGER: At this tine, we have

no.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ckay.
SUPERVI SOR MUNGER: But if deened so, we

yes.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ckay. |

t hat Supervi sor Bechtel is here. D d she want to

anyt hing this norning?
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SUPERVI SOR BECHTEL: | think --
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOCRE: Joan, you're

going to have to come up, only because we want to

this clear on the record.
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SUPERVI SOR BECHTEL: |'m Joan Bechtel.

W will hold at |east two public hearings.

first wll be by the county planning conm ssion to

a recommendation to the board of supervisors, and

second wi Il be the county board of supervisors to
consi der adoption of the general plan and zoning
amendments with plan devel opnent.

And we may have additional hearings dates.

They may be continued, but at this time, we haven't

any specific dates that I known of. And so that was

| -- 1 think Supervisor Miunger may not have been
i nf or ned.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Super vi sor s,
t hank you very much. Appreciate your tine.

Wth that | think we're going to have a

report fromPaul R chins. Paul, if you' re nore
confortable just working fromthere, that's fine.

MR RICHNS: M nane's Paul Richins, and

proj ect manager on the Sutter project for California

Energy Commission. [|'ll introduce those at the

wth nme.
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On ny right is Arlene Ichien. She's staff
counsel for the project. George Carpenter is from

Sutter County Community Service Departnment, along

Tom Last. And then next or between George and Tom

NORTHERN CALI FORNI A COURT REPORTERS (916)
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Ar ea
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Loreen McMahon. She is project nanager for Western

Power Adm nistration working closely with us on this
proj ect .

| also have additional staff in the

answer any questions that mght come up. Al so Ken
Corbin fromthe Feather River Air Quality Managenent

District is here as well, that he nmay be avail abl e

to answer questions as we get further into the

And | have slides and introductory coments and an
overvi ew to make.
And for the audience, in the back there are

copies of the presentation. |If you want to get

they're at the back on the back table. Just we'll

qui ckly do an overview to bring us up to date where

ar e.

Since the informational hearing that you

in March, we've held three workshops here in this

building, two in March and one in June. Each

was well attended. There was approxi mately about 50
peopl e at each of those workshops. W had lively

participation by the residents that are here as well
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input fromlocal, state and federal agencies.

W -- we have discussed on -- at each one

t hose nmeetings many of the issues that are inportant

the staff, to the county, to Western and also to the

NORTHERN CALI FORNI A COURT REPORTERS (916)
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to the residents here.

Sonme of the primary ones that we tal ked

and di scussed are drainage, inpact to nearby wells,

water quality, water supply, visual inpacts of the

plant as well as visual inpacts to -- fromthe
transm ssion lines, traffic -- truck traffic

specifically, air quality issues, |and use,

inmpacts, to list just a few

W have three workshops that are planned on

PSA, and we coul d have additional workshops. The
first --
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Paul, let ne

remnd. Let's not use the acronyns on the

staff assessnent.

MR RICH NS: W have three workshops on

prelimnary staff assessnent, and those are tonorrow

August 4th and August 6th. W also are looking to

conplete our final staff assessment by August 27th,

it's conditioned upon sone of the things that we'll
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about today.
There's sonme uni que things about this

particular project, and one is that we're in --

working very closely with Western Area Power
Adm ni stration, and we're doing a joint CEQN NEPA --
CEQA is California Environnmental Quality Act, and
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NEPA is the National Environmental Policy Act.

doi ng a conbi ned or joint docunent.

The prelimnary staff assessment was filed,

that was filed jointly with the Western Area Power

Adm nistration. And Western has reviewed -- we

copies of our prelimnary staff assessment prior to
rel ease to Western. They have reviewed it, provided

some coments, and we're continuing to work with

any comments that they may have regardi ng our

prelimnary staff assessnent and will be

addi tional changes into the final staff assessnent.
And the final staff assessnent, for Wstern

Area Power Admi nistration's purposes, wll be

the draft environnental inpact statenent. Also, the

coordination with Sutter County is unique in that

will be a need for a review by the county on their
general plan, and al so a rezone to accomodate this
proj ect.

And so we are working very closely with

County, and -- and Sutter County's been invol ved



and

and

conmmi ssi on,

18

485- 4949

21

22
23

24
25

on all the workshops. In fact, they've coordinated

arranged a neeting roomhere for us at no charge.

The PSA -- the prelimnary staff assessnent

the final staff assessment, along with the docunents

that are produced by the conmttee and the

NORTHERN CALI FORNI A COURT REPORTERS (916)
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t he

will be used by the -- by Sutter County in their

deci si on- maki ng process. And we have met with them

numer ous occasions to ensure that our analysis

the areas of concern that they have and that the

analysis is conplete for their decision-naking

Qui ckly now, just to go over sone of the
potential areas that we see as -- that could have
i mpacts on the schedul e.

The first one, just -- they're in

order; no -- the first one is on air quality.

prelimnary determ nation of conpliance that the

River air district is in the process of devel oping.

They've indicated to us they would like to

that out as soon as possible, and | think they're

shooting for sone tinme this -- this week. The

that you put out calls for it to come out on July

1998.

We are expecting an of fset package from

for the air quality offsets that are necessary for
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project. They have indicated to us that August 1st,
t hey woul d have that package to us. And then the

schedule calls for a final determ nation of

by the Feather River district by Septenber 16t h.

Under bi ol ogi cal resources, a couple of

here. W have not received the draft biol ogical
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t hat

fromUS. Fish & WIldlife Service. W have received

information fromthemthat they will try to produce

for us by August 12th.

W al so need a draft biological opinion

Nati onal Marine Fisheries Service, and Loreen

had made nunerals call to themto try to identify a

date. And as of Friday, she hasn't received word

them but we're continuing to work with themto

when they woul d have the draft biol ogi cal opinion

t he National Marine Fisheries Service.

Transm ssi on system engi neering. Since

project is interconnecting with Western Area Power

Adm ni stration's transm ssion system they're --

are doing an interconnection study. And we are

expecting that study to be available to us at the

July.
And then on the issues of water, water

resources and water quality, Calpine has just

and filed their water quality nodeling and docketed
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on June 9t h.
The Regional Water Quality Board will issue
their permt Septenber 1st, which will be a draft,

then the final is expected -- although this is just

rough, it is expected sonetine around Novenber,

Novenber 20th, sometinme before Thanksgi vi ng.
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Now, to put these in perspective, |'ve

devel oped an overall schedule that | can wal k

Al so at the back of your -- of the handout, the

to | ast page, page 6, is a conparison with the

procedural history on the SEPCO, that is a power

project in Sacranento area, so that you can nake
conpari sons.

But in a nutshell, the steps that were

under SEPCO -- under that Sacranento project, are

simlar to what is being proposed for the Sutter
proj ect .

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: When you -- when you

"steps," you nean in ternms of getting an anendnent

t he general plan approved?

MR RICHINS. The Sacranento project did

have a general plan anendnent. They had a rezone,

sothat's a little bit different. But in this case,

have bot h general plan anmendnent and a rezone. In

Sacranento case there was only a requirenent for
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are
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But the steps that were followed and the
of those steps between the presiding nenbers'
the final report, and decisions of the conm ssion,

very simlar in nature on the -- on the tim ng.

On this next slide, this -- this schedule

devel oped very closely with George Carpenter and Tom
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t hat
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t he
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as
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Last fromthe county. And as we get further down in

schedul e, you can see where the county is proposing

county staff is proposing sone hearings and

both at the planning comm ssion |evel and then at

board of supervisors.

Starting at the top, July 1, we filed our
prelimnary staff assessnent, and then today, we're
i nvol ved in a scheduling conference. Tonorrow,

July 14th, we have a workshop on the prelimnary

assessnent .

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: And the workshop, is

the time when you woul d expect to be dealing with

of the concerns likes this gentleman raised, howto
eval uate ground water matters, that sort of thing?
MR RICHNS: Yeah. At that tine, at the

prelimnary assessnment wor kshops, we will be

the public, all parties, Calpine, intervenors, in

di scussi on on the adequacy of our analysis as well

the specific proposed mtigation neasures proposed
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t he docunent.
Now, the workshop tonorrow does not include
water quality, so we don't plan to tal k about water

quality tonmorrow, but we do at either the August 4th

August 6t h.

