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pon
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
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No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
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No. 4 
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ant 
Res
pon
se 
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AIR
-
002 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Air 
Qualit
y 

Hug
hes 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(8) 
(A) 

The 
inform
ation 
neces
sary 
for the 
air 
polluti
on 
control 
district 
where 
the 
project 
is 
locate
d to 
compl
ete a 
Deter
minati
on of 
Compl
iance. 

Shasta 
County 
DEIR, 
Section 
3.3 Air 
Quality 
(TN 
48288-5); 
Shasta 
County 
DEIR, 
Section 
3.10 
Greenhou
se Gas 
Emissions 
(TN 
248288-
12); 
Shasta 
County 
DEIR 
Appendix 
B Air 
Quality 
and 
Greenhou
se Gas 
Emissions 
(TN 
248291-4) 

No 

Backgro
und: 
Emerge
ncy 
Generat
or - The 
project 
would 
utilize a 
268 
horsepo
wer (hp) 
emerge
ncy 
generat
or that 
would 
operate 
for 
testing 
and 
mainten
ance 
purpose
s. The 
emerge
ncy 
generat
or would 
require 
a permit 
to 
operate 
(PTO) 
from the 
Shasta 
County 
AQMD. 
Energy 
Commis
sion 
staff will 
need to 
incorpor
ate 
portions 
of the 
Shasta 
County 
AQMD 
enginee
ring 

5/2
3/2
023 
and 
5-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

An application for an Authority to Construct will 
be submitted to Shasta County AQMD. The 
Applicant will provide a determination of 
completeness once it is available from 
SCAQMD. 

AIR-002 - The 
emergency 
generator will 
require a an 
ATC/PTO from 
the Shasta 
County AQMD. 
Staff will need to 
include the permit 
conditions in our 
EIR. To ensure 
the AQMD has 
everything it 
needs to issue 
the ATC/PTO, 
please provide 
the application 
completeness 
letter from the 
Shasta County 
AQMD. 

The Applicant prepared an application 
for an Authority to Construct for the 
Project's backup generator (TN# 
250951 and 250952). Once the 
Applicant receives the notice that the 
application is complete from the 
Shasta County AQMD, it will be 
provided to CEC. 

This 
item 
remai
ns 
incom
plete. 
Once 
the 
compl
etenes
s 
deter
minati
on has 
been 
provid
ed by 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
AQMD 
the 
item 
will be 
data 
adequ
ate. 

The Applicant has 
provided all the 
information we 
have. The final 
action for this data 
request lies with the 
SCAQMD. 
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evaluati
on and 
PTO 
into its 
EIR. 
Request
: 
Emerge
ncy 
Generat
or - 
Please 
provide 
a 
complet
eness 
determi
nation 
from the 
Shasta 
County 
AQMD 
confirmi
ng that 
the 
district 
has 
everythi
ng it 
needs to 
complet
e its 
review 
of this 
project 
and 
provide 
an 
enginee
ring 
evaluati
on and 
permit 
to 
operate. 

PH-
012 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Public 
Healt
h 

Hug
hes 

App
endi
x B 
(i) 
(3) 

A 
sched
ule 
indicat
ing 
when 
permit

Shasta 
County 
DEIR, 
Section 
3.3 Air 
Quality 

No 

Please 
provide 
a 
schedul
e 
indicatin
g when 

4/3/
202
3 
and 
5-
Jul 
and 

Table of applicable permits, agency contact 
information, and the schedule to obtain legally 
binding enforceable agreement(s) with 
community-based organizations and/or 
permitting entities was submitted on April 3, 
2023 (TN# 249533). 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. The 
status of the 
permit schedules 
was listed as "to 
be determined". 

The Applicant prepared an application 
for an Authority to Construct for the 
Project's backup generator (TN# 
250951 and 250952). Once the 
Applicant receives the notice that the 
application is complete from the 

This 
item 
remai
ns 
incom
plete. 
Once 

The Applicant has 
provided all the 
information we 
have. The final 
action for this data 
request lies with the 
SCAQMD. 
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s 
outsid
e the 
authori
ty of 
the 
Comm
ission 
will be 
obtain
ed and 
the 
steps 
the 
applic
ant 
has 
taken 
or 
plans 
to take 
to 
obtain 
such 
permit
s. 

(TN 
48288-5) 

the 
necessa
ry 
permits 
from the 
Shasta 
County 
AQMD 
will be 
obtained
. 

2-
Aug 

Once the district 
deems the 
application 
complete we can 
identify this as 
data adequate. 

Shasta County AQMD, it will be 
provided to CEC. 

the 
compl
etenes
s 
deter
minati
on has 
been 
provid
ed by 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
AQMD 
the 
item 
will be 
data 
adequ
ate. 

TR
AF-
001 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Traffic 
and 
Trans
portati
on 

Rob
inso
n 
Isla
m 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(1) 

...provi
de a 
discus
sion of 
the 
existin
g site 
conditi
ons, 
the 
expect
ed 
direct, 
indirec
t and 
cumul
ative 
impact
s due 
to the 
constr
uction, 
operati
on and 
mainte
nance 

TN 
248288-
16: DEIR 
Transport
ation; 
Section 
3.14.3.2, 
Pages 
3.14-10 – 
3.14-16  
TN 
248288-
14: DEIR 
Greenhou
se Gas 
Emissions
; Section 
3.10.3.2, 
Pages 
3.10-17 – 
3.14-19 
NOT 
DOCKET
ED:  
Fountain 
Wind 

No 

Please 
expand 
the 
analysis 
of 
Impact 
3.14-2 
Impact 
3.14-2 
of 
Section 
3.14.3 
(Direct 
and 
Indirect 
Effects) 
presents 
the 
analysis 
of the 
project 
relative 
to 
CEQA 
Guidelin
es 

6/1
6/2
023 
and 
10-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

See Section 8.1 of the revised Traffic Study 
(TN# 250644) for a discussion of carpooling 
as a means to reduce construction-related 
VMT. 

Thank you for 
discussing 
potential 
measures for 
reducing 
commute VMT 
during 
construction. The 
acknowledgemen
t that carpooling 
is a viable TDM 
strategy is 
helpful. However, 
quantification of 
the potential 
reduction in VMT 
through 
implementation of 
carpooling should 
be provided. 
 
A table to 
summarize the 
VMT calcualtion 
provided in 
Section 8.1 

See Exhibit 4 of the updated Traffic 
Impact Analysis (TN# 250985). 

Thank 
you 
for 
provin
ding 
the 
inputs 
for the 
VMT 
calcul
ation 
in 
Exhibit 
4. 
Pleas
e 
confir
m the 
total 
VMT 
calcul
ation, 
which 
shows 
4,766,
749. It 

Please see updated 
traffic responses 
(TN# 251461) and 
Traffic Study (TN# 
251464 and 
251463). 
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of the 
project
, the 
measu
res 
propos
ed to 
mitigat
e 
advers
e 
enviro
nment
al 
impact
s of 
the 
project
, the 
effecti
venes
s of 
the 
propos
ed 
measu
res, 
and 
any 
monito
ring 
plans 
propos
ed to 
verify 
the 
effecti
venes
s of 
the 
mitigat
ion.  

Project 
Draft EIR 
Appendix 
H 
(Transport
ation), 
Westwood 
Traffic 
Study, 
Fountain 
Wind 
Power, 
Shasta 
County, 
California, 
February 
11, 2020, 
Page 17 
File was 
obtained 
from the 
following 
site on 
1/30/2023
: 
https://ww
w.shastac
ounty. 
gov/sites/
default/file
s/fileat 
tachments
/planning/
page/3 
361/appe
ndix_h_tra
nsporta 
tion.pdf  

Section 
15064.3
(b), 
which 
relates 
to the 
evaluati
on of a 
project’s 
transpor
tation 
impacts. 
Specific
ally, 
analysis 
using 
vehicle 
miles of 
travel 
(VMT) is 
identifie
d as the 
most 
appropri
ate 
measur
e for the 
analysis 
of 
transpor
tation 
impacts. 
The 
analysis 
of 
Impact 
3.14-2 
relies on 
GHG 
analysis 
in 
Section 
3.10, 
GHG 
Emissio
ns, 
since 
the 
intent of 
SB 743 
is to 
encoura

(Page 15) of the 
revised report 
(TN# 250644) 
should be 
provided to show 
how the VMT 
was calculated. 
Including 
information like 
workdays, 
vehicles, trips, 
and trip length 
will eliminate the 
need for readers 
to have to "back 
into" the 
calcuation. 
 
Similarly, the 
calculation of 
VMT per capita in 
the 4th paragraph 
Section 8.1 
(Page 15) of the 
revised report 
(TN# 250644) 
should identify 
the assumed 
vehicle 
occupancy.  

appea
rs that 
the 
Total 
Aggre
gate 
for 
Comp
action 
Delive
ries 
may 
have 
been 
double 
counte
d. 
 
Howe
ver, 
Exhibit 
4 of 
the 
updat
ed 
Traffic 
Impact 
Analys
is 
(TN# 
25098
5) 
does 
not 
quantif
y the 
potenti
al 
reducti
on in 
VMT 
throug
h 
imple
menta
tion of 
carpo
oling. 
 
Also, 
the 
calcul
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ge land 
use and 
transpor
tation 
planning 
decision
s and 
investm
ents that 
reduce 
VMT, 
thereby 
reducing 
GHG 
emissio
ns. As 
explaine
d in 
Section 
3.14-2, 
absent 
an 
adopted 
VMT 
threshol
d, the 
County 
decided 
to rely 
on an 
establis
hed 
environ
mental 
standar
d that is 
protectiv
e of 
resourc
es of 
legislativ
e 
concern. 
The 
less-
than-
significa
nt 
impact 
finding 
is in part 
a result 

ation 
of 
VMT 
per 
capita 
in the 
4th 
paragr
aph 
Sectio
n 8.1 
(Page 
16) of 
the 
revise
d 
report 
(TN# 
25098
5) 
should 
identif
y the 
assum
ed 
vehicl
e 
occup
ancy. 
It 
appea
rs to 
be 2 
emplo
yees 
per 
vehicl
e. 
Pleas
e 
confro
m and 
updat
e the 
analys
is 
accord
ingly. 
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of a 
potential 
net 
offset of 
annual 
CO2e 
emissio
ns with 
impleme
ntation 
(i.e., 
due to 
ongoing 
power 
generati
on). The 
VMT 
analysis 
demonst
rates 
that the 
project 
will 
result in 
a short-
term 
increase 
in VMT 
during 
construc
tion. 
Howeve
r, no 
discussi
on or 
analysis 
is 
present
ed of 
potential 
TDM 
strategie
s 
(carpooli
ng, 
rideshari
ng, etc) 
or other 
measur
es that 
could be 
impleme
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ant 
Res
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nted to 
reduce 
VMT 
during 
construc
tion, 
although 
identifie
d in 
Appendi
x H, 
Page 
17.  

TR
AF-
004 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Traffic 
and 
Trans
portati
on 

Rob
inso
n 
Isla
m 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(5) 
(C) 
(i) 

Road 
classifi
cation 
and 
design 
capaci
ty; 

TN 
248288-
16: DEIR 
Transport
ation; 
Section 
3.14.1.2 
(Environm
ental 
Setting), 
Page 
3.14-4 
(Table 
3.14-2) 
NOT 
DOCKET
ED: 
Fountain 
Wind 
Project 
Draft EIR 
Appendix 
H 
(Transport
ation), 
Westwood 
Traffic 
Study, 
Fountain 
Wind 
Power, 
Shasta 
County, 
California, 
February 
11, 2020, 
Page 2-3. 
File was 
obtained 

No 

Please 
update 
the 
capaciti
es 
docume
nted in 
Table 
3.14-2. 
The 
hourly 
capaciti
es 
present
ed are 
base 
capacity 
values, 
represe
ntative 
of ideal 
conditio
ns. 
Base 
capaciti
es do 
not 
account 
for the 
impacts 
of heavy 
vehicles
, grades 
or other 
sources 
of 
friction 
that will 
lower 

6/1
6/2
023 
and 
10-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

The capacities have been updated in Table 
1.1 of the revised Traffic Study (TN# 250644) 
as requested. 

