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PROCEEDI NGS

GENERAL COUNSEL M LLER: Good afternoon, |adies
and gentlenmen. Thank you for coming. M name is Kirk
Mller. |1'm General Counsel at the California Natura
Resources Agency, and | just have a few thoughts as we
nove into this neeting.

This is the second such public forumwe have
held. The first one was earlier this week in Sacranento.
It was so well received there, | see that we have sone
repeat attenders for the meeting down here, so, you know,
that it's going to be very special

The guidelines that are the subject of this
neeting were developed initially by the Governor's Ofice
of Planning and Research. W worked very closely with
that office in the devel opnment of these guidelines. |
woul d just |ike to acknowl edge Terry Roberts, who's in
back, who led that effort for OPR for approximately the
past 12 nonths or so prior to the guidelines coning over
to Resources.

OPR was diligent in getting broad-scale public
i nput along the way. It was nore infornmal than our own,
which follows the rul e-maki ng procedure, but also involved
public hearings, and publication of draft guidelines along
the way. These final guidelines were final -- subject to

public input were published on July 3rd and are the
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subj ect of today's neeting.

The CEQA guidelines are part of the Governor's
coordi nated policy effort to reduce greenhouse gas
em ssions. They're the first of their type, and they're
i ntended to provide input into that reduction at al
| evel s of government. Cbviously, these will be
i npl enented at the | ocal governnent |evel.

As you read and coment and think about them do
renmenber that this is essentially CEQA greenhouse gas
guidelines 1.0. That's true for a couple of reasons.

One, is it that it's the first effort, and there's not
perhaps quite as much science to date as we would like in
attacking this problem

And two, the law itself contenplates that we wll
be revisiting all our guidelines, including these every
two years.

We very nmuch thank you for coming today to offer
your thoughts about them as well as those -- either
per haps sone of you here or others who have subnitted
witten comments already. And there is still an
opportunity to do that through the end of next week.

Wth that thought, let me introduce Chris Calfee.
Chris is Special Counsel to the Resources Agency, and has
had particul ar responsibility for preparing these

guidelines with OPR.  And |lan Peterson who is a planner
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has al so been instrunmental in developing the rules that
you'll be commenting on today.

Thank you.

SPECI AL COUNSEL CALFEE: Thank you, Kirk.
Wl cone, everyone. Thank you for coming here to our
second hearing. Again, this is the hearing on the Natura
Resources Agency's SB 97 CEQA guidelines. |If you're here
for another hearing, find that other hearing.

You probably notice near the back entrance there

are speaker cards and comment cards. |If you do intend to
speak, please do fill out a speaker card and give that
card to lan Peterson, he will be calling the speakers up

[ater on in this hearing.

The purpose of today's hearing really is to hear
your verbal comrents on these guidelines. The Resources
Agency published these draft guidelines on July 3rd and
we' ve been in a public comment period since that tinme. As
Kirk nentioned, the comment period has been extended to
next week. Next week tonorrow, so that's -- not tonorrow
A week fromtoday. So August 27th is the coment
deadl i ne.

But this hearing is everyone's opportunity to
give a verbal comment on these guidelines. Just a few
words on the Resources Agency's rul e-naking process. Once

t he conment period cl oses, the Resources Agency wl|
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review and consider all of the comrents that have been
received, so that's witten coments, and all conments
made at today's hearing and the hearing in Sacramento on
Tuesday.

After review ng and considering those conments,

t he Resources Agency will devel op responses. And those
responses could either be revisions to the proposed

| anguage or an expl anation of why the revision wouldn't be
appropri ate.

If the proposed guidelines | anguage is revised,
that revision will be nade public for additional review
and public comment. At the end of that process, once al
comments are consi dered and responded to, the Secretary
for the Resources Agency wi |l consider whether to adopt
t he gui del i nes as proposed.

On the procedure for today's hearing, again, if
you could give your speaker cards to lan Peterson, he wll
be calling up speakers in the order received. Because the
Resources Agency will be developing witten responses to
conments, we won't be providing responses in this forum
so we really won't be able to provide i mediate feedback
or answer questions in this forum but do | ook out for
themin the Final Statement of Reasons.