And the reason we're not talking about
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supply?
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19
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quality is we have just received the water quality
nodel ing from Cal pine, and so there needs to be a

certain anmount of time for the specialists to review

anal yze. And so we will be scheduling water on

August 4th or August 6th.

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: \What about water

WIIl you be talking --

MR RICHNS: Just all water issues will be
August .

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: And there'll be a
that goes out to the community to tell them about

MR RICHNS: That's right.

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: What are the

topics that you'll be addressing tonorrow?

MR RICHNS. | didn't bring ny agenda. |
don't think I have it.

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: |If we could get that

poi nt when you have a chance so everybody is

and they know what to expect tonorrow, in case they

didn't have a chance to see that notice.
MR Rl CHI NS:

This is the |list of issues



t hat
22 we have for tonorrow. Wuld be transm ssion system

23 engineering, transmssion |line safety and nui sance,

| and

24 use, socioeconom c¢s, visual resources, noise,

25 efficiencies and reliability, facility design, and
pal eo
23
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resources and cul tural resources are schedul ed for
t onor r ow.

We al so can take public comment on any
that the public wi shes to address. However, the

of the neeting will be to work through the specific
conditions and analysis that staff conpleted in the
prelimnary staff assessnent.

July 16th we'll be -- back to the schedul e.
The Feather River Air Quality Managenent District is

| believe will have their prelimnary determ nation

conpl i ance conpl eted by then.
As | stated earlier, August 4th, we'll have
addi ti onal PSA workshops that will be noticed where

we'll tal k about the bal ance of subjects that we

covered in the workshop tonorrow.

W' re expecting the draft biol ogical
fromU S Fish & WIldlife Service on August 12th,
then | think the hearing order called for a

conf erence August 19t h.

August 27th, we have the Energy Commi ssion
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Western's jointly filed final staff assessment and
envi ronmental inpact statenment. The August 27th
of course, is contingent upon some of these other
occurring, such as the draft biol ogical opinion and

Feather River air district's prelimnary DOC.
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|f those things come in after schedul e,

t hat coul d cause sone potential problens for us

t he August 27th date. But right now, the

| ooks |i ke we should be able to neet the 27th -- the
date of August 27th.

We're | ooking at the draft of the water

on Septenber 1st, and then Septenber 16th, Feather

air district would conplete their fina

det erm nati on of

Sutter

t he

pl an

her e

there's

9
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11

12

13
14

15

16

17
18
19

conpliance on the air permt.

Sept ember 16th was al so penciled in by
County for their initial hearing. Septenber 16th is
initial planning conm ssion hearing on the general

amendnent and the rezone. And it's also been set up

that they can have -- there's additional time in
that if they need to have a neeting after the 16th
understanding is they neet twice a nonth, and so

time in the schedule for themto follow up wth
addi tional hearings if necessary.

| believe the -- the order shows the start
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evidentiary hearings towards the end of Septenber,
part of Cctober, and then with an approxi nate date
Novenber 13th, the presiding nenbers' proposed

and final environmental inpact statenent. And that
woul d be the docunent that Western would use for the

joint environnental docunentation.
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Then Novenber 20th, we anticipate being the

final water permt fromthe regional board, and then

ei t her Decenber 8th or Decenber 15th or both dates,

board of supervisors would hold a hearing on the

pl an amendnent and rezone.
At that time, they've indicated they could

develop a motion of intent so that the Energy

woul d know exactly the -- have a good understandi ng

the reaction of the board of supervisors at that

Then the revised presiding nenbers'

deci sion would come out Jan 6th, and this is only if

necessary. It's not required. |If there's no
significant changes between the -- the one that was
issued earlier, then -- then there wouldn't be a

for a revised presiding nenbers' report.

Then on January 12th, the board of

woul d hold a hearing on the GPA -- on the general

anendment and rezone, and then we woul d have a final
deci sion by the Energy Conmi ssion on January 20t h.

And then that would be foll owed six days
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by the board of supervisors of Sutter County taking
final action on the final plan anendnent and rezone.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Just a note
t he January 20 date, just so we don't push the

the wong direction. | think in the future it would
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be -- 1'd be alittle nore confortable if we say,

"Deci sion may be adopted by the Energy Conm ssion.

don't want to presage anything that -- that we're

to do. So just for clarity, let's -- let's nmake

t hat | anguage reads that way.

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: And | mght add to

that it's not preordai ned what the decision of the

conmttee will be what recommendation they nake to

full comm ssion.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ri ght .

you for saying that another way.
Paul , let ne take you back to a coupl e of

t hi ngs on your schedul ing issues where, when you

"bi ol ogi cal resources,” and you've got a question

on the National Mrine Fisheries Service.

What's the | atest date that you coul d get

in and still conply with the schedul e? Wat's the
| atest date that you could supply that?
MR RICHNS. Wll, there's a couple of

handling it, | think. One is that if we wanted to
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include that in our docunent, which is what would be
preferred, we would need that in prior to the
evidentiary hearing. And we have the evidentiary
heari ng begi nni ng Septenber -- around the end of

Sept enber .
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O course, it would be nice to have a

bit of tine so we could incorporate it into staff's
testinony, but | would say very |latest date woul d be
early Septenber.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Al right.

if we're not seeing that by Septenber 1st, we ought

have sone kind of an alarmbell going off in our

saying it's not out there yet?

MR RICHINS: That's correct. And we've

tracking it very closely, and Loreen McMahon has

has nade nunerous contacts with themand is

to followup with them And why | say Loreen is

this is a service that they are providing to Wstern
Area Power Adm nistration. And so the biologica

opinion is not for us or not necessarily for
but at the request of Western Area Power

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ckay.

Transm ssi on system engi neering point, does |ocation

1
little

2

3

4

5
So

6
to

7
heads

8

9
been

10
been --

11
conti nui ng

12
t hat

13

14

15
Cal pi ne,

16
Adm ni stration.

17

18

19

has

matter on that? For instance, | know that Cal pine
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noved the location of the route fromthe tine we
saw it. And assum ng that you woul d interconnect at

different point, or assuming that there could be a

further change, does the location matter, or is this

generic point?

MR RICHNS: WlIlIl, ny understanding is the
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1 interconnection study between Western and Cal pi ne,
and |

2 believe the -- that the study, of course,
wel | -anal yzed

3 the point that's being proposed now, which is 5.7

mles

4 south of the plant. [If that is changed, | would
i magi ne

5 there could be sonme inpact to the study, but | don't

6 know how serious that that would be.

7 Do you have any information on that?

8 PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  So t he
answer is

9 it's not generic, that |ocation does matter?

10 MR PARKINS: If | may interject. M
nane' s

11 Bob Parkins from Wstern Area Power Adm nistration

12  Tonorrow the study head, Mrteza Sabet, will be
her e,

13 and he will be able to answer specific questions if
you

14 would care to --

15 PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Wl |,
frankly, |1

16 don't want to get into the nuts and bolts of the --

17 where the interconnect is. Al | want to knowis if
t he

18 location were to change frompoint Ato point B
soneti me

19 after the study was conpleted, would it necessitate
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new st udy?

MR PARKINS: | would say in general, the
answer woul d be no. In general.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ckay.

MR RICHNS: You re saying within a range,

t hi nk, a narrow range of points of interconnection?
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PRESI DI NG COMW SSI ONER MOORE: | --

don't know what the range would be. | can't bound

| mean if it were -- | nean it's not an equation, so

don't have a bounding to be able to do it, but --

MR RICHNS: | guess what |I'msaying, if

| ooki ng at a couple of sites, the O Banion was --

O Banion site was the one that was originally

and now one to the south of there is proposed. |

think that the study woul d accommbdate intersection

i nterconnection at those points.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: At eit her

t hose?
MR RICHNS: At either one.
Do you know, Curt? O do you have an --
MR HI LDEBRAND: The design for --
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOCRE:  You want to
introduce yourself for the record?