Thank you for 
updating the 
capacitiy 
analysis. The 
information 
submitted in 
Table 1.1 of the 
revised report 
(TN# 250644) 
and the technical 
calculation 
provided in 
Appendix D was 
responsive to the 
request. 
 
A description of 
the the 
methodology 
applied and the 
software used to 
complete the 
capacity analysis 
is missing.  

See updated Traffic Impact Analysis 
(TN# 250985). Roadway capacity 
analysis was performed with HCS 
Software for the pre-construction, 
construction, and post-construction 
scenarios. Traffic data collected by 
Caltrans in 2020 and roadway 
characteristics observed from desktop 
review (i.e., speed limit, number and 
width of 
lanes, etc.) were used to calculate 
roadway capacity. Project access 
Level of Service (LOS) methodology 
is described in 
Section 8.2. 

Pleas
e 
descri
be in 
the 
text of 
Sectio
n 8.2 
of the 
updat
ed 
Traffic 
Impact 
Analys
is 
(TN# 
25098
5) 
which 
Highw
ay 
Capac
ity 
Manu
al 
(HCM) 
metho
dologi
es 
were 
applie
d 
using 
the 
Highw
ay 
Capac
ity 
Softw

Please see updated 
traffic responses 
(TN# 251461) and 
Traffic Study (TN# 
251464 and 
251463). 
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from the 
following 
site on 
1/30/2023
: 
https://ww
w.shastac
ounty. 
gov/sites/
default/file
s/fileat 
tachments
/planning/
page/3 
361/appe
ndix_h_tra
nsporta 
tion.pdf 

the 
capacity 
of a 
freeway 
or 
highway 
lane. 

are 
(HSC)
. 

TR
AF-
007 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Traffic 
and 
Trans
portati
on 

Rob
inso
n 
Isla
m 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(5) 
(C) 
(iii) 

Curren
t and 
project
ed 
levels 
of 
servic
e 
before 
project 
develo
pment, 
during 
constr
uction, 
and 
during 
project 
operati
on; 

TN 
248288-
16: DEIR 
Transport
ation; 
Section 
3.14.1.2 
(Environm
ental 
Setting), 
Page 
3.14-3 – 
3.14-4, 
(Table 
3.14-2) 
NOT 
DOCKET
ED: 
Fountain 
Wind 
Project 
Draft EIR 
Appendix 
H 
(Transport
ation), 
Westwood 
Traffic 
Study, 
Fountain 
Wind 
Power, 
Shasta 
County, 

No 

Please 
update 
roadway 
capacity 
and 
intersect
ion 
operatio
ns 
analysis
. As 
outlined 
above, 
the 
roadway 
capacity 
analysis 
was 
conduct
ed using 
base 
capacity 
values 
that do 
not 
account 
for the 
impacts 
of heavy 
vehicles
, grades 
or other 
sources 
of 

6/1
6/2
023 
and 
10-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

The analyses have been revised as 
requested. Results are presented in Table 1.1 
and Appendix D of the revised Traffic Study 
(TN# 250644). 

Please refer to 
response to 
TRAF-004.  

See updated Traffic Impact Analysis 
(TN# 250985). Roadway capacity 
analysis was performed with HCS 
Software for the pre-construction, 
construction, and post-construction 
scenarios. Traffic data collected by 
Caltrans in 2020 and roadway 
characteristics observed from desktop 
review (i.e., speed limit, number and 
width of 
lanes, etc.) were used to calculate 
roadway capacity. Project access 
Level of Service (LOS) methodology 
is described in 
Section 8.2. 

Pleas
e refer 
to 
respo
nse to 
TRAF-
004. 

Please see updated 
traffic responses 
(TN# 251461) and 
Traffic Study (TN# 
251464 and 
251463). 
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Applicant 
Response No. 3 
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Dispo
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Appli
cant 
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onse 
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on 
No. 4 

Ap
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pon
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California, 
February 
11, 2020, 
Page 12-
16 
File was 
obtained 
from the 
following 
site on 
1/30/2023
: 
https://ww
w.shastac
ounty. 
gov/sites/
default/file
s/fileat 
tachments
/planning/
page/3 
361/appe
ndix_h_tra
nsporta 
tion.pdf 

friction 
that will 
lower 
the 
capacity 
of a 
freeway 
or 
highway 
lane. In 
addition, 
the 
analysis 
needs to 
be 
updated 
based 
on new 
traffic 
count 
data. 

LU-
001 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Land 
Use 

Vah
idi 
Ino
uye 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(1) 

...provi
de a 
discus
sion of 
the 
existin
g site 
conditi
ons, 
the 
expect
ed 
direct, 
indirec
t and 
cumul
ative 
impact
s due 
to the 
constr
uction, 
operati
on and 
mainte
nance 
of the 

TN 
248288: 
DEIR 
Forestry 
Resource
s; Section 
3.8.3.2; 
pages 
3.8-3 to 
3.8-4 
TN 
248289-1: 
FEIR Vol 
1; 
Section 
1.2.3.2; 
page 1-16 
TN 
248312: 
Timber 
Conversio
n Permit; 
page 25 
TN 
248322: 
Executive 
Summary 

No 

Please 
provide 
details 
on 
timber 
conversi
on 
activities 
for a 
compre
hensive 
Forestry 
analysis
. The 
DEIR 
Forestry 
Resourc
es 
Section 
3.8 did 
not 
discuss 
the 
direct or 
indirect 
impacts 
associat

6/1/
202
3 
and 
1-
Aug 
and 
2-
Aug 

Timber removal activities are required to install 
the turbines and other project features. 
However, this timber removal would occur with 
or without the project since the project is being 
proposed on land under active timber harvest 
and zoned and permitted for timber 
harvest. As such, timber removal activities are 
part of the baseline conditions. CEQA does 
not require an analysis of a reduction of 
baseline activities unless that reduction would 
itself result in significant environmental 
impacts, which is not the case here.     

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. TN 
250448 
(land_use_fwp_r
esponses) is not 
an adequate 
response to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(1). 
 
Per the Warren-
Alquist Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(1), the 
Applicant must 
“…provide a 
discussion of the 
existing site 
conditions, the 
expected direct, 
indirect and 
cumulative 

Please see analysis presented in 
timber harvest memorandum (TN# 
251438). 
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project
, the 
measu
res 
propos
ed to 
mitigat
e 
advers
e 
enviro
nment
al 
impact
s of 
the 
project
, the 
effecti
venes
s of 
the 
propos
ed 
measu
res, 
and 
any 
monito
ring 
plans 
propos
ed to 
verify 
the 
effecti
venes
s of 
the 
mitigat
ion. 

and 
Project 
Descriptio
n; Section 
4.4.1.2; 
page 9 

ed with 
the 
quantity 
of 
timber 
that 
would 
be 
remove
d, the 
process 
for 
removin
g the 
timber, 
where 
the 
timber 
would 
be 
shipped 
and 
process
ed, and 
site 
treatme
nt 
activities 
followin
g timber 
removal. 
The 
informati
on 
regardin
g 
quantity 
of 
timber 
to be 
remove
d and 
the 
removal/
treatme
nt 
procedu
res was 
not 
included 
in the 
2020 

impacts due to 
the construction, 
operation and 
maintenance of 
the project, the 
measures 
proposed to 
mitigate adverse 
environmental 
impacts of the 
project, the 
effectiveness of 
the proposed 
measures, and 
any monitoring 
plans proposed 
to verify the 
effectiveness of 
the mitigation.” 
 
The proposed 
project would 
introduce a non-
timber production 
land use within a 
County-
designated 
Timber 
Production 
District. Activities 
to prepare the 
site for 
installation of 
wind turbines and 
appurtenant 
infrastructure 
(i.e., timber 
removal and soil 
disturbance) 
would involve 
changes to the 
baseline 
conditions of the 
project site. Per 
CEQA Guidelines 
Section 
15126.2(a), an 
EIR must 
evaluate the 
“...changes in the 
existing physical 
conditions in the 
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DEIR 
Project 
Descript
ion. 
While 
the 
2021 
Timber 
Convers
ion 
Permit 
(TCP) 
included 
addition
al 
details 
on the 
propose
d timber 
conversi
on 
activities
, none 
of these 
specific 
timber-
related 
activities 
were 
analyze
d under 
CEQA 
in the 
2020 
DEIR or 
2021 
FEIR. 
Further
more, 
as 
stated in 
page 25 
of the 
Timberl
and 
Convers
ion 
Permit 
(TCP), 
the 
applican
t did not 

affected area…at 
the time 
environmental 
analysis is 
commenced.” 
The Draft EIR 
Forestry 
Resources 
Section 3.8 did 
not discuss the 
direct or indirect 
impacts 
associated with 
the quantity of 
timber that would 
be removed, the 
process for 
removing the 
timber, where the 
timber would be 
shipped and 
processed, and 
site treatment 
activities 
following timber 
removal. The 
information 
regarding 
quantity of timber 
to be removed 
and the 
removal/treatmen
t procedures was 
not included in 
the 2020 Draft 
EIR Project 
Description. 
 
The specific 
information still 
needed to 
analyze impacts 
to Forestry 
Resources 
includes the 
following: 
--Provide details 
on timber 
conversion 
activities for a 
comprehensive 
Forestry analysis 
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prepare 
an 
analysis 
of 
Timber 
Supply 
Depletio
n for 
consider
ation in 
the 
CEQA 
docume
nt. A 
Timber 
Supply 
Depletio
n 
analysis 
was to 
be 
prepare
d at a 
later 
date as 
part of 
the 
Timber 
Harvest 
Plan 
(THP). 

(i.e., quantity of 
timber that would 
be removed, the 
process for 
removing the 
timber, where the 
timber would be 
shipped and 
processed, and 
site treatment 
activities 
following timber 
removal). 

AIR
-
013 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Air 
Qualit
y 

Hug
hes 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(8) 
(I) (i) 

An 
evalua
tion of 
the 
project
's 
direct 
and 
cumul
ative 
air 
quality 
impact
s, 
consis
ting of: 
A 
screen
ing 
level 
air 

Shasta 
County 
DEIR, 
Section 
3.3 Air 
Quality 
(TN 
48288-5); 
Shasta 
County 
DEIR 
Appendix 
B Air 
Quality 
and 
Greenhou
se Gas 
Emissions 
(TN 
248291- 
4) 

No 

Provide 
the air 
quality 
modelin
g 
analysis 
to 
determi
ne 
construc
tion 
related 
impacts 
consiste
nt with 
the 
revised 
construc
tion 
emissio
n 

23-
Ma
y 
and 
29-
Jun 
and 
28-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Please see updated air quality modeling 
analysis (TN# 250273). 

AIR-013 - The 
response (TN 
250273) provides 
emissions rates 
without an 
evaluation of 
impacts to 
ambient air 
quality. The 
required ambient 
air quality impact 
analysis will 
determine 
downwind 
concentrations of 
criteria pollutants 
during project 
construction 
activities. The 
evaluation will 
compare the 

See response to AIR-010. 