We might ask you clarifying questions, however,

just to make sure that we fully understand your conmmrent.
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In order to accommmbdate everyone, which | do believe we'l
be able to do today, we will inmpose a five mnute tine
limt. But if after everyone's had a chance to speak, if
you still have nmore you would like to say, there will be
an additional opportunity.

And again, the comment period has been extended
to next week, so you can also supplement with witten
comment s.

Just a few housekeeping matters, the restroons
are back into the | obby and on the -- near the elevators
on that side of the building. Emergency exits are right
behi nd you and to your |eft.

If you would, take a noment right nowto rmute or
turn off your cell phones, that would be appreciated. Are
t here any questions on the process or procedure for
today' s hearing?

I think Kirk has sonething he would like to say.

GENERAL COUNSEL M LLER: | just want to be sure
that everyone is able to hear throughout the room is that
the case?

And if there should be a problem hearing the
speakers, if you'd |let us know, we'll turn the volume up
so that you're not frustrated by straining to hear soneone
speak.

ASSI STANT PLANNER PETERSON: Wl l, | think with
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that, if you have any speaker cards, please pass themto
the left and I will collect themright dowmn here. And
think we can open it up for public comrent.

Don't be shy. Well, | think we did have one
person beat you.

| believe it is Sandra?

MS. THOWPSON: No, but Sandra can go first if she
wants to.

ASSI STANT PLANNER PETERSON. And pl ease announce
your name and the organi zation you're wth.

MS. GENIS: Sandra Genis. | am an independent
pl anni ng consul tant, Sandra Genis, Planning Resources.
I'"malso on the Board of a nunber of environnental
nonprofit groups.

We have to | ook at what the bill requires. The
bill directs OPRto develop mtigations for the -- or
greenhouse gases and the effects of greenhouse gases. You
were directed to devel op nmet hodol ogi es or set standards or
devel op threshol ds or whatever.

And in that regard, these guidelines are somewhat
di sappointing. For one thing, we're not seeing any of the
ef fects of greenhouse gases. For exanple, rising sea
| evel ; how do you place your structures; what about
coastal armature; increased fl ood peaks; once again

pl acenent of structures, do we need additional flood
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control nethods; reduced availability of waters.

I've seen EIRs where they say, yeah, you know,
we're going to -- they do a great analysis of greenhouse
gases bei ng generated, and then the next section acts |ike
we're going to have the sane old water supply we
antici pated, you know, in 2002.

Anot her major factor is stress on habitat, in
particul ar areas for retreat of habitat as the existing
habi t at becones fl ooded whether the rising sea | evel or
fl oodi ng.

Wthin that, there are other changes that seemto
go beyond. For one thing, the additional plans that were

suggested as being used in cumul ative inmpact anal ysis,

there's -- | find annoyingly redundant, the blue print
pl ans.

Well, if you look in the codes, Health and Safety
Code, in one place, says well, the regional blueprint plan

i s whatever California Departnment of Business, Housing,
and Fi nance says it is.

And then there's a couple of other definitions
where they say, well, it includes RTP, it includes
regi onal housing, but it's kind of vague and anor phous.
There are no standards for adoption of the plans really.
It's too ooey.

And the same thing applies to the greenhouse
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plans that are detailed in the proposed guidelines.
However, they say they may include certain things and they
may be adopted in a public hearing. But on the other

hand, they may not be. They may be adopted in a snoke
filled tent by a couple of guys. They may be adopted and
put together by the sumer intern that you'll never see
again and has only had two years of coll ege.

And then going on, | think certain parts of the
checklist were very hel pful, the proposed changes. And I
particularly liked the first paragraph, because | do see
an awful |lot of EIRs where people say, "That's the State

standard for significance," when we know it's not.

So that was very hel pful to have that
clarification. However, | have particular concerns about
t he checklist changes in the area of transportation. |
suggest that you consult with Cal Trans on that, because
they don't seemto reflect a real transportation
pl anni ng, or traffic engi neering viewpoint.

And they also -- as the first one has changed,
we're | ooking at merely a -- anything that goes over
capacity. But as we know, in CEQA, everything is
increnental. There's case |law up the yin yang, San
Franci sco Residence for Responsible Gowth, Kings county

and whatnot. And this says it's not significant till you

are at that environmental point of no return. And as we
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know, if we wait till then, we're going to have, as they
say, havoc in every aspect of the urban environnent.

