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File No. 0301370012 

VIA FEDEX 

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
Am: Docket No. 07-AFC-3 
1516Ninth Street, MS-4 
Sacramento, California 958 14-55 12 

Re: CPV Sentinel Energv Proiect: Docket No. 07-AFC-3 

Dear SirIMadam: 

Pursuant to California Code of Regulations, title 20, sections 1209, 1209.5, and 1210, 
enclosed herewith for filing please find Applicant's Status Report #1 regarding the above- 
referenced project. 

Please note that the enclosed submittal was also filed today via electronic mail to your 
attention. 

Paul E. Kihm 
Senior Paralegal 

Enclosure 

cc: Michael J. Carroll, Esq. (wlencl.) 



STATE OF CALIFORNLA 
ENERGY RESOURCES 

CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

In the Matter of: ) Docket No. 07-AFC-3 

Application for Certification, 
1 
) APPLICANT'S STATUS REPORT #1 

for the CPV SENTINEL ENERGY PROJECT ) 
by CPV Sentinel, LLC 1 

1 

Riverside Countv Review 

Applicant submitted a Public Use Permit application to Riverside County on November 9,2007 
in order to assist the County's evaluation of the project on an advisory basis. Applicant 
representatives also met with County staff on November 14,2007 to review the Energy 
Commissions data requests. In a phone conversation on L)ecember 12,2007, County staff 
indicated that they intended to commence review of the project in January 2008. 

Status of Li-on Related to SCAOMD Rule 1309.1 m p  - . . 

Petitioners NRDC et al. filed two separate petitions for writ of mandate under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) challenging the South Coast Air Quality Management 
District's (SCAQMD) actions to grant certain proposed power plants access to a bank of 
emission offsets called the Priority Reserve. 

The first petition challenged the SCAQMD's use of a CEQA exemption for thermal power 
plants, alleging that the exemption was not applicable and that SCAQMD should have prepared 
an Environmental Assessment (EA) under their certified xegulatory program to evaluate the 
potential environmental impacts of the SCAQMD's actions. So as not to exacerbate the current 
energy crisis in Southern California by delaying proposed power plants' access to the Priority 
Reserve, the SCAQMD prepared an EA. Accordingly, the fvst petition has sin= ban dismissed 
as moot (over Petitioners' objection) because the SCAQMD's preparation of the EA granted 
Petitioners the xelief sought in their petition. 

The second petition (Superior Court, County of Los Angeles - Central District, Case No. 
BS110792) challenges the adequacy of the EA. The petition was filed on August 3 1,2007 and a 
trial date has been set for April 11.2008. Petitioners opening brief is due on January 22,2008, 
with briefing wrpected to be completed by March 28,2008. Also, Real Perties in Inkrest Inland 
Energy, Mojave Desert Air Quality' Management District (MDAQMD), and Antelope Valley Air 
Quality Management District (AVAQMD) filed a demurrer to the petition based on failure to 

'join indispensable parties. This demurrer could resolve this litigation; the court is scheduled to 
hear this demurrer on February 26,2008. 






