The 
respo
nse is 
insuffi
cient. 
Specifi
cally, 
project 
PM10 
emissi
ons 
during 
constr
uction 
would 
excee
d 
Shast
a 
Count
y 

See air quality 
response memo 
with dispersion 
modeling results 
(TN# 251208). 
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quality 
modeli
ng 
analys
is, or a 
more 
detaile
d 
modeli
ng 
analys
is if so 
desire
d by 
the 
applic
ant, of 
the 
direct 
criteria 
polluta
nt 
impact
s of 
project 
constr
uction 
activiti
es on 
ambie
nt air 
quality 
conditi
ons, 
includi
ng 
fugitiv
e dust 
(PM10
) 
emissi
ons 
from 
gradin
g, 
excav
ation 
and 
site 
disturb
ance, 
as well 

estimate
s and 
assumpt
ions as 
request
ed 
under 
Appendi
x B 
(g)(8)(A) 
require
ments 
above. 
Otherwi
se, 
provide 
a 
detailed 
justificati
on of 
why 
such 
modelin
g isn't 
required 
for this 
project 
based 
on the 
revised 
construc
tion 
emissio
n 
estimate
s and 
assumpt
ions as 
request
ed 
under 
Appendi
x B 
(g)(8)(A) 
require
ments 
above. 

results to the 
California 
Ambient Air 
Quality 
Standards 
(CAAQS) and 
National Ambient 
Air Quality 
Standards 
(NAAQS). 
Applicant may 
choose to use a 
screening model 
(e.g., 
AERSCREEN or 
SCREEN3) or 
refined model 
(e.g., AERMOD). 

AQMD 
thresh
olds of 
signifi
cance. 
Data 
provid
ed 
(TN 
25081
8) 
shows 
PM10 
for 
year 1 
as 
433.1
5 
pound
s per 
day. 
The 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
signifi
cance 
thresh
olds 
are 80 
lb/day 
for 
Level 
A and 
137 
lb/day 
for 
Level 
B. The 
2003 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
protoc
ol 
indicat
es that 
emissi
ons 
excee
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as the 
combu
stion 
emissi
ons 
[nitrog
en 
oxides 
(NOx), 
sulfur 
dioxid
e 
(SO2), 
carbon 
monox
ide 
(CO), 
and 
particu
late 
matter 
less 
than 
10 
micron
s in 
diamet
er 
(PM10
) and 
particu
late 
matter 
less 
than 
2.5 
micron
s in 
diamet
er 
(PM2.
5) 
from 
constr
uction-
related 
equip
ment; 

ding 
the 
thresh
olds 
should 
be 
evalua
ted for 
potenti
al 
violati
on of 
ambie
nt air 
quality 
standa
rds 
using 
disper
sion 
modeli
ng. 
Applic
ant 
may 
choos
e to 
use 
screen
ing 
model
s or a 
refine
d 
analys
is, as 
neede
d.   

AIR
-
014 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett

Air 
Qualit
y 

Hug
hes 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 

A 
screen
ing 
level 

Shasta 
County 
DEIR, 
Section 

No 

Provide 
the air 
quality 
modelin

23-
Ma
y 
and 

Emission calculations for the 268 hp 
emergency generator are included in the 
updated air quality modeling analysis (TN# 
250273). 

AIR-014 - The 
response (TN 
250273) indicates 
that emissions 

See response to AIR-010. 

The 
respo
nse is 
insuffi

See air quality 
response memo 
with dispersion 
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er 
Mat
rix 

(8) 
(I) 
(ii) 

air 
quality 
modeli
ng 
analys
is, or a 
more 
detaile
d 
modeli
ng 
analys
is if so 
desire
d by 
the 
applic
ant, of 
the 
direct 
criteria 
polluta
nt 
(NOx, 
SO2, 
CO, 
PM10, 
and 
PM2.5
) 
impact
s on 
ambie
nt air 
quality 
conditi
ons of 
the 
project 
during 
typical 
(norm
al) 
operati
on, 
and 
during 
shutdo
wn 
and 
startup 
modes 

3.3 Air 
Quality 
(TN 
48288-5); 
Shasta 
County 
DEIR 
Appendix 
B Air 
Quality 
and 
Greenhou
se Gas 
Emissions 
(TN 
248291- 
4) 

g 
analysis 
for the 
readines
s testing 
and 
mainten
ance of 
the 268 
hp 
emerge
ncy 
generat
or.  
Otherwi
se, 
provide 
a 
detailed 
justificati
on of 
why 
such 
modelin
g isn't 
required 
for this 
project. 
Includin
g a 
descripti
on of 
the 
engine 
location 
on the 
site, the 
distance 
to 
sensitiv
e 
receptor
s, etc. 

29-
Jun 
and 
28-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

during typical 
operation will be 
much lower than 
those during 
project 
construction 
activities. The 
applicant may 
evaluate impacts 
to ambient air 
quality during 
construction 
activities 
(Request AIR-
013) and discuss 
why additional 
modeling may not 
be necessary for 
charactrizing the 
impacts of typcial 
operation. 

cient. 
The 
respo
nse 
should 
provid
e a 
detaile
d 
justific
ation 
of why 
disper
sion 
modeli
ng 
isn't 
requir
ed for 
typical 
operat
ion of 
the 
project
, 
includi
ng 
scenar
ios of 
emerg
ency 
genrat
or 
use.  

modeling results 
(TN# 251208). 
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of 
operati
on. 
Identif
y and 
includ
e in 
the 
modeli
ng of 
each 
operati
ng 
mode 
the 
estima
ted 
maxim
um 
emissi
ons 
rates 
and 
the 
assum
ed 
meteo
rologic
al 
conditi
ons; 

CU
L-
003 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Cultur
al 
Reso
urces 

De
Oliv
eira 
Hat
hew
ay 
Roa
rk 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(2) 
(B) 

The 
results 
of a 
literatu
re 
search 
to 
identif
y 
cultura
l 
resour
ces 
within 
an 
area 
not 
less 
than a 
1-mile 
radius 

Stantec 
Consultin
g Services 
(Stantec), 
2019. 
Fountain 
Wind 
Energy 
Project 
Cultural 
Resource
s Phase 1 
Inventory 
of 4,463 
Acres, 
Shasta 
County, 
California. 
Prepared 
for 
Fountain 

No 

Provide 
a copy 
of the 
Northea
st 
Informat
ion 
Center 
request 
letter, 
USGS 
7.5' 
quadran
gle map 
of the 
literatur
e search 
area 
delineati
ng the 
areas of 

29-
Jun 
and 
31-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

A records search at the Northeast Information 
Center (NEIC) of the California Historic 
Resources Information System (CHRIS) was 
conducted by NEIC personnel on September 
13, 2017 (NEIC File No. D17-150) to obtain 
and review previous cultural resource records, 
cultural resource studies, and any additional 
documentation pertaining to properties located 
within a 0.25-mile extent of the Survey Area. 
Full reports were requested as IC File #NE23-
64. In addition, a supplemental record search 
of the Project Site and a 1-mile buffer was 
initiated on May 16, 2023. The results are 
discussed in the updated Cultural Resources 
Phase I Inventory Section 7.1 and Appendix B, 
Tables 1 and 2 
(“rpt_ftnwind_cul_resources_jun2023_compile
d_Part1” through “_Part4”) and Section 3.3 of 
the Historical Resources Evaluation Report 
(HRER) 
(“fwp_rpt_hrer_submittal_final_compiled”). Up

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. 
Please provide a 
map showing the 
record search 
results 
(previously 
recorded 
resources and 
previous studies) 
as outlined in 
Appendix B. 

See updated figures (CUL-
003_CUL2-02) docketed 7/31/2023. 
TN number not yet posted because of 
confidentiality. 
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aroun
d the 
project 
site 
and 
not 
less 
that 
than 
one-
quarte
r 
(0.25) 
mile 
on 
each 
side of 
the 
linear 
facilitie
s. 
Identif
y any 
cultura
l 
resour
ces 
listed 
pursua
nt to 
ordina
nce by 
a city 
or 
county 
or 
recogn
ized 
by any 
local 
histori
cal or 
archae
ologic
al 
societ
y or 
museu
m. 
Literat
ure 
search

Wind LLC. 
December 
2019. 
Section 
6.1 
CHRIS 
Record 
Search 
Results, 
pp. 2, 15, 
18, 
Appendix 
B 
DEIR, p. 
3.6-6 
Cultural 
Report 
Author 
Qualificati
ons 
Confidenti
al 
Appendix 
C: DPR 
Forms 

all past 
surveys 
and 
noting 
the 
CHRIS 
identifyi
ng 
number, 
and 
respons
e letter. 
Describ
e efforts 
to 
identify 
any 
cultural 
resourc
es listed 
or 
recogniz
ed by a 
city, 
county, 
or local 
historica
l and 
archaeol
ogical 
societie
s or 
museum
s. 
Provide 
copies 
of 
Californi
a 
Departm
ent of 
Parks 
and 
Recreati
on 
(DPR) 
523 
forms 
(Title 14 
CCR 
section 
4853) 

dated records search, DPRs, and reports are 
provided (filenames with “NEIC” and “DPR”). 
Regarding  efforts to identify any cultural 
resources listed or recognized by a city, 
county, or local historical and archaeological 
societies or museums, Shasta County does 
not maintain a historic register nor do the 
communities on Round Mountain and Burney. 
An electronic search of the online database of 
the Shasta Historical Society did not identify 
any relevant resources. 
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Response No. 3 
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sition 
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Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

es to 
identif
y the 
above 
cultura
l 
resour
ces 
must 
be 
compl
eted 
by, or 
under 
the 
directi
on of, 
individ
uals 
who 
meet 
the 
Secret
ary of 
the 
Interio
r’s 
Profes
sional 
Stand
ards 
for the 
techni
cal 
area 
addres
sed. 
Copie
s of 
Califor
nia 
Depart
ment 
of 
Parks 
and 
Recre
ation 
(DPR) 
523 
forms 
(Title 

shall be 
provided 
for all 
cultural 
resourc
es 
(ethnogr
aphic, 
architect
ural, 
historica
l, and 
archaeol
ogical) 
identifie
d in the 
literatur
e 
search. 
Provide 
copies 
of all 
technica
l reports 
whose 
survey 
coverag
e is 
wholly 
or partly 
within 
.25 mile 
of the 
area 
surveye
d for the 
project. 
These 
reports 
are 
listed in 
Appendi
x B, 
Table 1, 
of the 
Administ
rative 
Draft of 
the 
Fountai
n Wind 
Energy 
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14 
CCR 
sectio
n 
4853) 
shall 
be 
provid
ed for 
all 
cultura
l 
resour
ces 
(ethno
graphi
c, 
archite
ctural, 
histori
cal, 
and 
archae
ologic
al) 
identifi
ed in 
the 
literatu
re 
search 
as 
being 
45 
years 
or 
older 
or of 
except
ional 
import
ance 
as 
define
d in 
the 
Nation
al 
Regist
er 
Bulleti
n 

Project 
Cultural 
Resourc
es 
Phase 1 
Inventor
y of 
4,463 
Acres 
dockete
d report. 
Provide 
copies 
of 
previous 
studies 
that 
report 
on any 
archaeol
ogical 
excavati
ons or 
architect
ural 
surveys 
within 
the 
literatur
e search 
area (1 
mile 
buffer 
from 
project 
site). 
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Guidel
ines, 
(36CF
R60.4(
g)). A 
copy 
of the 
USGS 
7.5' 
quadr
angle 
map of 
the 
literatu
re 
search 
area 
deline
ating 
the 
areas 
of all 
past 
survey
s and 
noting 
the 
Califor
nia 
Histori
cal 
Resou
rces 
Inform
ation 
Syste
m 
(CHRI
S) 
identif
ying 
numbe
r shall 
be 
provid
ed. 
Copie
s also 
shall 
be 
provid
ed of 
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Disp
ositi
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plic
ant 
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pon
se 
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5 

all 
techni
cal 
report
s 
whose 
survey 
covera
ge is 
wholly 
or 
partly 
within 
.25 
mile of 
the 
area 
survey
ed for 
the 
project 
under 
sectio
n 
(g)(2)(
C), or 
which 
report 
on any 
archae
ologic
al 
excav
ations 
or 
archite
ctural 
survey
s 
within 
the 
literatu
re 
search 
area. 