So we really need to maintain the existing standards where
each incremental change does its fare share, because

ot herwi se what happens is everybody needs to do their fair
share, and then it's done as opposed to waiting till the
end.

And as we know, all mitigation nust be
proportional to the inpact. So if you're the straw that
breaks the canel's back, it's only one straw, so how coul d
you be expected to mtigate the entire problem So that
particul ar guideline should not be changed.

And | al so woul d suggest that you not change the
gui delines regarding in the checklist regardi ng parKking.
Because while | was able to take the nmetro rail here,
took the blue line and the red Iine or whatever it's
called, light rail. Most areas of California you can't do
t hat .

ASSI STANT PLANNER PETERSON: | apol ogi ze, you
have about one mi nute.

MS. GENIS: And so elimnating that, nunber one,

I know these are just suggested checklists, but they do
carry a certain degree of weight. And by elimnating
that, you're kind of taking it off the table. And | see

that as problematic, because that is -- anybody who has

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



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

10
worked in a city planning departnent knows, that that
parking is warned that it's one of the biggest issues.

And so to really elimnate that doesn't make sense.

And in addition, you're probably going to
i ncrease your greenhouse gases, while people just cruise
around | ooking for parking. So that's a problem

| do agree with the other addition where a
t hreshol d devel oped by others can be used, if they're
supported by evidence in the record. And that's so
i mportant, because | see thresholds all over the place and
it's just cause all the other kids are doing it, but
there's no real evidence in the record.

So thank you for that.

Thank you.

ASSI STANT PLANNER PETERSON: Thank you. And
t hi nk we have four coment cards. |If anyone el se who's
cone in late -- we will check the m ke, because it nay not
have been turned on.

But if there's any other late conmers who woul d
like to submit some conmments, we also have comment sheet
cards you can fill out. Those will do just as well.

| guess the mike wasn't turned on

GENERAL COUNSEL M LLER: | assune this nmakes a
difference? It is in the on position now.

MS. GENIS: Oh, it wasn't?

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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GENERAL COUNSEL M LLER: Can you hear better in
t he back now?

Thank you.

ASS| STANT PLANNER PETERSON: Al so, if you have
addi ti onal comrents, because we cut you off at five
mnutes, | think we can have an extra two mnutes after
we're done with the cards. W may be able to fit you in

So if I'"'mnot mstaken it should be Jocel yn
Thonpson, Al ston and Bird.

M. THOWPSON: Yes. Thank you, Jocel yn Thonpson,
Al ston & Bird.

First, | want to thank the Resources Agency, as
well as OPR, which | know started this effort. |
appreciate the fact that the proposed guidelines
acknow edge the discretion that remains with the | ead
agenci es. These are guidelines rather than nandates, and
they are urging the | ead agencies to fulfill their
responsibilities without handcuffing thema certain way.

I think that's appropriate and consistent w th CEQA

So that's my overall commrent.

And then | have questions on three of the
changes. They aren't necessarily greenhouse gas specific.
They seemto be ones that are a little bit broader than
that, though I'm sure they have inplications for the

climate change as well.

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



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

12

The first is in 15064.7, threshol ds of
significance. And actually this is the topic that the
| ast speaker ended with, which is one | ead agency relying
on or -- what does it specifically say? "Considering
t hreshol ds adopted by anot her agency," so long as it's
supported by -- so long as their decision is supported by
substantial evidence. And that decision appears to be the
deci sion of the |ead agency.

I"mnot clear what you're saying. Are you saying
that the | ead agency needs to document why it's relying on
soneone el se's standard? For exanple, a county considers
the Air Resources Board to be expert in a particular
topic, and therefore that is why it is relying on the
standard? O are you saying that the | ead agency needs to
seek out all of the substantial evidence that's supported
t he expert agency's decision? Okay, it's not clear to ne
whi ch way that's going.

One could be efficient and | think rational and
the other could be really burdensonme, not only with
climate change standards, but with all other standards
that m ght work that way.