MR HI LDEBRAND: My name is Curt

' m project director with Cal pi ne.

The design for the facilities at each
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woul d be identical. The switchyard |ayouts,
design, functionality is the sane noving the three
south down Western's lines, so it would be hard for

to envision that any significant engi neering changes

woul d be required.
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PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ckay.

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: The environnent al
anal ysis woul d cover both possibilities; is that
correct?

MR RICHNS: Correct.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Al right.

assum ng the environmental analysis is going to deal

with other -- other issues. | was just narrow ng

down to the interconnect on the -- on the high-rise.
MR RICHNS: Correct.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Did you have
ot her comments about the conparison, SEPCOto --
MR RICHNS: No. | don't really have any.

It's just provided there for your information, and

can conpare the dates and how the interworkings were

bet ween Sacranmento County and the Energy Conm ssion
the timng of each one of those docunents. Then if

make a conparison, the timng that was done in the

Sacranento situation was very simlar to the timng

the Sutter project.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Poi nt not ed.
And | would also point out that | didn't
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it to sound like I was being too hard on Paul about

acronynms. |I'mjust trying to nake it easier on the

audi ence, but staff has provided a |list of acronyns
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the -- at the end.

|'I'l sinply note for the record that each

1
2
3 conm ssioner, when we're seated, is handed a book of
4 acronyns that's about 30 pages long, to let you know
5

that this is a distinct subset of that -- that
| arger --
6 larger tone.
7 And may | al so say that ny col |l eague,
e 8 Commi ssioner Bill Keese, is here inthe mddle. He

9 delayed by traffic, and he'll be here for the
bal ance of

10  the workshop.

11 And let me ask, then, is anyone from --
from

12 Feather River here today?

13 MR RICHNS: Ken Corbin is here.

14 PRESI DI NG COWM SSI ONER MOORE:  Can | just
ask

15 sone general questions?

16 M. Corbin, you ve seen the schedule, and

17 you've just heard M. Richins talk about what the

18 intention is. Are you confortable with that
schedul e?

19 Do you think you can neet it?

20 MR CORBIN. W' ve been | ooking at
schedul i ng

21 the 16th of this nonth to do our prelimnary
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23
coupl e of

24
25

32
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determ nation. W're close. W still haven't got

there. W do -- again, we hope to resolve the

i ssues, mainly the BACT issue by --

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: That's best avail abl e
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control technol ogy.

MR CORBIN. -- by the end of this week.
Thursday's the 16th and Friday's the 17th, so I'm

by Fri day.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: | think that

maj or sticking point is just -- and are you

t hat in-house, or do you have a consultant?

MR CORBIN. W're in-house and worki ng

t he applicant, Calpine. There are sone other issues

that -- that would play into this, and I'mnot sure

t hose have been resolved as | speak, but we're stil

hoping to be able to conplete that by the end of

week.

PRESI DI NG COWM SSI ONER MOORE:  And are
i ssues, without naming them are they significant

to force you beyond next week?

MR CORBIN. It could if we aren't able to
resol ve themby this Friday.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ckay.

MR CORBIN. | |ooked at our regul ations



there's
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norning trying to figure out what happens in this
process of -- if we aren't able to neet this -- this
deadl i ne of July 16th.

| don't really see that there is a --

way to extend our -- our review period. It appears
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our regulations that we would either find this thing
be conplete or inconplete, and |I'mnot sure.
woul d ask that question today. Any -- any input

CEC on that?
PRESI DI NG COVW SSI ONER MOORE: | don't know

t hat we've had that question cone up, but we're --

a reason for us to be here today is to understand

questions like that. So what you're saying is that

the -- is it the 20th cones and goes --

MR CORBIN. Sixteenth. [It's actually the
Friday --

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Sixteenth is

dr op-dead - -
MR CORBIN.  Thursday.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  -- on your

calendar. So if that cones and goes and you have
resol ved the issues that you just alluded to, under
regul ati ons, as you understand them you' d have to

this inconpl ete?

MR CORBIN:. That's -- that's what | think.



21 PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  An
i nconpl ete

22 woul d then necessitate a restart of the whole
process, a

23  reapplication?

24 MR CORBIN. That's unclear. CQur
regul ations

25 sinply say we have to nake that determ nation

34
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doesn't say what happens after we -- if we nake it a

determ nation of it being inconplete, where we go

t here.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Who

you as counsel on the district board?
MR CORBIN. W have Sutter County.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  So county
counsel represents you?
MR CORBIN:  Yes.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ckay.

we can -- we can nmake an inquiry of county counsel

that point during the neeting today. Could you
pl ease -- you're going to be with us today?

MR CORBIN. It depends on how | ong we go

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Not past

seven p.m, | think.
MR CORBIN. | should be able to hang in
for a while. Actually, | don't knowif we'll be

get that information back today, but beings we're

to be addressing sone of these issues here tonorrow,
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coul d ask counsel to -- to |look at that perhaps this

afternoon and then have that -- hopefully sone

determ nation fromthem when we convene tonorrow.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Wl I, it's a

significant piece of the puzzle, so frankly | don't
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don't know what happens if we find an inconplete,

probably does sonething --

MR. CORBIN: Does sonet hing.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  -- not very
desirable as to the schedule. So that's -- that's

MR CORBIN. | guess a further question
be, can there be an extension if -- if we don't.

Typically when we're dealing with our regul ations

we're dealing with an applicant, we can, through

agreenent with the applicant, extend our deadli nes.

in this case, because we're going through the

Energy Commi ssion, |'mnot sure what happens.

ki nd of the question.

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: And we have a simlar
approach. If the applicant requests an extension
because information is still being devel oped, for

i nstance, an offset BACT, that sort of thing, then

applicant bears responsibility for the delay, and

for it, and explains why it's needed, rather than
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drop-dead date at which the whol e process woul d have

begin again. It's just nore efficient to have the
appl i cant request an extensi on.

MR CORBIN. Sure. So | guess we will have
get the legal answer to that, and hopefully we can

t hat by tonorrow.
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21
t hough

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: | woul d

MR CORBIN. W could go --
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: | t hink

runni ng out of tinme

MR RICHNS: Can | ask a followup

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Sur e.
MR RICHNS: The information that you're

seeking is -- does it have to do with the offset

that Cal pine is proposing August 1st, or is it of
anot her nature?
MR CORBIN W'rereally -- right at this

point, we're |ooking at the material bal ance

for review of the emssions, soit's -- it's not
necessarily offsets. | can see offsets --
Qur intent was to -- to make a prelimnary

determ nati on, even though we did not have a

of fset package. At this point, | can see that still
bei ng an issue that would be perhaps not totally
resol ved.

Al we have fromthe applicant is

indicating that the offsets are available, even
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or
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we aren't |ooking at a definite specific where the

of fsets would cone from So | feel we can nove

even though we don't have that specific information

that's been presented to us at this point. Wether
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not

11
t he

12
13
14

not that would create a problem|later down the |ine

anot her questi on.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Let ne go a
little bit further on that. D d you request a

that said where those offsets would come fromin any
di scussion that you had with the applicants?

MR CORBIN. No, we haven't. W've -- |ike

said, we've gotten a package that indicates the

are available but the final, for exanple, contracts,

that sort of thing, was -- to that point, they're
finished. That hopefully won't be a probl em down

[ine, but | can see where it m ght be.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Wbul d you

normal Iy ask for that before you nade a

determ nati on?

15

16
17
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19

MR CORBIN:. This is the first one that

done through the -- through the California Energy

Comm ssion. As a matter of fact, | think it's the

project we've had where we've required offsets. So

not really a normal type of situation. |'mlooking
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if the flexibility is allowed with our relations to

wi th our regul ations, knowi ng that the offsets are
avail able, to make a condition that a final |ist
indicating like the contracts and all that woul d be

provided at a |ater date and not be -- have to be

avail able at this point.
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PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Thank you.

MR RICHNS: | have another follow up
question, if I may.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Sure.