CU
L2-
02 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Atta
chm

Cultur
al 
Reso
urces 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

Not 
spec
ified 

The 
origina
l 
record 
search 
condu
cted 

Not 
specified No 

This 
data 
request 
is made 
in 
addition 
to 

29-
Jun 
and 
31-
Jul 
and 

See response to CUL-003. 

The information 
subitted is 
incomplete. 
Please provide a 
map showing the 
record search 
results 

See updated figures (CUL-
003_CUL2-02) docketed 7/31/2023. 
TN number not yet posted because of 
confidentiality. 

            



Dat
a 
Req
ues
t 
Ide
ntifi
er 

Req
ues
t 
Sou
rce 

Topic 
Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
And 
Section 
Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
tion 
of 
Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
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Appli
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Resp
onse 
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Disp
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on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

ent 
B 

by 
Stante
c was 
for a 
0.25-
mile 
area 
surrou
nding 
the 
origina
l 
project 
site. 
Curren
t CEC 
guideli
nes 
requir
e that 
cultura
l 
docum
entatio
n shall 
includ
e the 
results 
of a 
record 
search 
within 
an 
area 
not 
less 
than a 
1-mile 
radius 
aroun
d the 
project 
site 
and 
not 
less 
that 
than 
one-
quarte
r 
(0.25) 

previous
ly 
request
ed 
informati
on in the 
Data 
Adequa
cy 
Worksh
eet. If 
Stantec 
staff 
determi
ne that 
the 
original 
records 
search 
boundar
ies are 
inadequ
ate, 
then 
Stantec 
shall 
conduct 
a new 
records 
search 
within 
an area 
not less 
than a 
1-mile 
radius 
around 
the 
project 
site and 
not less 
that 
than 
one-
quarter 
(0.25) 
mile on 
each 
side of 
the 
linear 
facilities 

2-
Aug 

(previously 
recorded 
resources and 
previous studies). 
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mile 
on 
each 
side of 
the 
linear 
facilitie
s. 
CEC 
staff is 
unable 
to 
deter
mine 
wheth
er the 
origina
l 
record
s 
search
covers 
the 
curren
t 
project 
site as 
no 
Northe
ast 
Inform
ation 
Center 
reques
t letter 
and 
USGS 
7.5’ 
map 
has 
been 
provid
ed, 
and no 
USGS 
7.5’ 
map 
clearly 
deline
ating 
the 
locatio

in 
accorda
nce with 
CEC 
regulatio
ns, and 
provide 
all new 
docume
nts, 
reports, 
and site 
records 
for 
review. 
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n of 
the 
project 
site 
has 
been 
provid
ed. 
The 
curren
t 
project 
site is 
known 
to be 
smalle
r than 
the 
origina
l 
project 
site, 
and it 
is 
unders
tood 
that 
Stante
c is 
evalua
ting 
wheth
er or 
not the 
origina
l 
record
s 
search 
bound
ary 
entirel
y 
covers 
the 
curren
t 
project 
site. 

MO
R-
026 

Defi
cien
cy 

Mand
atory 
Opt-in 

Vah
idi 
Alle

Cal. 
Cod
e 

A 
discus
sion of 

TN 
248322: 
Executive 

No 
Permit 
Schedul
e. The 

3-
Apr 
and 

Table of applicable permits, agency contact 
information, and the schedule to obtain legally 
binding enforceable agreement(s) with 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. TN 

During the original CEQA process 
with Shasta County, the Applicant had 
multiple discussions with CDFW and 
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Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Requi
reme
nts 

n 
Ino
uye 
Kau
fma
n 
Ker
r 
Hug
hes 

Reg
s., 
tit. 2, 
§ 
187
7(d) 

wheth
er the 
applic
ant 
has 
submit
ted 
any 
local, 
state, 
or 
federal 
permit 
applic
ations. 
For 
any 
requir
ed 
permit 
that 
has 
not yet 
been 
submit
ted to 
the 
releva
nt 
state 
agenc
y, 
includ
e a 
plan 
for 
submit
ting 
the 
applic
ation 
and 
any 
discus
sions 
that 
have 
occurr
ed 
with 
the 
state 

Summary 
and 
Project 
Descriptio
n; Section 
5 (Project 
Permits), 
Table 3 
(List of 
Potential 
Permits 
and 
Status), 
pgs. 16 to 
17 

“List of 
Potentia
l 
Permits 
and 
Status” 
provided 
in Table 
3 does 
not 
identify 
the 
steps 
involved 
or the 
schedul
e for 
obtainin
g the 
permits 
that are 
outside 
the 
authority 
of the 
commis
sion.  
 
Please 
provide 
the 
followin
g: 1. 
Provide 
the 
schedul
e for 
obtainin
g 
permits. 

27-
Jun 
and 
2-
Aug 

community-based organizations and/or 
permitting entities was submitted on April 3, 
2023 (TN# 249533). 

249533 (Data 
Response 1 - 
Permit Table and 
Schedule) is not 
an adequate 
response to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation Cal. 
Code Regs., tit. 
2, § 1877(d). 
 
Per the Warren-
Alquist Act Siting 
Regulation Cal. 
Code Regs., tit. 
2, § 1877(d), “For 
any required 
permit that has 
not yet been 
submitted to the 
relevant state 
agency, include a 
plan for 
submitting the 
application and 
any discussions 
that have 
occurred with the 
state agency with 
authority over the 
project.” 
 
The specific 
information still 
needed is: 
--Discussions 
that have 
occurred with the 
State agencies 
(e.g., California 
Department of 
Fish and Wildlife) 
with permitting 
authority over the 
project. 
--Plan for 
submitting each 
required permit 
application. 

submitted an application for a Lake 
and Streambed Alteration Agreement 
(TN# 248329-2). Under the Warren-
Alquist Act, the CEC jurisdiction 
supersedes CDFW's otherwise 
applicable permitting authority. 
Therefore, since filing the Opt-in 
Application, the Applicant has not had 
further discussions with CDFW and 
does not plan to submit any 
applications to CDFW. The Applicant 
plans to submit an application for a 
back-up generator to the SCAQMD by 
July 1, 2023. For permits from the 
RWQCB, the Applicant is in the 
process of preparing permit 
applications for Section 401/Porter-
Cologne and plans to submit by the 
end of July, 2023. 
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agenc
y with 
authori
ty over 
the 
project
. 

PO-
018 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Proje
ct 
Overv
iew 

Sal
yph
one 
Ng 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(b) 
(2) 
(A) 

Maps 
at a 
scale 
of 
1:24,0
00 (or 
appro
priate 
map 
scale 
agree
d to by 
staff) 
of 
each 
propos
ed 
transm
ission 
line 
route, 
showi
ng the 
settled 
areas, 
parks, 
recrea
tional 
areas, 
scenic 
areas, 
and 
existin
g 
transm
ission 
lines 
within 
one 
mile of 
the 
propos
ed 
route(
s); 

TN 
248297-2: 
CEQA 
Initial 
Study 
Figure 2 

No 

Not to 
the 
scale of 
1:24,00
0 and 
no 
settled 
areas, 
parks, 
recreati
onal 
areas, 
scenic 
areas 
are 
shown. 

5/1
1/2
023 
and 
2-
Aug 

The Project does not propose to construct any 
new high voltage transmission lines. By 
definition, Transmission lines are electric lines 
capable of carrying high voltage electricity, 
greater than 69kV. The project proposes new 
34.5 kV collection lines that would be both 
overhead and underground. Collection lines 
would run from turbine to turbine and would tie 
all of the turbines into the Project substation. A 
map is provided in (TN# 250101) of the settled 
areas, parks, recreational areas, and existing 
transmission lines within one mile of the 
proposed overhead collector line.  

The response is 
inconsistent with 
the Project 
Description 
(dated July 10, 
2023) and 
inconsistent with 
the California ISO 
LGIA and the 
Appendix A - 
Q1106 Queue 
Clluster 8 Phase 
II Study. Please 
resubmit 
response. 

The Fountain Wind Substation is sited 
directly adjacent to the proposed 
Switching Station and Point of 
Interconnection, which is accurately 
referenced in the Project Description 
and previously provided 
KMZs. Fountain Wind will finance, 
design, engineer, procure and 
construct the required Switching 
Station, consistent with the LGIA.  A 
2-mile generation tie-line is NOT 
required by the Project. It appears the 
Cluster 8 Phase II Study references a 
proxy substation location for the 
Figure 1-2 Drawing. The 
inconsistency is irrelevant to the 
results of the study, and the Project 
Description should be referenced for 
the accurate location information. 
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TS
D-
05 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Trans
missi
on 
Syste
m 
Desig
n 

Ng 
Hes
ters 

App
endi
x B 
(b) 
(2) 
(E) 

A 
compl
eted 
Syste
m 
Impact 
Study 
or 
signed 
Syste
m 
Impact 
Study 
Agree
ment 
with 
the 
Califor
nia 
Indepe
ndent 
Syste
m 
Operat
or and 
proof 
of 
payme
nt. 
When 
not 
conne
cting 
to the 
Califor
nia 
Indepe
ndent 
Syste
m 
Operat
or 
control
led 
grid, 
provid
e the 
execut
ed 
Syste
m 
Impact 

Interconn
ection 
Memo 

No 

Provide 
the 
Californi
a ISO 
Cluster 
Studies. 
Provide 
the most 
recent 
Californi
a ISO 
reasses
sment 
docume
ntation. 
Provide 
the 
execute
d Large 
Generat
or 
Intercon
nection 
Agreem
ent and 
any 
subsequ
ent 
Californi
a ISO 
docume
ntation 
related 
to and 
required 
for the 
intercon
nection 
of the 
project. 
If these 
docume
nts 
indicate 
the 
project 
would 
cause 
transmis
sion line 
overload
s which 

2-
Jun 
and 
21-
Jun 
and 
31-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Requested documentation provided (TN# 
pending as of 29-Jun because of 
confidentiality) 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. 
Please provide 
the entire 
California ISO 
Cluster 8 Phase 
II PG&E North 
Interconnection 
Area Study 
Report including 
all the appendix 
and attachments. 

See confidential submittal docketed 
7/31/2023. TN number not yet posted 
because of confidentiality. 
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Study 
agree
ment 
and 
proof 
of 
payme
nt to 
the 
interco
nnecti
ng 
utility. 
 
If the 
interco
nnecti
on and 
operati
on of 
the 
propos
ed 
project 
will 
likely 
impact 
an 
transm
ission 
syste
m that 
is not 
control
led by 
the 
interco
nnecti
ng 
utility 
(or 
Califor
nia 
Indepe
ndent 
Syste
m 
Operat
or), 
provid
e 
eviden

might 
require 
transmis
sion line 
recondu
ctoring 
or other 
significa
nt 
downstr
eam 
transmis
sion 
upgrade
s, a 
general 
CEQA 
analysis 
of these 
facilities 
will be 
required
. 
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ce of a 
Syste
m 
Impact 
Study 
or 
agree
ment 
and 
proof 
of 
payme
nt 
(when 
applic
able) 
with/to 
the 
impact
ed 
transm
ission 
owner 
or 
provid
e 
eviden
ce that 
there 
are no 
syste
m 
impact
s 
requiri
ng 
mitigat
ion. 

