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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
Energy Resources Conservation 
and Development Commission 

 
In the Matter of: )   
 ) 
Application for Certification for the  )  Docket No. 11-AFC-04 
Rio Mesa Solar Electric Generating Facility ) 
 )  
 ) 

 
APPLICANT’S NOTICE PURSUANT TO 20 C.C.R. § 1716(f) 

FOR CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION STAFF’S  
DATA REQUESTS SET 2A 

 

On May 21, 2012, Rio Mesa Solar I, LLC, Rio Mesa Solar II, LLC, and Rio Mesa Solar III, 

LLC (collectively, the “Applicant”), received the California Energy Commission (“CEC”) 

Staff’s Data Requests, Set 2A.  Except as noted below, the Applicant will respond to these 

requests on or before June 20, 2012.  Pursuant to Title 20, California Code of Regulations, 

Section 1716(f), Applicant hereby provides notice of its partial objection to Data Request 159.  

Applicant also provides notice for more time on Data Requests 167 and 172.   

A. Partial Objection to Data Request 159 

In part, Data Request 159 asks the Applicant to: 

[P]rovide a three-dimensional graphical model of the southern 250 MW 

(net) facility proposed for Rio Mesa SEGF under full-load, partial-load 

and full standby status, illustrating the composite effect of convective heat 

and radiant flux. The modeled convective heat should include elevated 

temperature of the receiver tower and heliostat surfaces on surrounding 

air. The modeled radiant flux must include all radiant energy, including 

(1) ambient solar energy; (2) energy reflected and/or radiated from 

heliostats to the receiver tower, the standby locations, and the surrounding 

air; and (3) energy reflected and/or radiated from the receiver tower. . . 

(b) The radiant flux model should show the density conditions as contours 

at 2.5 kW/m2, 10 kW/m2, 25 kW/m2, 50 kW/m2 and 150 kW/m2. . .  
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Applicant objects to the portion of data request 159 that requests modeling showing density 

conditions as contours at 2.5 kW/m2.  This portion of Data Request 159 fails to meet the standard 

set forth in Section 1716(b) of the Commission’s regulations.  Section 1716(b) provides that only 

information that is: (1) reasonably available to the applicant and either (2) relevant to the 

application proceeding, or (3) reasonably necessary to make any decision on the application may 

be requested from an applicant.  

Applicant’s existing computer program for modeling flux concentrations cannot be used to 

satisfy this portion of the data request.  Modeling at 2.5 kW/m2 would require Applicant to create 

a new computer program at a significant expense and time.  Thus, the information requested in 

Data Request 159 is not reasonably available to the Applicant and would be burdensome to 

produce.   In addition, modeling at 2.5 kW/m2 is not reasonably necessary to a decision on the 

application.  Modeling at 2.5 kW/m2 will not produce results that would support the 

Commission’s consideration of the potential for significant impacts.  Flux concentrations at 2.5 

kW/m2 cannot be reliably distinguished from ambient solar energy, and staff has not produced 

any information suggesting that flux levels at these low levels would have the potential for a 

significant impact.  In sum, modeling at 2.5 kW/m2 calls for information that is not reasonably 

available to the applicant and the information is not reasonably necessary to make any decision 

on the application.  Applicant therefore partially objects to Data Request 159.  Without waiving 

Applicant’s objection, Applicant will endeavor to provide other information requested in Data 

Request 159.      

B. Notice For More Time On Data Request 167 

Data Request 167 asks the Applicant whether any underground infrastructure will be required 

to operate the heliostats.  The Applicant is updating various engineering drawings relating to 

Applicant’s environmental enhancement proposal and will need these files in order to respond to 

this Data Request.  Applicant does not expect that the engineering drawings will be ready in time 

for Applicant to provide a response to this Data Request.  Applicant will require until July 20th, 

2012 to respond to this data request.    

C. Notice For More Time On Data Request 172  

Data Request 172 asks the Applicant to provide an updated construction craft resources 

survey.  As noted in the existing labor survey, the reason for performing an update of the Labor 

Survey is to have more current figures available during discussions and negotiations with the 
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Building Trades concerning the Project Labor Agreement (“PLA”).  The process of developing 

and negotiating the various terms and conditions of a PLA takes approximately six months, and 

having updated figures at the time of negotiations assists in establishing appropriate parameters 

for work force rules, work force requirements, travel issues, etc.  The existing labor survey 

provides staff with a sufficient amount of information to prepare the staff assessment and for the 

Commission to make a decision on the application.  Providing an interim update is unnecessary 

at this juncture.   As noted in the original Labor Survey for the Project, Applicant will require 

until January 31, 2013 to update the Labor Survey.  

Dated:  June 8, 2012   Respectfully submitted, 
 

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS L.L.P. 
 