MR RICHINS: You indicated that you were
considering issuing a prelimnary determ nation of
conpliance w thout the offset package. | know that,

excuse nme, in the H gh Desert case, EPA,

Protection Agency, suggested that there be a 30-day

review tine and a reissuing of the prelimnary DOC

include the entire offset package.

If that -- let ne ask, does that scenario

in the Feather R ver district's situation?

MR CORBIN. Well, you'd probably have to

the U S. EPA, the Environnmental Protection Agency.

can't see any reason why they wouldn't apply that

| ogic to our project.

Once we nake a prelimnary determ nation,

is a 30-day public coment period where we do expect

get comments fromthe other agencies regarding
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proposal we nake. W have another 30 days to

t hose coments before the final decision, it's the
Sept enmber 16t h deadl i ne.
So if, for exanple, the U S. Environmental

Protection Agency should require -- and |I'm not sure
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that they can do that at this point -- if they

that we start a new 30-day hearing, that -- that

certainly would set back the time period on -- on

whol e proj ect.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Wil e you're

while you' re there, let me just keep you at the

and ask the applicants, how are you doing with this

schedul e? Are you feeling like you're in good

communi cation with the air district, and do we need

other forumto get the information that they need?

Charl ene, why don't you introduce yourself

address that.
MS. WARDLOW |' m Charl ene \War dl ow,
envi ronnment al manager for this project for Calpine.

W' ve been neeting with Feather River and

pretty open conversations with them Just recently

down and tried to go through a |l ot of issues that

cone up with High Desert, addressing the issues.

The application for the authority to



20 was deened conplete back earlier this year. And the

_ 21 the best available control technol ogy issue
continues to

22 be, | wuld say, a critical path issue inpacting not
23 only this project but every merchant power plant
24  proposed in California.

25 The issue being that the U.S. Environnenta

40
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Protection Agency, Region 9, based out of San
has recently issued a letter declaring that a

Southern California, a 25-nmegawatt aero-derivative

base-1 oad power plant, has been decl ared
and in practice at two ppmfor nitrogen oxide
And the South Coast Air Quality Managenent District

al so been reviewing this project.
Unfortunately, this information has cone in

after we filed our application with the Feather

Air Quality Managenment District proposing that, at

time we filed a BACT of 3.5 parts per mllion of

nitrogen oxide emssions. And that's kind of where

are. It's not only a California issue, it's

federal issue as well.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: So |l et ne

understand that. The gap is 2.0 to 3.5, so we're at
parts per mllion in a gap, and that information
the possibility of closing that gap just came to the

district?
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M5. WARDLOW It's been devel opi ng over
the last three or four nonths. And just to give you
perspective, about a year ago, year and a half ago,
avai l abl e control technology in the United States

considered nine parts per mllion. So that's where

we're at.
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You still have to -- you know, you have to

mtigate for the nitrogen oxi de em ssions regardl ess

what your emission level is. And there's -- | would

the debate at this point is that vendors of em ssion

control equi pment are saying that |evel can be net,

we have no guarantees in witing that these

can be nmet for what we're considering an

low plant, a plant that is going to have to neet the

mar ket conditions of a -- whatever we can sell to in

i ndependent operator system
And we believe that these types of powers

plants require nore flexibility than a base-I|oad

plant that's running at full |oad for day and day

day, or even under -- we're between a peak-| oad

and a base-load plant. And Feather R ver has been
nmeeting with us on that issue.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Okay. \Well,

you've -- you've now nore than answered ny question.

understand that we nay have a delay in this area.
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becom ng very clear to me. So this is one | wanted
stay on top of, and I'mgoing to be asking staff to

nme a weekly update on the progress.

So I'll -- you can expect calls from--
staff to -- so both conm ssioners can get a snapshot
just how this proceeding is going. | don't want to
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a nonth and find out that there's -- there's been a
delay. 1'd rather know it on a five-day increnent.

So we'll try and stay very much on top of

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: Charlene, 1'd like to

ask, do you have any idea when there m ght be

this question whether or not the guarantees wll be

forthcom ng, whether EPA would nodify circunstances

an internedi ate plant, something -- sone way that

be definitive for your project?

M5. WARDLOWN | haven't actually spoken

U S. Environmental Protection Agency about this

because their letters have only been out, but | plan

doing that. | don't know. This is such a new era

U S. EPA that | don't know whether -- what their
position is going to be on that.

And we haven't gone out for -- soliciting

bids fromvendors yet, and | don't actually know

the story is on it, but nmaybe one of the conditions

the project would be whoever gets it, to guarantee
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| evel s, you know, that are in the permts --

permts.
HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: Thank you, Charl ene.
MR CORBIN. | might nention that | haven't
heard any di scussion today regarding the U.S.

Envi ronnental Protection Agency's role and whet her
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not that could also cause sone delay in the process

this application, but it would appear that they do

to make a determ nation somewhere in this process as

whet her or not they agree with the BACT | evel s and

offsets that would be required for the plant.

It appears to nme that we could -- the

coul d make one determ nation in processing our

application and that the U S. Environnental

Agency coul d make a different determination in their
process. |'mjust not sure howthat fits into your
schedul e.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Nei t her am

Can they overrul e sonmebody el se? And if they could,
when we woul d find that out?

MR TOOKER: Good norning. M nane is

Tooker. 1'mgoing to speak to your question, and |
supervise the staff of the air quality unit.

The -- the Environnental Protection Agency

a process in which they issue what's called a Title

permt. It's an operating permt, and it woul d not
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i ssued until the project approaches operation.

One of our major strategies as a staff has
to work with EPA, NARB, and the district to make
that all the issues that they have concerns about

addressed in our process so that -- that our license
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1 consistent with the requirenents of the federa
permt.

2 And we nade a | ot of progress in that respect, as

3 denonstrated by the degree and significance of
comment s

4 in the H gh Desert case.
5 | think what may delay the project -- this

6 project schedule with respect to the final
determ nati on

7 of conpliance is not just how long it takes the

Feat her

8 River district to issue prelimnary determ nation,
but

9 what the degree and significance of the coments are
on

10 that document during the 30-day review period.

11 PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  That's when

12 we'll knowis at the 30-day review period? That's
when

13  we'll know normally, but you' ve been working with
U. S

14  Environmental Protection Agency in the interin?

15 MR TOOKER  Yes.

16 PRESI DI NG COWM SSI ONER MOORE:  So in
t heory,

17 you won't see any surprises?

18 MR TOOKER: No. | don't think that
there'll

19 be a lot of big surprises. One issue of interest to
EPA



20 that is unique to this project and not part of High
21 Desert is that the -- the applicant is proposing to

22 interpollutant-trade volatile organic conpound
credits

23 for nitrogen oxide credits and the ratio the
district is

24  proposing for that trading, which EPA may or may not
25 agree wth.

45
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It'"s a |likelihood that they may not agree

it. NARB may wel | take exception to it. That's an

i ssue that we don't know that -- the ful

of until we see the prelimnary determnation of
conpliance and the actual proposal, and we, again,
depend on it from those agenci es.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: So at t hat
point, we really wouldn't see whether they disagreed

with that until the 30-day comment period? And if

did disagree with it, would they have to propose an
alternative?
MR TOOKER: No. They would nake comments

requesting that the district provide, for instance,
better rationale for the position that they are

wWith respect to offset ratios or wth respect to the

BACT, best avail able control technol ogy, or any
topic that they take issue with. And that the
woul d have to then respond accordingly in preparing

final determnation on it.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Wl I, it's
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to see that could be an endless | oop of iteration,

reiteration. Not endless, but pretty protracted.
what's our procedure at this end? Do we call

the hearings? | nean if -- let's say you had two

iterations of 45 days each. W'd be well past our
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MR TOOKER: Right. W have not typically

much history in a situation where we've had

coments on a determ nation of conpliance.

t he Environnental Protection Agency could choose to

cease their conments and apply their requirenments in

operating permt that they issue, which would

conditions other than those that were included in

i cense, which would -- would basically be

and require additional things that the applicant --

we did not have of the applicant, which I think

be avoided. W should try to resolve those issues

front. And so far, we've been successful in

the parties together to do that.