My second question cones out of 15093, Statenent
of Overriding Considerations, Subsection D, "Wen an
agency nakes a Statenent of Overriding Considerations, the

agency may consi der adverse environnental effects in the
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context of regionwi de or statew de environnenta
benefits."

| don't know why this is being proposed. | don't
know what we're trying to fix or what we're trying to add
that's not already here. In A they already say that the
override is a balancing of a whole bunch of factors,
i ncluding ones that aren't even naned. Any other benefits
can bal ance up agai nst the environmental inmpacts as well.

Whereas, in D, we seemto be narrow ng things.
W' re saying you have an adverse environnmental effect and
can you bal ance it against a regionwi de or statew de
environnental benefit. Well, there can be regi onwi de and
st at ewi de non-environmental benefits that are inportant,
so it shouldn't just be limted to environmental benefits.

And in addition, |I'mnot sure why we're speaking
regi onwi de and statewide. | think that already goes
wi t hout saying that you can bal ance any nunber of things,
and there could be cross-border benefits that could be
taken into account and justify an override as well. |
don't think CEQA has precluded that in the past. So
think this is a subsection, | can't figure out its
mssion, and it seens to be limting nore than hel ping or
gui di ng.

My | ast question conmes out of Appendix F, the

Ener gy Conservation Appendix. This appendix is basically
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telling people, and al ways has been, that you need to go
out and consider whether this is an efficiently designed
project, so it uses as little energy as is cost effective
and appropriate for that type of project, or that specific
proj ect.

And then we have this sentence tagged on, "A |l ead
agency nay consider the extent to which an energy source
serving the project has al ready undergone environment al
revi ew that adequately analyzed and mtigated the effects
of energy production.”

That's a conpletely different question. It's
sonet hing completely different than what this appendi x has
been ainmed at in the past. So, for exanple, it doesn't
matter that the new powerplant is the best that you could
possibly build and has mtigated a hundred percent.
That's good, but that doesn't tell us whether the new
proposed project is designed froman environnentally --
I"msorry, energy efficient perspective, because you want
to make sure that each project is well designed, so that
it draws as little as possible fromthat well-designed,
wel | -m tigated powerplant, so that we can accomvpdate nore
growmh, nore activity, in an environnentally sound manner.
So | think this is msplaced.

And that's the end of my comments.

ASSI STANT PLANNER PETERSON: Thank you very rmuch.
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Patrick Giffith, Los Angeles County Sanitation
District.

Pat Griffith, Los Angeles County Sanitation
Districts.

MR CGRIFFITH "Il introduce nyself.

Yeah. Good afternoon. M nane is Patrick
Giffith and I work for L. A County Sanitation Districts.
And today |'m speaki ng on anot her al phabet soup, which is
the California Wastewater Cimate Change Goup. And that
group is a State coalition of wastewater treatnent
agenci es that treat about 90 percent of the state's
wast ewat er, munici pal wastewater, in California.

And we just want to highlight one of our concern

with the -- | guess, with the whole process. It's nore

15

S

than just the work that you are doing with regards to CEQA

and clinmate change.

And we feel that any greenhouse gas proposal, be
it a regulation or what you're doing with CEQA, should
di stingui sh between ant hropogeni ¢ em ssi ons versus those
em ssions that are derived fromactivities that mmic the
short-term carbon cycle. So for exanple, direct carbon
di oxi de emi ssions fromrenewabl e fuels or bionmass, biogas
and carbon di oxi de from rmunici pal wastewater treatnment
plants are all recognized by the I PCC and EPA as being

part of the short-term carbon cycle. And again, |'monly
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tal ki ng about the CO2 part of it.

And we are concerned that fromwhat we've been
wat ching with the CEQA significant thresholds that are in
t he process of being devel oped, and some that have been
approved, by different air district boards, et cetera,
that there's no distinction being made between use of
fossil fuel versus the use of a carbon neutral fuel, when
you' re comparing your em ssions to sone bright |ine
t hreshol d for exanple.

And our concern is that if there's no distinction
made between these two, then the conmbustion of a renewabl e
fuel could falsely trigger a determnation of
significance. And I don't knowif that's really your
intent or not. And we feel that to discourage the use of
renewabl e fuels in that way is akin to reversing all the
energies that the State and federal initiatives are doing
to pronote green energy and the green econony and to
reduce greenhouse gases, because these renewabl es are
neant to replace a lot of fossil fuels that are in use
t oday.