VIS-
01 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Visual 
Reso
urces 

Cla
yto
n 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(1) 

...provi
de a 
discus
sion of 
the 
existin
g site 
conditi
ons, 
the 
expect
ed 
direct, 
indirec

TN 
248288-4: 
DEIR 
Visual 
Resource
s Sections 
3.2.2.1 
Study 
Area, 
3.2.2.2 
Environm
ental 
Setting, 
3.2.4.2 

No 

• The 
current 
impact 
analysis 
address
es the 
previous 
project 
and 
must be 
revised 
to 
address 
the 

2-
Ma
y 
and 
9-
Jun 
and 
28-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

 
The KOPs provide the vehicle by which 
existing and proposed conditions are 
representatively discussed in the VIA and EIR. 
The seven KOP locations were prevoiusly 
identified and selected based on coordination 
with Shasta County, the lead agency for the 
Project during development of materials to 
support the CEQA analysis. Changes will be 
made to the set of KOPs as follows. Included 
below are references to: updated viewshed 
figures, high-resolution JPEG images of 
existing simulations, and figures showing the 
comparative effects between the project as 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. The 
specific 
information still 
needed includes 
the following: 
- Impact analysis 
that addresses 
the current 
project from all 
final KOPs. 
- Addition of an 
augmented KOP 

Please see visual resources 
addendum (TN# 250566 and 
250567). 

The 
inform
ation 
submit
ted is 
incom
plete. 
The 
specifi
c 
inform
ation 
still 
neede

Please see updated 
visual resources 
report (TN# 
251199), which is 
intended to replace 
the previous 
submittal. New 
simulations (KOPs 6 
and 7 existing + 
proposed) and 
revised simulations 
(KOP 2, KOP 4b, 
and KOP 5b) have 
been submitted via 
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t and 
cumul
ative 
impact
s due 
to the 
constr
uction, 
operati
on and 
mainte
nance 
of the 
project
, the 
measu
res 
propos
ed to 
mitigat
e 
advers
e 
enviro
nment
al 
impact
s of 
the 
project
, the 
effecti
venes
s of 
the 
propos
ed 
measu
res, 
and 
any 
monito
ring 
plans 
propos
ed to 
verify 
the 
effecti
venes
s of 
the 

Direct and 
Indirect 
Effects of 
the 
Project, 
and 3.2.5 
Cumulativ
e Impacts 
TN 
248320-
10: 
Shadow 
Flicker 
Rev. 2 
TN 
248320-
13: Visual 
Resource
s 
Technical 
Report 
Rev. 2, 
Sections 
2.2  
Setting, 
4.0 
Affected 
Environm
ent, 5.0 
Results 
and 
Discussio
n, and 5.4 
Potential 
Mitigation 
TN 
248330-2: 
Project 
Refineme
nt Memo, 
Section 
2.6 Visual 
Resource
s and 3.0 
Conclusio
ns 

currently 
propose
d 
project. 
• The 
selected 
seven 
KOPs 
are 
inadequ
ate to 
support 
the 
present 
analysis 
and 
must be 
revised/
augmen
ted. 
Specific
ally: 
o Of the 
original 
seven 
KOPs, 
only two 
(KOPs 1 
and 2) 
are 
close 
enough 
to the 
project 
such 
that 
turbines 
could be 
perceive
d. A 
better 
balance 
of 
distant 
and 
proximal 
viewing 
location
s needs 
to be 
represe
nted in 

proposed in the DEIR and as revised and 
submitted to the Shasta County Board of 
Supervisors on 9/13/21 
(Fig6_fountain_wind_sims_091321 [TN# 
249950-3])), all of which were submitted via 
Kitework on May 2, 2023: 
 - KOP 1: Remove from set. 
 - KOP 2: Retain. Please see 9/13/21 BOS Fig 
6-2D, which indicates that the most proximate 
/ visible turbines remain within the field of view 
shown here. Please also see high-resolution 
JPEG of simulation for KOP 2 
(KOP2c_FtnWind_BOS_Sept2021-revised). 
 - KOP 3: Supplement. A second simulation 
will be produced showing the view centered to 
the east-southeast from KOP 3. 9/13/21 BOS 
Fig 6-3D indicates that additional turbines 
would be visible. (See KOP3cFTNWind_BOS-
Sept2021-revised) 
 - KOP 4: Add view from closer east-west 
stretch of SR299, per CEC request. Turbines 
would be visible in direct views of short 
duration; show in deference to disclosure. 
Simulation may also demonstrate extent to 
which new / expanded roads would be visible. 
(See KOP4c_FtnWind_BOS-Sept2021-
revised) 
 - KOP 5: Retain as representative of viewer 
experience from Burney. The town of Burney 
is moderately to heavily forested in its 
downtown and in areas along / south of SR 
299. The northern segment of the town 
consists mainly of rural residences and small 
ranches. Where absence of forested areas 
would allow for unobstructed line-of-sight 
toward the proposed project, views would 
appear to represent private residences or 
otherwise less developed conditions than the 
community center / gathering place views this 
KOP was selected to represent. (See 
KOP5c_FtnWind_BOS-Sept2021-revised) 
 - KOP 6: Retain. Please see high-resolution 
JPEG (KOP6c_FtnWind_BOS-Sept2021-
revised) 
 - KOP 7: Retain. Please see high-resolution 
JPEG (KOP7c_FtnWind_BOS-Sept2021-
revised) 
 
Full-page, color photographs of the existing 
views and visual simulations (as included in 
the DEIR and provided as supplement to the 
Shasta County Board of Supervisors in 

analysis and 
additional 
simulation for the 
expanded KOP 3 
frame of view. 
- Replacement of 
KOP 4 with a 
new location with 
analysis and 
simulation. 
- Findings of 
additional field 
review to 
determine 
feasibility of a 
second KOP (5b 
for residential 
area) in the 
community of 
Burney. 
- Narrative 
description of the 
location and 
visibility (or lack 
there of) of areas 
to be subjected to 
road widening 
and/or landscape 
clearing. 
- Description of 
night lighting 
proposed to be 
used on the site 
along with any 
proposed night 
lighting control 
measures to be 
employed to 
minimize off-site 
night lighting 
visual impacts. 
- Revisions to 
Table VIS-06 
including turbine 
heights in feet, 
total height from 
base to the hub, 
and the total 
height from the 
base to the blade 
tip. 
- Submittal of all 

d 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
• For 
KOPs 
6 (Pit 
River 
Overlo
ok) 
and 7 
(Reddi
ng), 
provid
e the 
high 
resolut
ion 
graphi
cs 
compa
rable 
to 
what 
has 
been 
submit
ted for 
KOPs 
2 
throug
h 5b. 
It was 
not 
the 
intent 
of 
previo
us 
CEC 
directi
on to 
drop 
KOPs 
6 and 
7 but 
to 
augm
ent 
them. 
• For 

Kiteworks (TN# 
251200). Updated 
Table VIS-06 
includes dimensions 
for the O&M 
building and 
temporary concrete 
batch plants (TN# 
251196). 
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mitigat
ion. 

the 
selectio
n of 
KOPs in 
order to 
accurate
ly 
characte
rize 
Aestheti
cs 
impacts 
on 
public 
views. 
For 
example
, a 
portion 
of the B 
turbine 
string is 
within 
one mile 
of SR 
299. 
That 
segment 
of SR 
299 and 
may be 
an 
appropri
ate 
location 
for a 
represe
ntative 
KOP if 
project 
visibility 
can be 
demonst
rated. 
o Under 
the 
currently 
propose
d project 
design, 
KOP 1 
is no 

September 2021) were submitted via 
Kiteworks on May 2, 2023 (See KOP files 
"EXISTING" and "DEIRproposed"). 
 
With the exception of the two access points 
along SR 299, road widening required by the 
project would be limited to areas within the 
project footprint and likely not prominently 
visible from SR 299 or other publicly 
accessible points due to obstruction from 
roadside vegetation.   
 
The Applicant will coordinate with FAA to 
establish the type and amount of night lighting 
required for the Project. This information is not 
known at present. As agreed in 
communication with CEC on 4/13/23, the 
Applicant will provide a reasonable timeline for 
when CEC would receive final night lighting 
plans. 

images in full-
page, high 
resolution format 

each 
of the 
KOPs 
(2 
throug
h 7), 
add a 
full-
page, 
high-
resolut
ion, 
existin
g-view 
image 
to 
accom
pany 
the 
provid
ed full-
page, 
high-
resolut
ion 
simula
tion. 
•For 
each 
KOP 
view 
orient
ation 
inset 
map, 
please 
indicat
e 
(color 
code) 
which 
specifi
c 
turbin
es are 
visible 
in 
each 
of the 
simula
tions. 
• 



Dat
a 
Req
ues
t 
Ide
ntifi
er 

Req
ues
t 
Sou
rce 

Topic 
Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
And 
Section 
Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
tion 
of 
Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
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longer 
orientat
ed 
toward 
the 
project 
and 
must 
either 
be 
reorient
ed or 
replaced 
such 
that the 
project 
is visible 
in the 
frame of 
view. 
• The 
visual 
simulati
ons 
provided 
to 
support 
the 
impact 
analysis 
are 
inadequ
ate in 
terms of 
quality, 
content, 
and 
format 
and 
must be 
revised 
and/or 
o The 
resolutio
n of the 
provided 
images 
is so low 
that the 
turbines 
describe
d in the 

Sectio
n 5 of 
the 
Adden
dum 
descri
bes 
KOP 
4b as 
viewin
g from 
eastbo
und 
SR 
299. 
Pleas
e 
verify 
if this 
is a 
typo 
and 
the 
view is 
from 
westb
ound 
SR 
299. 
• 
Sectio
n 2.1 
states 
that 
securit
y 
lightin
g at 
gates 
would 
be 
"...shi
elded 
and 
down
ward-
facing 
to the 
extent 
practic
able 
and 
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text and 
captions 
as being 
visible 
are 
minimall
y 
discerni
ble. 
o In 
some 
simulati
ons, the 
color of 
the 
turbines 
does not 
appear 
as bright 
(white) 
as one 
would 
expect 
for 
turbines 
not 
being 
backlit 
by the 
sun. 
This 
artificiall
y 
reduces 
structur
e 
visibility. 
o Full-
page, 
color 
photogr
aphs of 
the 
existing 
views 
and 
visual 
simulati
ons of 
the 
propose
d project 

would 
be 
motion
- 
activat
ed 
where 
possib
le." 
Pleas
e 
clarify 
the 
locatio
n of 
the 
gates 
(e.g., 
at the 
acces
s 
points 
along 
SR 
299?), 
and if 
the 
refere
nced 
gates 
are, in 
fact, at 
SR 
299, 
please 
elabor
ate 
the 
extent 
to 
which 
this 
lightin
g 
would 
be 
visible 
to 
travele
rs on 
SR 
299 
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at life-
size 
scale 
(when 
the 
picture 
is held 
10 
inches 
from the 
viewer’s 
eyes) 
have not 
been 
provided 
as 
required 
in the 
Siting 
Regulati
ons 
Appendi
x B (g) 
(6) (F) 
and 
must be 
submitte
d. 
• The 
DEIR 
acknowl
edges 
that 
vegetati
on 
cleared 
corridor
s may 
be 
detectab
le in 
long 
distance 
views 
and 
states 
that 
minimal 
visual 
contrast 
would 
result. 

and 
what 
mitigat
ion 
control 
measu
res 
would 
be 
imple
mente
d. 
• The 
last 
paragr
aph in 
the 
discus
sion of 
KOP 
4b 
states 
that 
"Any 
night 
lightin
g 
would 
be 
highly 
visible 
from 
this 
locatio
n." It 
also 
states 
"Road
side 
vegeta
tion 
would 
partiall
y or 
compl
etely 
block 
visibilit
y of 
light 
from 
adjace
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Howeve
r, there 
is no 
analysis 
or 
simulati
ons to 
support 
this 
conclusi
on. 
Therefor
e, an 
evaluati
on of 
the 
consider
able 
vegetati
on 
clearanc
e that is 
propose
d for the 
Overhea
d 
Collecto
r 
Corridor
s and 
for Road 
Widenin
g shall 
be 
provided
. If any 
in-line 
views of 
a 
cleared 
linear 
corridor 
are 
visible 
from a 
public 
vantage 
point, a 
represe
ntative 
KOP 
shall be 

nt 
segme
nts." 
Pleas
e 
clarify 
the 
source
(s) of 
the 
refere
nced 
light 
and 
identif
y the 
propo
sed 
control 
measu
res. 
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establis
hed, 
and a 
simulati
on shall 
be 
prepare
d. 
* 
Propose
d night 
lighting 
at the 
project 
site is 
insuffici
ently 
describe
d to 
support 
the 
stated 
conclusi
on that 
lighting 
impacts 
would 
be less 
than 
significa
nt. All 
propose
d 
lighting 
with the 
potential 
to be 
viewed 
by the 
public 
beyond 
the 
project 
boundar
y must 
be 
describe
d and 
mapped
. 
Further, 
lighting 
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mitigatio
n 
measur
es need 
to be 
identifie
d where 
night 
lighting 
has the 
potential 
to be 
viewed 
by the 
public. 
In those 
cases, a 
night 
lighting 
mitigatio
n plan 
shall be 
provided
. 