One thing | mght say in addition, in the

Desert case, the -- the division of offsets is nore

conplicated because in that case, those offsets had

yet been put into a bank for credits.
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So there's really a two-phased process
in H gh Desert. They have to first bank themand --
expose that banking process to public review And
once they have been, they respond to public coments

those credits, and if they're valid to bank them

PRESI DI NG COWM SSI ONER MOORE:  So in this

it's -- in spite of the fact the applicant -- |I'm
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the applicant -- the air district has not seen the

nature of those offsets, you' re confident that they

al ready banked?

MR TOOKER. Well, we are confident that

are large nunbers of credits in the area fromthe

Sacranento district or fromthe Feather R ver

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Wi ch can be
acqui red?

MR TOOKER: Wi ch can be acquired, have

banked, and which, therefore, you know, are -- are
creditable. That issue, then, | would expect, would
be raised by U S. EPAin their -- in their coments

because, assumi ng that those offsets are identified,
whi ch they haven't been yet specifically in the
entirety, that would not be a mmjor issue.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Let ne turn

to the air district, then, representative for a

and say, has anyone from U.S. EPA been in your

during the devel opnent of your anal ysis? Have they

any contacted with you at all?
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MR CORBIN. No. W haven't had any
with the U S. Environnmental Protection Agency.
di scussed sone of these issues over the phone as

some written correspondence, but we haven't gotten

t oget her .
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Let ne address the issue of the ERCs for

second, em ssion reduction credits.

The applicant has proposed to provide
that were not within our district. There is a
in our rules, as well as in the California Health
Safety Code, that those credits that are provided
outside the district would have to be approved by

board. So that's another step that we have to go
t hrough in this process.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Are there

credits available within your district that you' ve

waiting for sonmeone to acquire, hoping that they
woul d --
MR CORBIN. To acquire --
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  To trade.
MR. CORBIN. There's sone available. |'m

sure that we have any hopes that anyone woul d use
particularly. They're just there, and it's

they're limted to applying, in that the anmounts
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are used fromone project aren't available for

and there's always that concern that later in the
process, if they're used, that they woul dn't be

avai l abl e for another desirable project. So that's

| east a -- a concern.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Thank you
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MR CORBIN. One other issue l'd like to

on. | believe that the U. S. Environnental

Agency also will be required to approve, not the

permt that Chris nmentioned, but a -- what's called
PSD permt.
Have you not applied -- that's prevention

significant deterioration permt, which wuld have

deadline. |I'mnot sure -- I'mnot sure what the
deadline is, but it's certainly separate and in a

different time frane fromthe Title V permt. [I'm

sure what the process is for -- for the U S. EPA --
Envi ronnmental Protection Agency to take that action,
what effect this process will have.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Ckay.  How

different is that tineline fromthe tineline that

working with? O are they close, Charlene?
M5. WARDLOWN W actually provided the

prevention of significant deterioration permt the

of Decenber, and we filed it. And the Environnental
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Protection Agency has declared that application
conpl et e.
It is actually the federal governnent's

construction of permt for the project under the

Clean Air Act requirements. And actually, the Title

NORTHERN CALI FORNI A COURT REPORTERS (916)
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is an operating permt that will not be required

the project's ready to be submtted, and within 12

nonths of the project going into operation. So it's

a preconstruction requirenent.

EPA has responded to the Feather R ver

on the best avail able control technology. They have

they said they -- they're still thinking about

we're going to be interpollutant-trading for --

organi ¢ conpounds for nitrogen oxides.
To that end we have not heard anything el se

fromthemsince submtting our application to them
know t hey have in the past turned around a

significant deterioration, PSD, permt within a

four nmonths' tine frane.

W haven't pushed themon this permt

we knew we had a year. O her projects that are

of California that don't have a year tinme frane

obvi ously expediting a little bit faster. So we had

told theminitially that our goal was to get this --
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get the PSD within the one-year tine frane.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: O cour se,

don't have a year now.

M5. WARDLOW Right. But they've already

over six nonths to be | ooking at the application.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  And when you
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"they," is there a -- is there a designated contact
person at U S. EPA, a project nmanager that signs it?

M5. WARDLOW  Matt Haber is actually in

of the resource group, but Stephen Barnhide is the

engi neer within Matt's group that's been assigned to

proj ect specifically.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  And t hose

are known to the air district?

MR CORBIN. W've talked with Matt Haber

t he phone and al so in correspondence

So it was this permt that | was referring

when | said that it's possible we coul d make a BACT
determ nation at one |evel, Environnment -- U.S.

Envi ronnental Protection, in reviewng the permt,

make a nore stringent finding during their permt
process.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Thank you.
Appreciate it. W'Ill try and get sone word back

county counsel as soon as we can. |If it's possible

it today, then we'll do that
MR TOOKER: Thank you.
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PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Paul, do you
have other things that you want to add?
MR RICH NS W don't have any nore on our

agenda. | think those issues on page 3 that you
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identified are the ones that are of potenti al

that could cause a potential delay. But | think the

critical ones are those five that we' ve tal ked about

far.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Let ne -- |
t hink we want to nake sure everyone has a turn at

addressing some of the questions that were posed in

notice. So let me ask -- and |'mcone to the
later. [I'Il let you have a chance to respond to our
questi ons.

So let me ask of the county if they have a
response. George, talk to us about the general plan
process.

MR. CARPENTER |'m George Carpenter,

Service Departnent staff. | don't have anything

specifically prepared to present to you on this.
outline of the time frane that Paul showed, the |ast

over heads, were devel oped in conjunction with the

county, and they're contingent upon the subject

areas being conpleted, and also the county's
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on the staff assessnment docunents that are being
pr epar ed.

And we proposed the Septenber date for the
initial planning conm ssion neeting. |If needed, we

coul d have an additional planning comm ssion neeting
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Cctober. And then with the availability of

envi ronnental review docunents, we would then

those to the county board of supervisors, who could

hearings in Decenber. They neet every Tuesday

and we proposed sone dates near the 18th and 15t h.

And if additional nmeetings tines -- you

January 12th, and then a final action for the County

Board of Supervisors could take place on the 26th if

if an approval is what's being done at that tine.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  How many of

general plan anmendnent dates have you used up?

MR. CARPENTER W just had one this year.

do have general plan anendnment applications that are
bei ng produced.

PRESI DI NG COMWM SSI ONER MOORE:  So you' ve

openi ngs -- you've used one out of the three, and

got two left for Cal pine '98?
MR CARPENTER: We've used one this nonth

have three left. This --
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PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Three |eft.

t hought you had -- you were allowed three annually?
MR. CARPENTER | believe we have four
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ckay.
MR, CARPENTER  Regardl ess, we still -- we

woul d have, worst case scenario, two left. Wth the
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board of supervisors taking action in January,

on the general plan anmendnent, that woul d be for

cal endar year 1999, in case we did run into a

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ckay.
HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: George, do you

that you'll be able to work with the staff close

so that there will be no question the county coul d

on their final staff assessnent?
MR CARPENTER To this point, yeah, we are
confident of that. W -- the draft prelimnary

assessnent has just cone out for -- for review now,

we are in the process of reviewing it.

| believe that with the workshop that wl |

t onorrow and wor kshop on August 4th and 6th, the

staff will be able to bring out the issues of

t hat we have and give the Energy Comm ssion staff an

opportunity to nake revisions based on our coments

hopeful | y have sonet hing out by August 27th for a

staff assessnent.
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PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Ckay.  Let

just ask Loreen.

Do you have points that you want to nmake on
behal f of Western?

M5. McMAHON:  Paul made the points pretty

In terns of our coordination, primarily, at this
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is hinging on the Section 7, the two biol ogical
opi nions, and that's in the hands of other agenci es.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ckay. \Well,

now, in the notice we posed a series of questions,
we' ve gotten back an answer via a witten answer,
| assune is docketed. Yes, received in docket June

from Bob Therkel sen, division chief for siting.

| think we probably ought to deal with
the record. So can | ask, Arlene, are you the

turn to on dealing with these, or back to Paul ?

