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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
ENERGY RESOURCES 

CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

GWF Tracy Combined Cycle Power Plant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO. 08-AFC-07C 

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF 
PROPOSED PROJECT MINOR 
MODIFICATION  

 

On March 24, 2010, the California Energy Commission (“Commission”) issued a license 
to GWF Energy LLC (“GWF”) for the GWF Tracy Combined Cycle Power Plant (“GWF 
Tracy”) project.  GWF Tracy occupies a 16.38-acre, fenced site within the existing GWF-owned 
40-acre parcel in an unincorporated portion of San Joaquin County immediately southwest of 
Tracy, California, and approximately 20 miles southwest of Stockton, California.  Under the 
Commission’s license, GWF converted the Tracy Peaker Plant into the GWF Tracy plant by 
converting the facility into a combined cycle power plant.   

As part of the conversion project at the site that commenced on February 22, 2011, and 
ended on November 1, 2012, trailers were brought to the site to serve as temporary office space 
to support the construction efforts.  GWF intended to remove the trailers from the site following 
the conclusion of the construction efforts, but given the need for office space at GWF Tracy, on 
December 13, 2012 GWF requested a temporary allowance from the Commission to allow the 
trailers to remain at the site to serve as offices to support GWF Tracy.  On December 13, 2012, 
Commission Staff agreed to allow the trailers to remain at GWF Tracy for one year.  See 
Attachment 1. 

Because the need for office space at GWF Tracy persists, GWF has determined that the 
most efficient way to address the need for office space is to maintain the trailers at the site, and 
to add an additional trailer.  Likewise, GWF requests, pursuant to Cal. Code Reg. tit. 20, § 1769, 
that the Commission approve a minor modification to GWF Tracy allowing for the current 
trailers to remain at the site, and to allow for an additional trailer to be brought to the site.   

This request meets all of the requirements of § 1769, and because the proposed minor 
modifications will not have a significant effect on the environment, will not result in a change or 
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deletion of any Condition of Certification, and will not cause non-compliance with any 
applicable laws, ordinances, regulations, or standards (“LORS”), this minor modification can be, 
and should be, approved by Staff pursuant to § 1769(a)(2).   

Below is an item by item listing of the information required to be included with this 
request by § 1769, as well as information supporting GWF’s assertion that Staff may approve 
this request pursuant to § 1769(a)(2). 

A. Description of Proposed Project Changes 

Section 1769(a)(1)(A) requires “a complete description of the proposed modification, 
including new language for any conditions that will be affected.”   

First, GWF requests is that the existing trailers remain on site permanently.  The existing 
trailers are a single wide (16’ x 90’) trailerand a double wide (24’x 90’) trailer. Second, GWF 
requests permission to install an additional single wide trailer adjacent to the existing double 
wide trailer.   

Attachment 2 includes a site map with a mark-up showing the existing trailers and the 
proposed new trailer.  No conditions will be affected by this change.   

B. Necessity of Proposed Change 

Section 1769(a)(1)(B) requires “a discussion of the necessity for the proposed 
modifications.” 

The existing office space at GWF Tracy is too small for the existing staff at the plant.  
Personnel are currently doubled up in offices, and administrative space is extremely limited 
given the scope of operations at the facility, making the proposed modifications necessary. 

C. Modification Is Based on Information Not Available During the Certification 
Proceeding 

Section 1769(a)(1)(C) requires “if the modification is based on information that was 
known by the petitioner during the certification proceeding, an explanation why the issue was 
not raised at that time.” 

It was not determined at the time of the certification proceeding that the office space 
would be insufficient.  This was determined during the course of initial operations of the facility 
over the past year. 

D. Modification Is Not Based on New Information That Undermines the Final 
Decision 

Section 1769(a)(1)(D) requires “if the modification is based on new information that 
changes or undermines the assumptions, rationale, findings, or other bases of the final decision, 
an explanation of why the change should be permitted.” 
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Here, the modification is not based on any information that changes any basis of the final 
decision, as the modification requested is minor and would not affect any of the areas analyzed 
in the final decision. 

E. Environmental Impact of Modification 

Section 1769(a)(1)(E) requires “an analysis of the impacts the modification may have on 
the environment and proposed measures to mitigate any significant adverse impacts.”   

There will be no impact on the environment.  The existing single and double wide trailers 
have been in the same location since construction.  The location for the additional single wide 
trailer is where a trailer was previously located during construction.  No disturbance to the soil or 
any other impacts will occur. 

Because the proposed minor modifications will not have a significant effect on the 
environment, this minor modification is allowed to be approved by Staff pursuant to 
§ 1769(a)(2). 

F. Modification’s Impact on LORS Compliance 

Section 1769(a)(1)(F) requires “a discussion of the impact of the modification on the 
facility’s ability to comply with applicable laws, ordinances, regulations, and standards.” 

The modification will have no impact GWF Tracy’s ability to comply with LORS 
because the modification is minor and will not impact operations at GWF Tracy. 

Because the proposed minor modifications will not cause non-compliance or impact the 
facility’s ability to comply with any applicable LORS, this minor modification is allowed to be 
approved by Staff pursuant to § 1769(a)(2). 

G. Modification’s Impact on the Public and Nearby Property Owners 

Sections 1769(a)(1)(G), (H), and (I) require a discussion of how the modification affects 
the public, a list of potentially affected property owners, and the effects on nearby property 
owners, the public, and the parties in the application proceeding. 

 Based on the location of the property owners, the local geography, and existing approved 
plant equipment, visual impact on nearby property owners is minimal to non-existent.  The GWF 
Tracy facility is surrounded completely by a sand colored slatted fence which further minimizes 
the impact of the trailers.   

Attachment 3 shows a list of potentially impacted property owners in the vicinity of the 
GWF Energy Facility in Tracy, CA with a map of the area, a summary of the nearby property 
owners, a map showing the general area surrounding the facility, and images from various 
viewpoints looking at the facility.  The trailers are not visible by residential property owners 
north and east of the facility.   
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H. Conclusion 

GWF requests that the Commission Staff approve a minor modification to the GWF 
Tracy project to allow for the trailers brought in to serve as temporary office space during 
construction to stay permanently, and to also allow the addition of one more trailer for additional 
office space.  As set out above, this request meets the requirements of, and contains all of the 
information required by, Cal. Code Regs. tit. 20, § 1769.   

Additionally, because this minor modification will not affect the environment, not require 
changes to any Condition of Certification, and will not hinder compliance with LORS by GWF 
Tracy, this request meets the requirements of § 1769(a)(2) for Staff approval.  Likewise, GWF 
requests that Staff approve this minor modification request. 

 

DATED: June 9, 2014 Respectfully submitted, 

           /s/ Michael J. Carroll 

___________________________________ 
Michael J. Carroll 
LATHAM & WATKINS LLP 
Counsel to Applicant 
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