VIS-
08 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Visual 
Reso
urces 

Cla
yto
n 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(6) 
(F) 

i)    Pr
ovide: 
full-
page 
color 
photog
raphic 
reprod
uction
s of 
the 
existin
g site, 
and 
full-
page 
color 
simula
tions 
of the 
propos
ed 
project 
at life-
size 
scale 
when 
the 

TN 
248320-
13: Visual 
Resource
s 
Technical 
Report 
Rev. 2 
TN 
248330-2: 
Project 
Refineme
nt Memo, 
Figures 
5a, 5b, 
and 5d 
through 
5g 

No 

o The 
visual 
simulati
ons 
provided 
to 
support 
the 
impact 
analysis 
are 
inadequ
ate in 
terms of 
quality, 
content, 
and 
format 
and 
must be 
revised 
and/or 
replaced 
to 
correct 
the 
followin
g 

2-
Ma
y 
and 
9-
Jun 
and 
28-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Full-page, color photographs of the existing 
views and visual simulations (as included in 
the DEIR and provided as supplement to the 
Shasta County Board of Supervisors in 
September 2021) provided via Kiteworks on 
May 2, 2023. 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. The 
specific 
information still 
needed includes 
the following: 
- Full-page, color 
photographs of 
the existing views 
and visual 
simulations for all 
new and revised 
or augmented 
KOPs including 
KOP 3 
(augmented), 
KOP 4 (to be 
replaced), and 
KOP 5 (if an 
additional 
viewpoint is 
added in Burney). 

Please see visual resources 
addendum (TN# 250566 and 
250567). 

The 
inform
ation 
submit
ted is 
incom
plete. 
The 
specifi
c 
inform
ation 
still 
neede
d 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
• For 
KOPs 
6 (Pit 
River 
Overlo
ok) 
and 7 
(Reddi
ng), 

Please see updated 
visual resources 
report (TN# 
251199), which is 
intended to replace 
the previous 
submittal. New 
simulations (KOPs 6 
and 7 existing + 
proposed) and 
revised simulations 
(KOP 2, KOP 4b, 
and KOP 5b) have 
been submitted via 
Kiteworks (TN# 
251200). Updated 
Table VIS-06 
includes dimensions 
for the O&M 
building and 
temporary concrete 
batch plants (TN# 
251196). 
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picture 
is held 
10 
inches 
from 
the 
viewer
’s 
eyes, 
includi
ng any 
project
-
related 
electri
cal 
transm
ission 
lines, 
in the 
existin
g 
setting 
from 
each 
key 
observ
ation 
point. 
If any 
landsc
aping 
is 
propos
ed to 
compl
y with 
zoning 
requir
ement
s or to 
mitigat
e 
visual 
impact
s, 
includ
e the 
landsc
aping 
in 
simula

inadequ
acies: 
The 
resolutio
n of the 
provided 
images 
is so low 
that the 
turbines 
describe
d in the 
text and 
captions 
as being 
visible 
are 
minimall
y 
discerni
ble. 
In some 
simulati
ons, the 
color of 
the 
turbines 
does not 
appear 
as bright 
(white) 
as one 
would 
expect 
for 
turbines 
not 
being 
backlit 
by the 
sun. 
This 
artificiall
y 
reduces 
structur
e 
visibility. 
Full-
page, 
color 
photogr

provid
e the 
high 
resolut
ion 
graphi
cs 
compa
rable 
to 
what 
has 
been 
submit
ted for 
KOPs 
2 
throug
h 5b. 
It was 
not 
the 
intent 
of 
previo
us 
CEC 
directi
on to 
drop 
KOPs 
6 and 
7 but 
to 
augm
ent 
them. 
• For 
each 
of the 
KOPs 
(2 
throug
h 7), 
add a 
full-
page, 
high-
resolut
ion, 
existin
g-view 
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tion(s) 
repres
enting 
sensiti
ve 
area 
views, 
depicti
ng the 
landsc
aping 
five 
years 
after 
install
ation; 
and 
estima
te the 
expect
ed 
time 
until 
maturit
y is 
reache
d. 

aphs of 
the 
existing 
views 
and 
visual 
simulati
ons of 
the 
propose
d project 
at life-
size 
scale 
(when 
the 
picture 
is held 
10 
inches 
from the 
viewer’s 
eyes) 
have not 
been 
provided 
as 
required 
in the 
Siting 
Regulati
ons 
Appendi
x B (g) 
(6) (F), 
and 
must be 
submitte
d. 

image 
to 
accom
pany 
the 
provid
ed full-
page, 
high-
resolut
ion 
simula
tion. 

VIS-
09 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Visual 
Reso
urces 

Cla
yto
n 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(1) 

An 
asses
sment 
of the 
visual 
impact
s of 
the 
project
, 
includi
ng 
light, 

TN 
248288-2: 
DEIR 
Section 
2.4.1, 
Figure 2-
4a: 
Typical 
Wind 
Turbine 
and 
Figure 6: 
Typical 

No 

*   The 
current 
impact 
analysis 
address
es the 
previous 
project 
and 
must be 
revised 
to 
address 

2-
Ma
y 
and 
9-
Jun 
and 
28-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

See responses to VIS-01. 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. The 
specific 
information still 
needed includes 
the following: 
- Impact analysis 
that addresses 
the current 
project from all 
final KOPs. 
- Addition of an 

Please see visual resources 
addendum (TN# 250566 and 
250567). 

The 
inform
ation 
submit
ted is 
incom
plete. 
The 
specifi
c 
inform
ation 
still 

Please see updated 
visual resources 
report (TN# 
251199), which is 
intended to replace 
the previous 
submittal. New 
simulations (KOPs 6 
and 7 existing + 
proposed) and 
revised simulations 
(KOP 2, KOP 4b, 
and KOP 5b) have 
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1 Applicant Response No. 2 
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glare, 
and 
any 
modeli
ng of 
visible 
plume
s. 
Includ
e a 
descri
ption 
of the 
metho
d and 
identif
y any 
compu
ter 
model 
used 
to 
asses
s the 
impact
s. 
Provid
e an 
estima
te of 
the 
expect
ed 
freque
ncy 
and 
dimen
sions 
(height
, 
length, 
and 
width) 
of the 
visible 
coolin
g 
tower 
and/or 
exhau
st 
stack 

Overhead 
Collector 
Line Pole 
TN 
248288-4: 
DEIR 
Visual 
Resource
s Sections 
3.2.2 
Setting 
and 3.2.4 
Direct and 
Indirect 
Effects 
TN 
248297-2: 
CEQA 
Initial 
Study, 
Figure 6: 
Typical 
Overhead 
Collector 
Line Pole 
TN 
248320-
13: Visual 
Resource
s 
Technical 
Report 
Rev. 2 
TN 
248322: 
Executive 
Summary 
and 
Project 
Descriptio
n, 
Sections 
3.1 Wind 
Turbine 
Generator
s; 4.1.2 
Overhead 
Collector 
System; 
4.2 
Substatio
n, 

the 
currently 
propose
d 
project. 
*   The 
selected 
seven 
KOPs 
are 
inadequ
ate to 
support 
the 
present 
analysis 
and 
must be 
revised/
augmen
ted. 
Specific
ally: 
 - Of the 
original 
seven 
KOPs, 
only two 
(KOPs 1 
and 2) 
are 
close 
enough 
to the 
project 
such 
that 
turbines 
could be 
perceive
d. A 
better 
balance 
of 
distant 
and 
proximal 
viewing 
location
s needs 
to be 
represe

augmented KOP 
analysis and 
additional 
simulation for the 
expanded KOP 3 
frame of view. 
- Replacement of 
KOP 4 with a 
new location with 
analysis and 
simulation. 
- Findings of 
additional field 
review to 
determine 
feasibility of a 
second KOP (5b 
for residential 
area) in the 
community of 
Burney. 
- Narrative 
description of the 
location and 
visibility (or lack 
there of) of areas 
to be subjected to 
road widening 
and/or landscape 
clearing. 
- Description of 
night lighting 
proposed to be 
used on the site 
along with any 
proposed night 
lighting control 
measures to be 
employed to 
minimize off-site 
night lighting 
visual impacts. 
- Revisions to 
Table VIS-06 
including turbine 
heights in feet, 
total height from 
base to the hub, 
and the total 
height from the 
base to the blade 
tip. 

neede
d 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
• For 
KOPs 
6 (Pit 
River 
Overlo
ok) 
and 7 
(Reddi
ng), 
provid
e the 
high 
resolut
ion 
graphi
cs 
compa
rable 
to 
what 
has 
been 
submit
ted for 
KOPs 
2 
throug
h 5b. 
It was 
not 
the 
intent 
of 
previo
us 
CEC 
directi
on to 
drop 
KOPs 
6 and 
7 but 
to 
augm
ent 
them. 

been submitted via 
Kiteworks (TN# 
251200). Updated 
Table VIS-06 
includes dimensions 
for the O&M 
building and 
temporary concrete 
batch plants (TN# 
251196). 
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plume
s. 
Provid
e the 
suppor
ting 
assum
ptions, 
meteo
rologic
al 
data, 
operati
ng 
param
eters, 
and 
calcul
ations 
used. 