MR RICHNS: WlIl, could be both of us,

weren't proposing to make any presentation. W felt
that the June 30th letter covered the questions that

were in the notice. But we'd be willing to answer
foll owup questions that you m ght have regarding

questi ons.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: W have a
question at the end there that's will the conm ssion

staff ensure in its notices and during the workshop

publ i c understands that general plan anendnent as
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of the process.

| just want to reiterate in that all

and all our dealings with the public, we nmake it

that we're not running a solo effort here. That we

we're running in conjunction with the county and
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1 whatever the county does in terns of general plan

2 anendnent and ultinmately a rezoning, should this

pr oj ect

3 be allowed, in the general plan update.

4 And frankly, | can't forecast that at all.
- 5 That's a question for the el ected county supervisors

6 the county to make that determ nation. But a

7 determnation that it was not all owed woul d
certainly

8 preclude us going on to the hearing process nuch
9 further. Slow us down a bit.

10 | want to make sure that the public
under st ands

11 that. So l'd like to have you reiterate it at every
12 chance you get that -- the fact that we're -- we're
13 dependent on a co-action of county.

14 MR RICHNS: Yes. W agree. W wll do
t hat .

15 We have included in our recent notices to the
wor kshops

16 t he coordination with Wester Area Power
Adm ni stration

_ 17 as well as the county, and so each one of our
noti ces,

18 and also the notices of availability on the
prelimnary

19 staff assessment, which went out to all property
owners

20 and interested parties, included a several -paragraph
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di scussi on about coordination with Western and with
county and the general plan anmendnent and rezone
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Paul , we

letter that you or M. Therkelsen included in his

response dated Septenber 4 that describes sone of
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roles, but it's not a nmenorandum of understandi ng

we m ght bind ourselves wth.
Is there any plan to go ahead with that?
MR RICHNS: W have two docunents,
Attachnment A that you've referenced, Septenber 4th,

t hen one Decenber 4th, 1997, identifying and | aying

t he scope of our |and use and coordination with the
county.

W' ve been in contact with county al

this process, and both us and the county feel that

are adequate docunentation of the roles between the
county and our staffs, so we don't have any plans at
this tine to devel op a nenorandum of under st andi ng
bet ween the two groups.

But if that is your desire, we would -- we

woul d nove forward with a nenorandum of

under st andi ng.

17

18
done

19
further

20
wel |,

W earlier on started a menorandum of understandi ng

bet ween ourselves. |t was fashioned after what was

on the SEPCO in Sacranento project, and after

review in our |egal office, legal office indicated
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this is basically a restating of existing | aw and so

not really necessary.
And so with that input, and then with the

confort level that Sutter County had, we decided not

go forward. But with its -- with these two
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plus the schedule that we just put up on the screen,

feel confortable with a coordinated effort between
oursel ves and the county --

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: | appreci ate
that. I'm-- I'"'mgoing to differ with you slightly

ask you to go ahead with the menorandum of

understanding. 1'd like to make sure that if there

an area in the future that would invol ve any

costs that m ght conme down to the county, that we

chance for the supervisors to hear that and agree

it, or disagree with it.

Frankly, I'd just as soon have the county

of supervisors involved to the fullest extent that

can. |1'd like to have sonething that details the

formalizes thema bit.

| think that they're going to have, at the

| east, to use M. R chins' termfromearlier, lively
hearings on this at the |local |evel, and frankly,
they're on the firing line on this with each one of

their districts. So | think formalizing this is
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probably in our best interest long term

MS. ICHHEN: |I'm Arlene Ichien on the

Conmm ssion staff.

Just for point of information. Menorandum

understanding is typically used to begin a working
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envi si oni

t hat

ve

formalizing

wor ki ng

1
2
3
4
n

5
6

10

11
12
13

14
15
16

17
18
19

20

21

rel ationship to coordinate a working relationship
between the staffs of a |ocal agency and the Energy
Conmi ssi on staff.

And so to the extent that you're

menor andum of under st andi ng somehow conmi tting each

agency to a certain course of action, | think that

overly anbitious for purposes of a nmenorandum of
under st andi ng.
And as Paul explained, what woul d have been

served by a menorandum of understandi ng, as was done

t he SEPCO case, for exanple, has actually been
acconpl i shed through the -- as nenorialized by the

reported conversation and the letter of Decenber

was attached to the nmeno that M. Therkel sen sent to
you.

And as far as the sequencing of events,

been keeping in close enough contact with the county
staff, the planning comm ssion staff, that we've

actual Iy acconplished nmore that way than by
what woul d just be, you know, the beginning of a

rel ati onship in a menorandum of under st andi ng.
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Sol -- 1 just want to caution you that the

menmorandum if it is to be drafted, woul d be between
staffs of the agencies, and as comm ssion staff, we

not in a position to bind this agency.
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PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: No.  But

conmmi ssioners are, and | would expect that | would

any MU |ike that up to ny coll eagues. M. Keese

obvi ously have to join in that if -- if it were to

about .

And so what | had in mnd was not

sequence so nuch as formalizing the responsibilities

each team
COW SSI ONER KEESE: May | ask a question?

Did you feel -- do you see a lack there in

rel ati onshi p?
PRESI DI NG COWM SSI ONER MOORE:  As Arl ene

poi nted out, we're down the road here a ways. |

have appreciated, | think, having something |ike

front. | -- 1 think of doing this as much in

anticipation of sone of the cases that we have

up.

W have a good nunber of site cases that

cone to our -- to our attention in the near future,
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l'd like to find the nost efficient and econom cal

to get the relationships spelled out as early in the
process as we can.
Yes, we're farther down the line than you'd

like to be before you had one of these, but it seens

nme it's a good exercise, where we already know the
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ground rules, to get it done, and to ne, it would
enphasi ze nore the staff relationships and the
responsi bilities, which would include, as | said,

extraordi nary cost, should they come up, who m ght

them nore than scheduling.

| mean that's one reason why we're here is

make sure that the scheduling conflicts, if any,

they get ironed out or get approved. So |I'mnot so
worried about scheduling an MOU as | aminter-staff
rel ati onships or fiscal --

COWMM SSI ONER KEESE: Can | ask -- our staff

indicated that -- that they' re confortable with the
wor ki ng rel ati onshi p.

Does the county feel an MOU is necessary,
benefici al ?

MR CARPENTER |'m George Carpenter of the

Comunity Services Departnent staff, and to this

we have not had any problens with the working
relationship, and we're confortable with the
Envi ronmental Quality Act guidelines and the Energy

Conmmi ssi on guidelines for power project siting to

the process and the relationship fromthis point
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forward

However, we don't have necessarily a

with entering a nenorandum of under st andi ng,
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that's what the Energy Conmmi ssion proposes. W'd

to take it to the board of supervisors for approval.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: | think |
understand. | understand that. And frankly, as |
it's -- | want to make sure that we're clear on the
rel ationships, and frankly, I think it's -- it's a

nodel for us to followin the future for our next

of power plant siting hearings.

COW SSI ONER KEESE: Have we done this in

past ?

MR RICHNS: Yes, we have. W have, |
two MOUs in place right now, and we're in
with a couple of other state agencies on nenorandum

under st andi ngs.

COW SSI ONER KEESE:  Thank you.

M5. ICH EN. Just for your information,
Commi ssi oner Keese, the nenoranduns of understanding

that we do have, that we have had in the past or

are in place nore recently, again, go nore towards

coordinating a working relationship between the



21 staffs -- you know, the Energy Conm ssion and the
| ocal

22 regional agency -- for purposes of making sure that

~ 23 another agency's input or documentation is
coor di nat ed

24 intime with the process that we conduct for
application

25 or certification.

63
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1 So it has nore to do with just making
anot her

2 agency aware of the time constraints we face in our

3 application proceeding and naking sure that
docunent s

4  are exchanged.