And just reading in the CEQA guidelines, it seens
that | ead agenci es nust reach a significance determ nation
if the incremental em ssions or contributions are
cunul atively considerable. But in the case of these

renewabl es, the CO2 part of it doesn't change. The
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at nospheric -- well, what's happening is it takes CO2 from
t he atnosphere and it gets pulled in by sonme plants or
al gae or whatever, and then it gets utilized someway. And
then that same carbon is returned back to the atnopsphere.
So there's no direct physical change to the atnosphere.
The net change is zero.

So we ask the Resources Agency to advise | ead
agenci es when consi dering cunul ative inpacts that carbon
di oxi de emi ssions, derived fromrenewabl e fuels and
bi omass and bi ogas, and such carbon enmitted from other
sources that mmc the short-termcarbon cycle that is in
nature, that these be considered not cunul atively
consi der abl e under CEQA.

And noreover, we ask that the Resources Agency
shoul d advi se that these emi ssions are not -- should not
be considered in any bright line significance threshold.
And we will follow up nmy statements with a letter that
will be explaining in a few nore details.

Thank you.

ASSI STANT PLANNER PETERSON: Thank you. W | ook
forward to your letter.

I think that's all the speaker cards that we
have, unless there was -- do we have anot her one?

Any ot her speaker cards?

MR. YAMADA: | gave you my card from Sout hern
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Cal i fornia Edison.

ASS| STANT PLANNER PETERSON: It somehow
di sappeared. | apol ogize. Cone on up. Thank you.

MR, YAMADA: Thank you. Victor Yanada with
Sout hern California Edison.

To start off with, Southern California Edison
along with San Diego Gas and Electric, Pacific Gas and
El ectric and | ndependent Energy Producers Association
provi ded previously consistent comments to the Agency.

And these were submitted on January 27th.

Take a quick note that the three utilities
represented serve approximately 70 percent of the
el ectrical customers in California. So we therefore play
an integral role in California's energy and | ow carbon
future.

Let me just take a few mnutes to highlight our
previously submtted comments.

As an overview, we appreciate the inportance of
California s greenhouse gas reduction goals, as witten in
AB 32, and in the subsequent AB 32 CARB scoping plan.
note, the scoping plan includes GHG reducti on nmeasures
shown in a cumul ative net reduction from baseline year for
the electricity sector. W al so appreciate that
California law SB 97 now requires | ead agencies to

consi der greenhouse gas em ssi ons under CEQA.

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



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

19

We pointed out that the electricity sector is a
uni que one. The electricity sector's operations of the
entire grid, as a whole, and its policy conpliance
directly govern what the cunul ati ve GHG eni ssions are.

Al so, the electricity sector's operations nust be
consistent with regulatory regimes that exist or wll
exist in the future. A key exanple is conpliance with GHG
i mpl enent ati on neasures as they're included in the AB 32
scoping plan and as that's carried forward to regul ati ons.

W' ve submitted sone changes to the proposed
gui del i ne amendnents that we feel will be nore explicitly
appropriate to take into account the need to anal yze the
effects of the electricity sector projects in the context
of dynanics of the whole electricity system

Let me expand on three points. Nunber one,
the -- as | touched on before, the electricity sector
devel opnent poses a uni que challenge. The electric grid
operates as a single machine that's coordinated by system
operators in real tine. The systemis dispatched, neaning
that it's ordered to operate by a systemoperator by a
State systemoperator to neet consuner denand as a whol e

That dispatch is what governs the operation of
t he individual powerplants and in turn governs the anount
of greenhouse gas em ssions that are associated with the

operation of the electric grid. Wen the individua
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generating units don't operate, there's obviously a
reduction in GHG eni ssi ons.

Anot her subpoint, generally powerplants are
di spatched based on their efficiencies. Mre efficient
units typically have | ower costs, |ower em ssions, and
thus are run nore often.

A mjority, if not all, of the new projects that
are being proposed today, with Best Available Contro
Technol ogi es, would be placed in service with the
under st andi ng that they woul d displace |ess efficient
hi gher emtting powerplants in the dispatch order

Anot her subpoint, policy planning plays an
integral role in the amount of GHGs that are emtted
during the operation of the electricity grid. The system
operates according to a well defined and nandated state
| oadi ng order. The order was created by the California
Energy Action Plan and it gui des procurenent of
electricity by the utilities.