Switching 
Station, 
and 
Interconn
ection 
Facilities; 
4.3.1 
Access 
Roads; 
4.3.3 
O&M 
Facility; 
and 4.3.4 
Meteorolo
gical 
Equipmen
t 
TN 
248330-2: 
Project 
Refineme
nt Memo, 
Section 
2.6 Visual 
Resource
s and 
Section 
3.0 
Conclusio
ns 

nted in 
the 
selectio
n of 
KOPs in 
order to 
accurate
ly 
characte
rize 
Visual 
Resourc
es 
impacts 
on 
public 
views. 
For 
example
, a 
portion 
of the B 
turbine 
string is 
within 
one mile 
of SR 
299. 
That 
segment 
of SR 
299 and 
may be 
an 
appropri
ate 
location 
for a 
represe
ntative 
KOP if 
project 
visibility 
can be 
demonst
rated. 
 - Under 
the 
currently 
propose
d project 
design, 

- Submittal of all 
images in full-
page, high 
resolution format 

• For 
each 
of the 
KOPs 
(2 
throug
h 7), 
add a 
full-
page, 
high-
resolut
ion, 
existin
g-view 
image 
to 
accom
pany 
the 
provid
ed full-
page, 
high-
resolut
ion 
simula
tion. 
•For 
each 
KOP 
view 
orient
ation 
inset 
map, 
please 
indicat
e 
(color 
code) 
which 
specifi
c 
turbin
es are 
visible 
in 
each 
of the 
simula
tions. 
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KOP 1 
is no 
longer 
orientat
ed 
toward 
the 
project 
and 
must 
either 
be re- 
oriented 
or 
replaced 
such 
that the 
project 
is visible 
in the 
frame of 
view. 
*   The 
visual 
simulati
ons 
provided 
to 
support 
the 
impact 
analysis 
are 
inadequ
ate in 
terms of 
quality, 
content, 
and 
format 
and 
must be 
revised 
and/or 
replaced 
to 
correct 
the 
followin
g 
inadequ
acies: 

• 
Sectio
n 5 of 
the 
Adden
dum 
descri
bes 
KOP 
4b as 
viewin
g from 
eastbo
und 
SR 
299. 
Pleas
e 
verify 
if this 
is a 
typo 
and 
the 
view is 
from 
westb
ound 
SR 
299. 
• 
Sectio
n 2.1 
states 
that 
securit
y 
lightin
g at 
gates 
would 
be 
"...shie
lded 
and 
down
ward-
facing 
to the 
extent 
practi
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 - The 
resolutio
n of the 
provided 
images 
is so low 
that the 
turbines 
describe
d in the 
text and 
captions 
as being 
visible 
are 
minimall
y 
discerni
ble. 
 - In 
some 
simulati
ons, the 
color of 
the 
turbines 
does not 
appear 
as bright 
(white) 
as one 
would 
expect 
for 
turbines 
not 
being 
backlit 
by the 
sun. 
This 
artificiall
y 
reduces 
structur
e 
visibility. 
 - Full-
page, 
color 
photogr
aphs of 

cable 
and 
would 
be 
motio
n- 
activa
ted 
where 
possib
le." 
Please 
clarify 
the 
locati
on of 
the 
gates 
(e.g., 
at the 
access 
points 
along 
SR 
299?), 
and if 
the 
refere
nced 
gates 
are, in 
fact, 
at SR 
299, 
please 
elabor
ate 
the 
extent 
to 
which 
this 
lightin
g 
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the 
existing 
views 
and 
visual 
simulati
ons of 
the 
propose
d project 
at life-
size 
scale 
(when 
the 
picture 
is held 
10 
inches 
from the 
viewer’s 
eyes) 
have not 
been 
provided 
as 
required 
in the 
Siting 
Regulati
ons 
Appendi
x B (g) 
(6) (F) 
and 
must be 
submitte
d. 
*  The 
DEIR 
acknowl
edges 
that 
vegetati
on- 
cleared 
corridor
s may 
be 
detectab
le in 
long- 

would 
be 
visible 
to 
travel
ers on 
SR 
299 
and 
what 
mitiga
tion 
contro
l 
measu
res 
would 
be 
imple
mente
d. 
• The 
last 
paragr
aph in 
the 
discus
sion of 
KOP 
4b 
states 
that 
"Any 
night 
lightin
g 
would 
be 
highly 
visible 
from 
this 
locati
on." It 
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distance 
views 
and 
states 
that 
minimal 
visual 
contrast 
would 
result. 
Howeve
r, there 
is no 
analysis 
or 
simulati
ons to 
support 
this 
conclusi
on. 
Therefor
e, an 
evaluati
on of 
the 
consider
able 
vegetati
on 
clearanc
e that is 
propose
d for the 
Overhea
d 
Collecto
r 
Corridor
s and 
for Road 
Widenin
g shall 
be 
provided
. If any 
in-line 
views of 
a 
cleared 
linear 
corridor 

also 
states 
"Road
side 
veget
ation 
would 
partial
ly or 
compl
etely 
block 
visibili
ty of 
light 
from 
adjace
nt 
segme
nts." 
Please 
clarify 
the 
source
(s) of 
the 
refere
nced 
light 
and 
identif
y the 
propo
sed 
contro
l 
measu
res. 
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are 
visible 
from a 
public 
vantage 
point, a 
represe
ntative 
KOP 
shall be 
establis
hed, 
and a 
simulati
on shall 
be 
prepare
d. 
*  Propo
sed 
night 
lighting 
at the 
project 
site is 
insuffici
ently 
describe
d to 
support 
the 
stated 
conclusi
on that 
lighting 
impacts 
would 
be less 
than 
significa
nt. All 
propose
d 
lighting 
with the 
potential 
to be 
viewed 
by the 
public 
beyond 
the 
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project 
boundar
y must 
be 
describe
d and 
mapped
. 
Further, 
lighting 
mitigatio
n 
measur
es need 
to be 
identifie
d where 
night 
lighting 
has the 
potential 
to be 
viewed 
by the 
public. 
In those 
cases, a 
night 
lighting 
mitigatio
n plan 
shall be 
provided
. 

WIL
DFI
RE-
02 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Atta
chm
ent 
B 

Wildfir
e 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

Not 
spec
ified 

DEIR 
Sectio
n 
3.16.3.
1 b) 
indicat
es “the 
Projec
t is not 
intend
ed for 
and 
would 
not be 
used 
for 
human 
occup

Not 
specified No 

Provide 
a 
discussi
on on 
the 
potential 
for 
Project 
construc
tion and 
operatio
n to 
increase 
risks 
associat
ed with 
wildfires 
to 

25-
Ma
y 
and 
29-
Jun 
and 
28-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

The Shasta County DEIR and specialist 
opinion concluded that there was low risk of 
wildfire ignition resulting from Project 
construction. Nevertheless, the Applicant 
plans to undertake fire prevention practices 
during construction, such as preparation of a 
project-specific Fire Prevention Plan (MM 
3.16-2a), which mitigates risks to onsite 
workers and impacts of loss related to wildfire. 
The FPP will detail the standard fire 
prevention techniques will be observed during 
construction, including a prohibition on hot 
work during high fire risk weather. For details 
see Wildfire Effects Review memorandum 
(TN#248297-3).  

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete.  
 
MM 3.16-2a 
requires and 
provides details 
for the Fire 
Prevention Plan 
to apply during 
constructin, 
operation, and 
maintetnance, 
however most of 
the details apply 
prevention of 
wildfire and to the 
construction 

In the event of a wildfire onsite or 
near the project site, workers have 
the potential to be directly impacted. 
The most common wildfire-related 
health effect is smoke inhalation. 
According to the National Institute for 
Occupational Safety and Health, 
health effects known or suspected to 
be caused by exposure to wildfire 
smoke include: 
 
- Symptoms such as eye irritation, 
sore throat, wheeze, and cough, 
- Asthma and chronic obstructive 
pulmonary disease (COPD) 
exacerbations, 
- Bronchitis and pneumonia, 
- Adverse birth outcomes, and 

The 
respo
nse is 
insuffi
cient. 
It does 
not 
addre
ss 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
1 
regard
ing 
addion
al 
detail 

Based on 
clarification received 
from CEC staff on 
7/20/2023, the 
Applicant 
understands that 
the CEC Disposition 
2 requests 
additional detail for 
MM-3.16-2a 
regarding fire 
prevention practices 
and procedures 
during project 
operation.  MM-
3.16-2a correctly 
references that the 
Applicant will 
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1 Applicant Response No. 2 
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Applicant 
Response No. 3 
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Appli
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Resp
onse 
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No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

ation; 
theref
ore, 
no 
occup
ants 
would 
be 
expos
ed to 
increa
sed 
risks 
associ
ated 
with 
wildfir
e”, 
howev
er 
there 
will be 
up to 
400 
worker
s 
onsite 
during 
constr
uction 
and up 
to 12 
full-
time 
emplo
yees 
onsite 
during 
operati
on. 

workers, 
includin
g 
impacts 
of loss, 
injury or 
death 
from a 
wildfire 
or 
adverse 
effects 
due to 
inhalatio
n of 
wildfire 
pollutant
s. 

phase. 
Insuffiecient 
detail is included 
in 
familiarity/training 
of operational 
and 
maintentance 
workers with the 
FPP, manyof the 
listed fire 
prevention details 
are only 
specifically called 
out for operation, 
especially those 
related to 
vehicles and fire 
suppression 
equipment and 
red flag warnings, 
but should also 
occure during 
operationand/or 
mainteneance. 
 
The information 
submitted does 
not address the 
comment 
regarding wildfire 
hazards to 
workers nor 
adverse effects of 
inhalation of 
wildfire pollutants 
on workers. 

- Cardiovascular (heart and blood 
vessel) outcomes. 
 
The Applicant will ensure that workers 
are protected from wildfire smoke by 
adhering to CCR Title 8 SS 5141.1 
and other standard safety practices 
outlined in the FPP or other 
operations-phase fire safety plan. In 
the event of an onsite wildfire during 
construction or operations, all workers 
would be promptly evacuated, thereby 
minimizing their exposure to wildfire 
pollutants. In the event of an offsite 
wildfire during construction or 
operations, onsite air quality will be 
monitored by a designated site 
supervisor. In the event the PM2.5 Air 
Quality Index rises to 151 or greater 
as measured by a standard source 
(e.g., EPA, CARB), workers will be 
instructed to remain inside vehicles or 
indoor facilities, or will relocate to an 
offsite area, where the air quality 
index is at a healthy level. In addition, 
the following standard safety 
practices would be implemented: 
 
- Relocating or rescheduling work 
tasks to smoke-free or less smoky 
areas or times of the day; 
- Reducing levels of physical activity 
when possible, especially strenuous 
and heavy work; and 
- Requiring workers to take frequent 
breaks in places that are free from 
smoke. 

for 
MM 
3.16-
2a for 
fire 
preve
ntion 
practic
es and 
proce
dures 
during 
project 
constr
uction. 

develop a Fire 
Prevention Plan that 
will be implemented 
during construction, 
operation, and 
decommissioning.  
The measures that 
the Fire Prevention 
Plan shall include 
focus on mitigating 
wildfire risk based 
on specific activities 
that contribute to 
potential ignition 
source, many of 
which more 
commonly occur 
during construction.  
However some of 
these activities may 
also occur during 
the operations and 
decommissioning 
phases of the 
Project.  Therefore, 
the Fire Prevention 
Plan and required 
measures are 
designed around 
activities, not project 
phase. As described 
in 3.16-2a, 
examples of fire 
prevention 
measures that may 
be applicable during 
operational activities 
include, but are not 
limited to: 
• The Project 
applicant shall 
designate primary 
and alternate Fire 
Coordinators, 
responsible for 
ensuring operations 
and maintenance 
crews (including 
contractors) have 
sufficient fire 
suppression 
equipment, 



Dat
a 
Req
ues
t 
Ide
ntifi
er 

Req
ues
t 
Sou
rce 

Topic 
Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
And 
Section 
Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
tion 
of 
Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
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communication 
equipment, shall 
lead and coordinate 
fire patrols, ensure 
the required 
clearances are 
followed onsite, and 
ensure that all crew 
members receive 
training on the FPP 
and its components.   
• Operations 
vehicles and 
equipment will be 
visually inspected 
for potential 
sparking risks prior 
to operation of the 
vehicle. 
• Operations staff 
and/or contractors 
will have water 
tanks, water trucks, 
or portable water 
backpacks 
sited/available on 
the Project for fire 
protection.   
• All operations 
crews will have 
radio and/or cellular 
access that is 
operational within 
the Project Site to 
allow 
communications 
with other 
operations crews 
and the O&M office.  
All fires shall be 
reported 
immediately upon 
detection. 
• Internal 
combustion 
engines, stationary 
and mobile, will be 
equipped with spark 
arresters in good 
working order.   
• Light operations 
trucks and cars with 
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factory-installed 
mufflers will be used 
only on roads where 
the roadway is 
cleared of 
vegetation. 
• Equipment parking 
areas and small 
stationary engine 
sites will be cleared 
of all extraneous 
flammable material. 
• A fire conditions 
monitoring program 
will be implemented 
to monitor 
meteorological data 
during operations.   
• A monitoring and 
inspection protocol 
for turbines and 
electrical 
infrastructure will be 
implemented during 
operations. 
• Prohibition on 
smoking in wildland 
areas, with smoking 
limited to paved 
areas or areas 
cleared of all 
vegetation.   
• Each operations 
vehicle will be 
equipped with a fire 
extinguisher 
sufficient to 
extinguish small 
fires. 