) 5 PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Means t hat
t he
o 6 document that we're tal king about here is going to
e a
7 little different than what's been done in the past.
So
8 maybe we'll be breaking some new ground.
9 M5. ICHIEN: Again, as M. Carpenter said,
10 we'll -- the Environnental -- California

Envi r onnent al

11  Quality Act pretty nuch provides a -- a guideline

for us
12 as to, you know, what docunentation is required and
what
13 events need to occur before approval is considered.
14 PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Bil | ?
- 15 COW SSI ONER KEESE: Wl l, I'minterested
16 seeing what you have in mnd. | have -- | don't
e 17 understand what the rationale is for it at this

18 but if you have sonething --

19 PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  1'11 get
sone
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draft ideas. |[|'Il circulate themto everyone.

Charlene, | indicated |I'd cone back to you,
you' ve seen the notice, and we want to know what
progress you' re nmaking, how the schedule is -- is
adhered to or not. \Wat we're trying to | ook for

discontinuities in the road to a full and conplete
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1 hearing.

2 M5. WARDLOW  Thank you. The one thing I
woul d

3 liketoclarify for Calpine is there seens to be a
| ot

4  of confusion around the acquisition of em ssion

5 reductions credits and where the project stands on

6 acquiring those.

7 Cal pi ne has been working on this probably
si nce

8 last fall, and we made offers to many owners of
em ssi on

9 reduction credits that were not interested in
selling at

10 this time, either because they wanted them for
11 thensel ves or because they were not interested in

12 selling themat the price we offered.

13 W also did not pursue at this tine
14  agricultural em ssion reduction credits that have
been
15 generated by farners that are no | onger burning rice
16 fields. And one of the -- the reasons for these are
17 sone of these are m ssing conplete four quarters of
18 em ssion reduction credits.
_ 19 Just to tell you where we are at this point
in
20 20 time, we currently have option contracts signed for

21  percent of our nitrogen oxide requirenents -- and
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is on our proposed 3.5 ppmnox limt -- 78 percent
our vol atile organic carbons and 25 percent of our
W currently have letters of intent with

of em ssion reduction credits which we are pursuing
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signed option contracts with that would total 85

of our nitrogen oxide em ssions, 337 percent of our

vol atil e organi c carbons, keeping in mnd that we

proposi ng interpollutant trading.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Right. And

proposal for the ratio is?
M5. WARDLOWN  One point one to one.

And then we have 40 percent of our

matter, PMLO. What we have been doing is we're

in the Sutter Departnent of Public Wrks, who has

provided us with a list of roads -- dirt roads that

woul d |i ke to have paved.

And we're working with Public Wrks and

River Air Quality Managenent District to come up

list of our particulate matter under -- less than

mcrons to nmeet the rest of our PMLO requirenents.

Sone of our sources are outside of the

River district. Some are in Colusa. Sone are in
Sacranento. Those are obviously not necessarily the

best sources for us because you have to take in
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t he distance of the source generating the em ssion
reduction credits. So sonetines it devalues themif
they're further away from you

But Cal pine feels like, you know, we are

progress, and we are trying to get these final
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contracts signed to cover the whole project so that

can supply the district and the Energy Conmi ssion

t he conpl ete package of offsets.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  What is your

date to -- your own nmental due date to hand those

to the district?

M5. WARDLOW  Yesterday. No. As soon as

can pull it together. The |awers are working on

final contract wording, and we have agreed on prices

amounts, but they're just finalizing the final words

t he actual contracts thensel ves.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  So what

saying is that there's a fornula that exists

t hat says the further away you go, the nore

you have? And obviously the ratio of credits?
M5. WARDLOW  Correct.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  So you coul d

to the south, if you could find credits, but it
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be --
M5. WARDLOWN That's pretty nmuch worth

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  -- five to
M5. WARDLOW Right. Because di stance,

going to get out over about 50 mles, you really are
making it not worthwhile, depending on the price, of

cour se.
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PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  So i n your

going just into an adjacent district's about as far

is practical ?
M5. WARDLON Yes. And I'd also like to

clarify. There are initial em ssion reduction

avai lable in the Feather R ver bank, as | said,

Peopl e -- sonme people are not willing to sell at

point in tinme.

And we' ve al so been working with | ocal

for exanple, natural gas owners, to redo conpressor
stations to actually generate em ssion reduction

credits. W' ve been working with that just in case

of these other options that we had out didn't cone
t oget her .

And | nentioned we're not even pursuing the
agricultural credits that are available in the

comunity. A lot of sources of businesses that

come into the county wouldn't even require em ssion

reduction credits, wouldn't be sources that have

| evel s of em ssions of certain pollutants. So
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busi nesses that could cone into the community that
woul dn't even need em ssion reduction credits.

The other thing | just wanted to clarify is
are working with the Department of Public Wrks.

been working with themon the countyw de drai nage
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pl anning they're involved with right now, and have

with the consultant that the county hired, |ooking

t he whol e drainage issues for the county because

known that's been a concern.
|'malso working with the Sutter County

departnment of CES, Ofice of Emergency Services, on

upgrades that will be required to the local fire

stations for themto be able to respond to the

materials that are going to be on site.
And we're proposing a nmenorandum of

understanding with the county to -- to allocate

the county prior to when they would be getting noney

fromthe property taxes for themto get the funds

of time together and order fire equi pnent,

they need to get upgraded before we're into the ful
construction phase.

The other thing I'd just like you to know

working on is, as you know, one of the intervenors,

California Unions for Reliability Energy, have filed

data requests with Calpine. W worked with CURE to
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revi ew t hese requests, and sone were w thdrawn, but

not ebook we filed on July 8th --
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  That's the
filing in response to the request?

M5. WARDLOWN Yes. This is our filing in
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1 response to the questions. W answered 353 of their

2 data requests on July 8th, last week, and it's a

little

3 over 500 pages. And so we've been very diligently

4 our staff and our consultant's staff have been
wor ki ng

5 on answering their -- their data requests for the

6 project.

7 PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Now, what

8 happens if you answer their data requests but they
| ook

) 9 at that and say, "Well, you just said you answered

t he

10 data request. In fact, it's not a full answer."”
Now,

11 what's the -- what's the reiterative process? |'m
sure

12 that has to have cone up in the past.

13 MR ELLISON:. M nane's Chris Ellison. 1'm

14  counsel for Cal pine.

15 An intervenor that feels that a response to
t he

16 data request is inadequate has the option of filing
a

17 notion with the conmttee to conpel a conplete
answer .

18 W believe that we have given conplete
answer s

19 and hope that doesn't happen, but they do have that
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opti on.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ckay.

et me ask you a question about the agricultural

i mpacts. \Wo are you dealing with in terns of

agricultural inpacts? For instance, the pesticide

sprayi ng that would be inpacted potentially by the
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lines, or who do you work with on that?

M5. WARDLOW If you're -- Conm ssioner,

asking specifically the crop-duster-related issues,

actually, I -- 1 have worked with a crop duster out

Kni ghts Landi ng by the nane of Tad Di ckerson. And

in charge of the safety program for Bob's Appliance
Services in Knights Landing, and he has been worKking
with me probably since last fall |ooking at the

transm ssion line routes that we proposed, inpacts,

any, to the route.

And so he -- he is well-known in the

Bob's Flying Service is a local flying service that

farnmers use around here, and he has | ooked at the

and has indicated no inpacts to -- to farmng from

transm ssion |ine route.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  |s there any

ot her agricultural owners association or

interests association that will be involved in this
which you will be in contact with?

M5. WARDLOW There's no one that | know
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Sutter Extension Water District does own

irrigation canal system and we have approached them
about a possible |ong-term easenent as well.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Long-term

easenent, and who woul d those -- who woul d own t hose
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easenents at the end of the X period?

MR ELLISON:. That is to be determ ned
W believe that Western Area Power Adm nistration
be the ultimate party to the transm ssion |ines, but
are in receipt of aletter fromWstern |ast week
formalized their role in the process, what they can
can't do due to their role as a | ead federal agency

t he need for process.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  |s there

precedent for that? Have you transferred easenents

county or state or federal agency before?

MR ELLISON: W have not, no.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOCORE: Has Western
t aken any easenment before; do you know?

No one knows. Let's see if we can get that
question answered. 1'd like to know what happens to
t hose easenents. \Wo keeps them under what

circunmstances. Can they ever be expunged. Let's

we can find that out.