 
 
By ______________________________________ 
 
Christopher T. Ellison 
Brian S. Biering 
2600 Capitol Avenue, Suite 400 
Sacramento, California  95816 
Telephone:  (916) 447-2166 
Facsimile:  (916) 447-3512 
 
Attorneys for Applicant 
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 PROOF OF SERVICE 
 
 
 I, Karen A. Mitchell, declare that on June 8, 2012, I served the attached Applicant’s 

Notice Pursuant To 20 C.C.R. § 1716(F) For California Energy Commission Staff’s Data 

Requests Set 2A via electronic and U.S. mail to all parties on the attached service list. 

I declare under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

 

  
Karen A. Mitchell 

 



 

  

SERVICE LIST 
11-AFC-04 
 
APPLICANTS’ AGENTS 
 
BrightSource Energy, Inc. 
Todd Stewart, Senior Director 
Project Development 
1999 Harrison Street, Suite 2150 
Oakland, CA 94612 
tstewart@brightsourceenergy.com 
 
BrightSource Energy, Inc. 
Michelle Farley 
1999 Harrison Street, Suite 2150 
Oakland, CA 94612 
mfarley@brightsource.com 
 
BrightSource Energy, Inc. 
Brad DeJean 
1999 Harrison Street, Suite 2150 
Oakland, CA 94612 
e-mail service preferred 
bdejean@brightsourceenergy.com 
 
APPLICANTS’ CONSULTANTS 
 
Grenier and Associates, Inc. 
Andrea Grenier 
1420 E. Roseville Parkway, 
Suite 140-377 
Roseville, CA 95661 
e-mail service preferred 
andrea@agrenier.com 
 
URS Corporation 
Angela Leiba 
4225 Executive Square, Suite 1600 
La Jolla, CA 92037 
Angela_leiba@urscorp.com 
 
COUNSEL FOR APPLICANTS 
 
Ellison, Schneider, & Harris 
Christopher T. Ellison 
Brian S. Biering 
2600 Capitol Avenue, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95816-5905 
cte@eslawfirm.com 
bsb@eslawfirm.com 
 
INTERESTED AGENCIES 
 
Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District 
Chris Anderson, Air Quality Engineer 
14306 Park Avenue 
Victorville, CA  92392-2310 
canderson@mdaqmd.ca.gov 
 
 

California ISO 
e-mail service preferred 
e-recipient@caiso.com 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
Cedric Perry 
Lynnette Elser 
22835 Calle San Juan De Los Lagos 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
cperry@blm.gov 
lelser@blm.gov 
 
Office of Riverside County Counsel 
County of Riverside 
Katherine Lind 
Tiffany North 
3960 Orange Street, Suite 500 
Riverside, CA  92501 
e-mail service preferred 
klind@co.riverside.ca.us 
tnorth@co.riverside.ca.us 
 
INTERVENORS 
 
Center for Biological Diversity 
Lisa T. Belenky, Senior Attorney 
351 California Street, Suite 600 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
e-mail service preferred 
lbelenky@biologicaldiversity.org 
 
Center for Biological Diversity 
Ileene Anderson 
Public Lands Desert Director 
PMB 447, 8033 Sunset Boulevard 
Los Angeles, CA 90046 
e-mail service preferred 
ianderson@biologicaldiversity.org 
 
ENERGY COMMISSION – DECISIONMAKERS 
 
Carla Peterman 
Commissioner and Presiding Member 
carla.peterman@energy.ca.gov 
 
Karen Douglas 
Commissioner and Associate Member 
e-mail service preferred 
karen.douglas@energy.ca.gov 
 
Kourtney Vaccaro 
Hearing Adviser 
e-mail service preferred 
kourtney.vaccaro@energy.ca.gov 
 



 

  

Galen Lemei 
Advisor to Commissioner Douglas 
e-mail service preferred 
galen.lemei@energy.ca.gov 
 
Jennifer Nelson 
Advisor to Commissioner Douglas 
e-mail service preferred 
jennifer.nelson@energy.ca.gov 
 
Jim Bartridge 
Advisor to Commissioner Peterman 
jim.bartridge@energy.ca.gov 
 
ENERGY COMMISSION STAFF 
 
Pierre Martinez 
Project Manager 
pierre.martinez@energy.ca.gov 

 
Lisa DeCarlo 
Staff Counsel 
lisa.decarlo@energy.ca.gov 
 
Eileen Allen 
Commissioners’ Technical 
Advisor for Facility Siting 
e-mail service preferred 
eileen.allen@energy.ca.gov 
 
ENERGY COMMISSION – PUBLIC ADVISER 
 
Jennifer Jennings 
Public Adviser’s Office 
e-mail service preferred 
publicadviser@energy.state.ca.us 
 

 