The objectives of the order are to ensure that
the State's electrical systemis developed in a cost
effective manner and in the interest of the consumers and
t he environment.

The priorities that are established in the
| oadi ng order are, first, energy efficiency and other

demand- si ded resources foll owed by renewabl e energy,
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di stributed generation, conbined heat and power systens,
and finally conventional generation

| mpl enentation of the State's | oading order will
lead to a substantial systemwi de reduction in GHG
em ssions. Anal yses have been undertaken and referred to
in the CPUC and the CEC s final recomendations to the
CARB, to the Air Resources Board, on GHG regul atory
strategies to denonstrate that there will be substantia
cunul ative reductions in GHG em ssions by 2020.

ASS| STANT PLANNER PETERSON: You have about one
m nut e.

MR, YAMADA: |'msorry, one m nute?

ASS| STANT PLANNER PETERSON:  Yes.

MR. YAMADA: As the State pursues nore aggressive
renewabl e energy goal s, renewabl e powerpl ants are being
proposed in significant nunbers.

To support these renewabl es to sonme of these,
many of these are renotely |ocated and have vari abl e
operating characteristics, such as wind and solar. The
State will require, what are called, dispatchable units,
which are relatively clean fossil generators that support
fl exi bl e conbi ned cycl e and peaki ng units.

The need for these flexible clean fossi
generating units are therefore directly linked to the

State's inplementation of the aggressive GHG goal to the
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expansi on of clean renewabl e generation. These gas units
are crucial to ensure grid reliability as the State brings
on nore of these renewable activities.

Again, inportantly both the new relatively clean
gas-fired units, and renewable facilities collectively
wi || displace the em ssions of existing powerplants,
resulting in a net overall reduction in GHG em ssions
associ ated with the operation of their electrical system
in California.

In the --

ASSI STANT PLANNER PETERSON: | apol ogi ze for
that. You need to wap up.

MR. YAMADA: -- we can't afford by a | ead agency
when they need to eval uate these systens.

ASSI STANT PLANNER PETERSON: | just like to be
consi stent up here.

MR, YAMADA:  Yes.

ASSI STANT PLANNER PETERSON: If there aren't any
ot her speakers, we could go for another mnute.

GENERAL COUNSEL M LLER: | think we can
accomodat e hi m

MR YAMADA: O herwise, I'll come back

GENERAL COUNSEL M LLER: Go ahead.

MR. YAMADA: Let nme repeat ny |ast sentence.

These system aspects must be accounted for by |ead
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agenci es when they valuate these facilities.

My second | arge point, the need to anal yze system
GHG emi ssions the | ead agencies must fully informthe
public.

Qur primary concern with the proposed guideline
amendnments, as they're put on the paper now, is the need
to clearly provide for analysis of GHG em ssions from new
projects in the electrical sector in the context of the
entire electricity system

The amendnent should be clarified to the | ead
agenci es to consider a project's inpact and accombdati on
with past, present or future projects and activities. Qur
position is consistent with the fact that GHG em ssions
shoul d be evaluated in the context of cumnulative effects.

My | ast mmjor point, the SB 97 amendnents coul d
be counterproductive by frustrating the State's renewabl e
portfolio standard. We're concerned that |ead agencies
could incorrectly believe that they must provide
nmtigation on projects that are, in fact, having a
significant benefit to the systemfroma GHG perspecti ve.

For exanple, as | touched on before, these
di spat chabl e generating units designed to serve the peak
load in conjunction with the variabl e renewabl e resources,
are needed to maintain the overall electricity grid

reliability.

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



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

24

If these plants aren't analyzed in the context of
the total system situation, they could be considered as
i ncrenental increasing emn ssions.

To conclude, as | said before, we've subnmitted
previ ous specific changes that we suggest to the Agency.
And again, these are geared for accompdating anal ysis of
GHG em ssions on a system c non-increnental basis.

And again, we also thank the Resources Agency and
the Ofice of Planning and Research for all the hard work
and what you'll be doing in the future.

Thanks.

GENERAL COUNSEL M LLER: Thank you. If | could
follow up with a question.

MR, YAMADA: Sure.