M5. MCMAHON: We do have sonmeone here that
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answer that.
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  |'m sorry; |
spoke too fast.

M5. MLLER Good norning. M nane is

Mller with Western Area Power in the | and division.
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Can you clarify that question again?
PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Wl |, ny

question was | heard the applicant say that there

possibility of some sort of easenent. Either, I'm
assum ng, a ground easenent, county easenent, an
abrogati on easenent.

M5. MLLER It would be transm ssion |ine
easemnent .

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ri ght .

acquired in sone manner. | just wanted to know how

is acquired and who holds it, and under what
circunstances do they hold it.
MR ELLISON: Let nme just clarify. Calpine

does not currently endeavor to obtain any easenents

our own at this point.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Coul d cone

t hough. | mean you could -- it's easy to envision,

i nstance, sone sort of abrogation easenent that

protect fromthe ground up, just in terns of

responsi bility around or under the transm ssion

And I'mnot saying it would, but it certainly seens
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feasible. So should sonething Iike that cone up,

would own it?
M5. MLLER |I'mnot sure | understand your

question. Mybe | can kind of clarify. Wat our
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assessnent would be if | -- we owned it is that is

sonmet hing that has not been determined if it's going

Cal pi ne or Western.

But if Western Area Power Adm nistration is

acquire the easement and own the transm ssion |ine

route, we would acquire the transm ssion |ine

And we woul d have an easenent on that |land only for

transm ssion |ine purposes. The |andowner would own

that land. They would still be able to farmthe

They'd own the land. We woul d have just an

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  How wi de is

easenent? How wi de on either side of the --

M5. MLLER That hasn't been determ ned

the design is the conplete.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  No typica
wi dt h?

M5. MLLER It could be 125 feet. |'m not
sure what it will be. | think --

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: On ei t her

M5. MLLER No. It would be 50 feet on
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side, or 62-and-a-half feet on either side of t
transm ssion |ine.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Ckay.
you.

Do you have questions for us about the

NORTHERN CALI FORNI A COURT REPORTERS (916)
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1 procedure or --

2 HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: Before we go to CURE,
3 just want to ask Charlene --
4 PRESI DI NG COWM SSI ONER MOORE:  Sure.
5 HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: -- regarding the
6 biological resources, especially the National Marine
7 Fi sheries Service permt. Do you have any ability

to

_ 8 influence the speed with which that cones forward,
or is

9 your providing theminformation part of this
formul a?

10 M5. WARDLOW Western Area Power
Adm ni stration

11  has been the | ead agency for the Section 7
consul tation

12 and so we really are not -- are not involved at this
di d 13 point in that except for the work that the biol ogist

14 for the project. | guess the only thing could I
of fer

15 is that the National Marine Fisheries is located in

16 Santa Rosa, and | could sit on their doorstep.

17 But beyond that, | would say Loreen has
made an

18 incredible effort to keep these agencies noving, but

19 both U S. Fish & WIldlife, Corps of Engineers, and

20 and the marine fisheries groups, they are very
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in respond -- they have not been responsive to phone

calls early on, and Loreen really had to keep on

keep them responsive to us.

Wiet her it has to do because they're

bogged down with sal non issues, | don't know, but
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1 early on, even had a hard tine getting a response

from

2 them And I'mjust appreciative of Loreen's efforts
to

3 really keep -- try and keep these other federal
agenci es

4 noving, because they are supposed to be a
cooperating

5 agency with Western on this project.

6 HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: And you don't
anticipate
7 being asked any nore data fromthem before they
i ssue
8 their determ nation?
9 M5. WARDLOWN The water quality nodeling
t hat
) 10 was just conpleted was submtted to them and al
t he
11 agencies said that they required to have that in
or der
12 for themto conplete their work for the biol ogica
13  opinion.
14 And we plan to review the -- the nodeling
15 efforts at the workshop either the 4th or 6th of
August

16 as well as the draft -- what's the -- what's the
acronym

17 for biological opinion? Wuat's the plan that
Debra's

18 doing, BRIM or whatever it stands for?
19 MR RICH NS: Biological Resource
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| nprovenent Plan, or something |ike that.

M5. WARDLOW Thank you. W plan to --
not like -- we plan to review that draft program
t he agencies at the workshop, and we hopefully will
able to get themto attend, even participate in --

revi ewi ng that.
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PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Lor een,

it take to get those folks to attend? Do we need a

froma congressman or --

M5. MMAHON: In terns of having them

attend the workshop, I'm-- I"'m-- |'mguessing --
PRESI DI NG COWM SSI ONER MOORE:  |' m bei ng

facetious about their having to cone to the

but I'mthinking of what -- what makes --
M5. MCMAHON:  Then they have a process like

all have our processes. They have deadlines on

process, and they -- of course, they don't seemto

usual ly, in nost projects, they don't interact.

get their paperwork; they do their thing; they send

back.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: | ' m sorry.
Broadwel | is here from CURE, and you understand t hat
we're -- we're mghtily worried about the schedul e

procedural questions. So if you'll --

MS. BROADWELL: As you said, |I'm Ann
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representing CURE today.

No, | don't have questions or conments

the schedule. | think the issues have all been

identified in the staff report and in the testinony
the -- the gentleman fromthe air district. W are

also will be |ooking at the data responses and the
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nodel i ng, which we hadn't received as of | ast

W may have received it on Friday. So we anticipate
doi ng that conparison

| do just have one comment, though, about

i ssue you raised earlier about notice to the public

about the general plan anendnent and rezoni ng.

when a | ocal agency does a general plan anendnent or

rezoning, there's a draft environnental inpact

for the public to coment on.
And here, instead of that, there will be a

different docunent. | think it would be helpful if

notice that goes out to the public could clarify

Tel | the public which docunent there that is the

equi val ent of a draft environnental inpact report

pur poses of making comments and getting responses.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE:  Good poi nt .

think we can nake that clear. Let them know t hat

equi val ent of that. | think that the board of

supervisors will probably aid that process quite a
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MS. BROADWELL: This is -- the final staff
assessnment, is that what's viewed as the draft
envi ronmental inpact report?

MS. McMAHON: Yes. That's correct.

M5. BROADVELL: Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: And there would be a
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conparabl e commrent period, but in addition, 1'd like

poi nt out the public has access to the prelimnary

assessnent --
M5. BROADWELL: Right.
HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: -- A series of

and the full series of hearings here. So there's

opportunities for input in our process.

MS. BROADWELL: | think there are nore than
normal . It's just that it kind of gets confusing,
think, to nmenbers of the public when these different
ternms are being used.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Gary, do you
have -- do you have other comments you want to make
bef ore we open this up to --

HEARI NG OFFI CER FAY: No. Not at this

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Wl |, let ne
just say that there may not be many menbers of the
public here, but | see there are sone still |eft.

| f anyone would |like to nake a comment on

procedures or the structure of this proceeding, 1'd

happy to entertain those comments.
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23 Now, |let me rem nd everyone who was
i nterested

24 that there is not a repeat but an extension of what

25 we' re about tonorrow nine o'clock here, and
prelimnary
79
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staff assessnent will be discussed. Paul outlined

the -- the litany of areas that we enconpassed, and
hope that there's -- there's a good turnout.

Anyone el se who wants to -- to remark to
process?

Comm ssi oner Keese, do you have any w ap-up
remar ks?

COM SSI ONER KEESE: No.  None.

PRESI DI NG COW SSI ONER MOORE: Al right.
We'll close this then and | ook forward to seeing
everyone tonorrow.

(The proceedi ngs concl uded at 12:00 p.m)
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REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE

| certify that the foregoing proceedi ng was
taken at the tinme and place therein named; that the
proceedi ng was reported by me, a duly certified

shorthand reporter and a disinterested person, and

thereafter transcribed into typewiting.

| further certify that I amnot of counsel

attorney for either or any of the parties to said

proceedi ng, nor in any way interested in the outcone

t he cause naned in said caption

In witness whereof | have hereunto set ny

this July 24, 1998.
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DEBRA P. CODI GA, CSR #5647
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