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At the Lancaster City.Coﬁncil meeting of Feb. 24,
spokesperson fbr D.C.A.P. Lyle Talbot, alerted the members of_
the impending consequences should the City of Palmdéle gé forward
vith the planned poser plant to be built at Sierra Hwny. & Ave.
"M" (the Lancaster/Palmdale "Cactus Curtain") next to AF Plant
42. Mayor Ledford plans to offer discounted energy to the
aircraft industry and city residents. Palmdale became a Charter
City at the last election and has applied to a state commission
. for permission become a "public utility" such as the Cities
‘of Los Ange%g and Burbank- are so designated.

-MayorALedford should consider the followsing points before
further investing his City's funds:

B The Antelope Valley is the "Saudi Arabia" of w~ind and solar
energy resources. A fact recognized by the energy industry.

¥ Palmdale xill invest over $1-billion on it's so-called
eco-friendly, "hybrid", 570-megawatt, facility that is only

10% solar pow~er and ovérghelmingly, 90% fossil fuel (natural
gas) ~ith all the related noxious fumes - unlike w~ind and solar.
B Lancaster residénts #ill become the "down-w~inders" of noxious
off-gases because of the Valley's prevailing South West w~inds.
B The Antelope Valley Air Quality District (AVAQMD) office
has confirmed the plant #ill become the largest source of air
pollution in our "sharedﬁ Valley. Calculated on a scale of

"10" it w~ould probably be rated an "11"...plus!
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@ Wwhile currently Plant 42 is considered to be t;;rfe largest,
single source, on a scale of "10" it is only about a "5".
Ml So combining the two sources w~e ~ill have a "'mega—numbe—r".
M Palmdale may be able to sell it's power at a cheaper rate
than Edison if the Califoria Public Utilities Commission (PUC)
grants them such authority. It may not be a certainty.
@ Gov. Schwrarzenegger has decreed that all the State's public
utilities must meet a 33% goal to use renewsable energy sources
(solar and ~ind) by the year 2013, in an effort to end reliance
on .fossil fuel. As of February 2010 So. Cal Edison has already
attained about 16% of that goal so the demand for fossil-fueled
plants could diminish in the long run.
M California presently uses only about 80% of the available
energy capacity and w~ith the Governor's mandate, some fossil
fuel plants may have to come off line. There is no shortage
at this time.and that could be expressed aé a Zoagsurpluﬁ.
Wi Also the price of natural gas ~ill continue to rise and
it has been highly, volatile over the past five years.

The source of : information contained here-in is
from the valley's environmental organization, D.C.A.P. based
on a report titled, "Green Opportunities", shich can be verified
on Pacific Environment's Nebsité... wwn.pacificenvironment.org |

QUESTIONS ABOUND

B Why should Palmdale "buck" the trend ~hen there are so

many natural and sustainable resources here in the Valley?
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'@ Why w~ould the taxpayers of Palmdale risk their money on
such a speculative vénfure vhen demand for fossil-fuel plants
could possibly be on the decline?

B Why subject your "Sister City", Lancaster and outlying areas
t0'£he North aﬁd Eaét to so much added pollution?

i will the t~so Palmdale members on the Antelope Valley AQMD
vote for more pollution, despite knowsing that it w~ill cause

even more';sthma problems for the many children in Lancaster

and the entire vValley? Will they? It remains to be seen.

-' Isn't the fugitive dust in our Valley bad enough already?
vithout adding noxious gases to the atmosphere?

® Palmdale has committed $9.71 million to extended the “purple
pipeline" recycled sewver w~ater from Lancaster to it's power
piant. Some of that sew~er wrater is from Palmdale's hbusing
developments on the north/w~est side of towsn w~hich uses the
Lancaster sewage treatment plant.

¥ How~ many dollar$ has Palmdale spent already w~ith Inland
Energy, for, permits and plans to buy (w~hat may turn out to

be a "pig in a poke")?

l‘ Why not join Lancaster in promoting more w~ind.and solar
projects such as E-Solar w~hich is only 6 miles up Sierra Hny.
.l .In the valley Press article Nov. 29) Business Editor, Jim
Skeen quoted Mayor Ledford: "The ponér plant is the key to
creating more jobs and opportunity at Plant 42." DCAP feels
that is more more about Palmdale raising revenue for the City's

coffers as sales tax revenue is w~ay dowsn from the glory days.
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Also, if it turns out there is a diminishing demand for
fossil-fueled enerqgy in the state, Pamdale;s Mayor‘hedford
may be placing his City's w~ager on the .a losing pony in the
- California "Energy Derby".

END

Submitted by.‘ \gngé%>?797_7 zf;vb }L¢414; jZL//LXQZ¢4gKHQQ/

R. Lyle Talbot, (Officer) Desert Citizens Agalnst Pollutlon
aka; DCAP (661) 942-4209 o
for: Jane Wllllams (Pres1dent) cell (661) 501- 3412

ADDENDUM
March 5, 2010 .
One only has tovpick up the Valley Press (Mar 5), w~hose
headline story enumerates the health risks in the Antelope Valley

“to substantlate DCAP s clalm: the proposed Palmdale Poyer Plant'™

n1ll most certalnly add to and exacerbate the rlsk of contractlng“[,?g

the valley's #1 dreaded cause of death - emphysemaI &H—acked_
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