GENERAL COUNSEL M LLER: | understand that you
have subm tted specific | anguage. It may be difficult for
you to speak off the top of your head to a technica
submi ssion. But if you're able to do so, could you
conment nore specifically on the change you woul d seek
that you believe woul d better accommpdate the argunent
that you would Ilike to be in a position to nake two | oca
agenci es in connection with the consideration of new
power pl ants of the type you've descri bed.

MR YAMADA: It is a difficult refinement. |'m

going to beg off, because we are considering -- as you
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m ght know, considering an additional set of conments to
speak exactly to that.
I think the |l anguage that you have presently
proposed is -- we think sonewhat addresses it, but we
think there is refinement that could be nore appropriate
as there's nore explicit guidance on the topics that |'ve

t ouched on.

So |'m not dodgi ng the question. | can't answer
that. But it's a good point that we're -- we, as a group,
are collecting our thoughts and we'll submit that wthin

t he next few days.

SPECI AL COUNSEL CALFEE: Thank you for your
comment s.

Is there anyone el se who has not yet had a chance
to speak that would Iike to do so?

I's there anyone el se who feels that they have
addi ti onal comments beyond the five nminutes that they were
given that would like to continue to make conment s?

There are a |l ot of people in this room

(Laughter.)

SPECI AL COUNSEL CALFEE: None of you have --

MS. GENIS: May | add one thing?

SPECI AL COUNSEL CALFEE: And when you come up,
could you identify yourself again

M5. GENIS: Sandra Genis. In view of the fact
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that SB 97 directs OPR to devel op guidelines for the
mtigation of greenhouse gases and the effects of
greenhouse gases -- | tal ked about some of those
previously, rising sea | evel issues, placenent of
structures, coastal armature, affects of sand and erosion,
and we need to buffer habitats and so forth. But as |ong
as we have -- | |looked at the list. W have a ot of
peopl e who are experts here, who probably coul d provide
sone good ideas as to howto mtigate sone of those
t hi ngs, lack of water, reduced snowpack, increased peak
fl oodi ng.

And so | bet even people who didn't provide
witten comments that didn't think of speaking, maybe
could use as sort of a workshop format, not to hijack the
nmeeting, but to cone up with sone of these mitigations.

MR CGRIFFITH: Can | ask a question of your
speaker ?

THE REPORTER: Can he cone forward?

MR CRIFFITH D d you nean adaptations or --

M5. GENIS: Well, if you read the law --

SPECI AL COUNSEL CALFEE: Actually, I'msorry --

MR GRIFFITH |'mout of order?

SPECI AL COUNSEL CALFEE: A little bit. A few
people did enter the room and | do want to give themthe

chance to speak if they choose.
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I's there anyone el se who would |ike a chance to

speak?

Seeing none, | do want to renind everyone that
our coment -- our witten comment period does cl ose next
week on August 27th. If there's anyone here that would

like to provide conments, there are coment cards
avai | abl e where you can wite out your conments.

MS. CGEESE: Excuse me, will you have those on
your website --

THE REPORTER: Can she identify and come forward.

MS. CGEESE: -- at the end or at anytinme at al
the comments.

THE REPORTER: Can she identify and come forward.

SPECI AL COUNSEL CALFEE: Wbuld you m nd
i dentifying yourself.

MS. GEESE: No, | was just asking with -- ny
guestions was --

SPECI AL COUNSEL CALFEE: Can you pl ease identify
your sel f.

M5. GEESE: Hilda Ceese. Just a citizen.

WIIl these coments be at any tine on your
website?

SPECI AL COUNSEL CALFEE: Foll owi ng the cl ose of
the coment period, we will post conments.

MS. CGEESE: Ckay, thanks.
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MS. MASON: The answer to that question was yes,
they' || be posted on the website, the coments or --

SPECI AL COUNSEL CALFEE: That is correct. For
those who didn't hear, we will post the coments that we
recei ved follow ng the cl ose of the cormment period. Those
will be on our website.

Are there any other questions as to process?

Seeing none, | do want to thank everyone again
for com ng out and for participating in this hearing.
bel i eve we're cl osed.

Thank you.

(Thereupon the California Natural Resources

Agency public hearing adjourned at 1:43 p.m)
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