MO
R-
029 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Mand
atory 
Opt-in 
Requi
reme
nts 

Vah
idi 
Alle
n 
Ino
uye 
Kau
fma
n 
Ker
r 
Hug
hes 

Cal. 
Cod
e 
Reg
s., 
tit. 2, 
§ 
187
7(f) 

Identif
y 
prelimi
nary 
inform
ation 
demon
stratin
g 
overall 
net 
positiv
e 

TN 
248292-2: 
Economic 
and Public 
Revenue 
Impact 
Study; pg. 
4 
TN 
248322: 
Pg. X and 
Xi 
Section: 

No 

See 
item 
Cal. 
Code 
Regs., 
tit. 20 § 
1879(a)(
7); Pub. 
Resourc
es Code 
§ 
25545.9
, below. 

25-
Ma
y 
and 
3-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Please see updated Economic Impact 
Assessment (TN# 250344). 

TN 250344 
(Fountain Wind 
Project Economic 
and Public 
Revenue Impact 
Study) is 
responsive, but 
insufficient for my 
analysis 
purposes. The 
analysis in the 
memo is based 
on a number of 

See response to SOC-008. 

See 
final 
respo
nse 
memo 
(TN# 
25146
2). 
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econo
mic 
benefit 
to the 
local 
govern
ment 
that 
would 
have 
had 
permitt
ing 
authori
ty over 
the 
site 
and 
related 
facility, 
consis
tent 
with 
Public 
Resou
rces 
Code 
sectio
n 
25545.
9. 
Staff 
must 
provid
e the 
submit
ted 
inform
ation 
to the 
local 
govern
ment 
for 
review 
and 
comm
ent. 

1.3 & 
1.3.1.1 of 
Executive 
Summary 
and 
Project 
Descriptio
n 
TN 
248292-3: 
Local 
Economic
s Memo 
TN 
248321: 
Crosswalk 
Matrix pg. 
43 (e) 

turbines that may 
not reflect the 
correct Project 
description.  
Per the Fountain 
Wind Project 
Economic and 
Public Revenue 
Impact Study, 
“…the Project 
could ultimately 
consist of 
between 29 and 
48 wind turbines. 
For the purposes 
of this 
memorandum, a 
45-turbine 
scenario was 
chosen.” Since 
the analysis in 
the memorandum 
is based on a 45-
turbine scenario, 
the analysis may 
not be reflective 
of the number of 
actual proposed 
turbines (once 
those are 
specified).  
The specific 
information still 
needed includes 
the following: 
¡ Accurate 
number of 
turbines that will 
be included in the 
Project. 

MO
R-
030 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett

Mand
atory 
Opt-in 
Requi

Vah
idi 
Alle
n 

Cal. 
Cod
e 
Reg

(a) 
econo
mic 
benefit

TN 
248292-2: 
Economic 
and Public 

No 

Econom
ic 
Charact
eristics. 

25-
Ma
y 
and 

Please see updated Economic Impact 
Assessment (TN# 250344). 

TN 250344 
(Fountain Wind 
Project Economic 
and Public 

See response to SOC-013. 

See 
final 
respo
nse 
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Res
pon
se 
No. 
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er 
Mat
rix 

reme
nts 

Ino
uye 
Kau
fma
n 
Ker
r 
Hug
hes 

s., 
tit. 
20 § 
187
9(a)(
7); 
Pub. 
Res
ourc
es 
Cod
e § 
255
45.9 

s may 
includ
e, but 
are 
not 
limited 
to the 
followi
ng: 
Emplo
yment 
growth
. 
Housi
ng 
develo
pment. 
Infrast
ructur
e and 
enviro
nment
al 
improv
ement
s. 
Assist
ance 
to 
public 
school
s and 
educat
ion. 
Assist
ance 
to 
public 
safety 
agenci
es and 
depart
ments. 
Proper
ty 
taxes 
and 
sales 
and 
use 
tax 

Revenue 
Impact 
Study; pg. 
4 
TN 
248322: 
Pg. X and 
Xi 
Section: 
1.3 & 
1.3.1.1 of 
Executive 
Summary 
and 
Project 
Descriptio
n 
TN 
248292-3: 
Local 
Economic
s Memo 

Page 4 
of the 
Econom
ic and 
Public 
Revenu
e Impact 
Study 
(TN# 
248292-
2) 
states, 
60M in 
property 
tax 
revenue 
is 
estimate
d to be 
generat
ed over 
the 
lifetime 
of the 
Project, 
accruing 
to 
Shasta 
County, 
Cities, 
Special 
Districts, 
Redevel
opment 
Property 
Tax 
Agencie
s, the 
Educati
onal 
Revenu
e 
Augmen
tation 
Fund, 
and 
Schools. 
Under 
current 
tax 
allocatio
n 

30-
Jun 
and 
2-
Aug 

Revenue Impact 
Study) is 
responsive, but 
insufficient for my 
analysis 
purposes. See 
above disposition 
response for 
MOR-029. 

memo 
(TN# 
25146
2). 
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revenu
es. 

factors, 
of this 
total, 
about 
$7.5 
million 
would 
accrue 
to the 
County, 
$4 
million 
to 
Cities, 
$3.6M 
to 
Special 
Districts, 
$8M to 
Redevel
opment 
Property 
Tax, 
$9M to 
the 
Educati
onal 
Revenu
e 
Augmen
tation 
Fund, 
and $28 
million 
to 
Schools. 
Howeve
r, there 
are no 
further 
details 
provided 
in this 
study on 
the 
economi
c base, 
fiscal 
resourc
es, and 
the 
applicab
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le local 
agencie
s with 
taxing 
powers 
and 
their 
most 
recent 
and 
projecte
d 
revenue
s. 
Please 
provide 
the 
followin
g: 
1. 
Provide 
a 
discussi
on of 
economi
c base, 
fiscal 
resourc
es. 
Please 
provide 
a list of 
the 
applicab
le local 
agencie
s with 
taxing 
powers 
and 
their 
most 
recent 
and 
projecte
d 
revenue
s. 

ALT
-01 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett

Altern
atives 

Vah
idi 
Ino
uye 

App
endi
x B  
(b) 

A 
descri
ption 
of how 

TN 
248288: 
DEIR 
Descriptio

No 

Please 
discuss 
how the 
project 

6/8/
202
3 
and 

See TN 250551 

Preliminary 
disposition:TN 
248322 is not an 
adequate 

Please see alternatives response 
memo (TN# 250551). 

As 
reque
sted in 
TN 

Large Generator 
Interconnection 
Agreement and 
other CAISO 

As 
noted 
in 
CEC 

See 
final 
respo
nse 
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er 
Mat
rix 

Ker
r 

(1) 
(D) 

the 
site 
and 
related 
facilitie
s were 
select
ed, 
and 
the 
consid
eration 
given 
to 
engine
ering 
constr
aints, 
site 
geolog
y, 
enviro
nment
al 
impact
s, 
water, 
waste 
and 
fuel 
constr
aints, 
electri
c 
transm
ission 
constr
aints, 
and 
any 
other 
factors 
consid
ered 
by the 
applic
ant. 

n of 
Project 
and 
Alternativ
es; pages 
2-1 to 2-
40 

location 
was 
selected 
as the 
propose
d site, 
and 
what 
factors 
were 
used to 
screen 
alternati
ves (i.e., 
site 
suitabilit
y, 
location 
of 
sensitiv
e 
resourc
es, 
jurisdicti
onal 
boundar
ies, etc.) 
The 
2020 
DEIR 
does not 
disclose 
the 
process 
used to 
identify 
and 
select 
the 
project 
location 
as the 
propose
d site for 
analysis
. This 
site 
selectio
n criteria 
is 
necessa
ry to 

21-
Jun 
and 
5-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

response to the 
required siting 
regulation.  
 
TN 248322 
(Executive 
Summary and 
Project 
Description), 
Section 1.2.1 
(Site Selection), 
only provides 
general broad 
statements for 
why the site is 
deemed 
reasonable for 
proposed project 
implementation. 
There are no 
specific technical 
siting factors 
provided (e.g., 
site suitability 
[acreage, 
proximity to load 
centers, gen-tie 
distance to 
transmission grid, 
topography, 
availability of 
water supply]; 
details on high 
wind potential to 
maximize 
operational 
efficiency; 
economic 
viability; 
availability of 
infrastructure; 
ability to achieve 
policy 
consistency; 
other plans or 
regulatory 
limitations; ability 
to reasonably 
acquire or control 
the project site). 
As stated in the 
Warren-Alquist 

24874
2 
(Defici
ency 
Letter) 
and 
Data 
Reque
st 
Identifi
er 
TSD-
05 
below, 
Trans
missio
n 
Syste
m 
Desig
n, 
Siting 
Regul
ations 
Appen
dix B 
(b)(2)(
E), 
please 
“provi
de the 
execut
ed 
Large 
Gener
ator 
Interc
onnect
ion 
Agree
ment 
and 
any 
subse
quent 
Califor
nia 
ISO 
docum
entatio
n 
relate

documents were 
provided on 21-Jun. 
TN numbers are not 
available because 
they have not yet 
been posted 
because of 
confidentiality. 

Dispo
sition 
No.1 
for 
Data 
Requ
est 
Identif
ier 
PO-
018, 
there 
are 
multip
le 
incon
sisten
cies 
in the 
LGIA 
and 
assoc
iated 
docu
ments 
provid
ed. 
The 
Applic
ant 
still 
needs 
to 
provid
e 
clarifi
cation 
for 
why 
the 
propo
sed 
site 
was 
select
ed as 
it 
relate
s to 
gener
ation 
need 

mem
o 
(TN# 
2514
62). 



Dat
a 
Req
ues
t 
Ide
ntifi
er 

Req
ues
t 
Sou
rce 

Topic 
Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
And 
Section 
Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
tion 
of 
Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

screen 
the 
alternati
ves for 
site 
suitabilit
y. 
 
5/26/20
23 
TN 
248322 
is not an 
adequat
e 
respons
e to the 
required 
siting 
regulatio
n. 
 
TN 
248322 
(Executi
ve 
Summar
y and 
Project 
Descript
ion), 
Section 
1.2.1 
(Site 
Selectio
n), only 
provides 
general 
broad 
stateme
nts for 
why the 
site is 
deemed 
reasona
ble for 
propose
d project 
impleme
ntation. 
There 
are no 

Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(b)(1)(D), “…[a] 
description of 
how the site and 
related facilities 
were selected, 
and the 
consideration 
given to 
engineering 
constraints, site 
geology, 
environmental 
impacts, water, 
waste and fuel 
constraints, 
electric 
transmission 
constraints, and 
any other factors 
considered by the 
applicant.” 
 
Section 1.2 does 
not provide the 
information 
required in Siting 
Regulations 
Appendix B 
(b)(1)(D). The 
Applicant needs 
to provide the 
specific steps it 
took to select the 
proposed project 
site and the 
factors that make 
the site suitable 
for siting all of the 
components 
needed to 
generate the 
proposed 
megawatt output. 
 
Note that detailed 
information on 
how the Applicant 
went about their 
site selection for 

d to 
and 
requir
ed for 
the 
interco
nnecti
on of 
the 
project
.” The 
Large 
Gener
ator 
Interc
onnect
ion 
Agree
ment 
and 
subse
quent 
Califor
nia 
ISO 
interco
nnecti
on 
docum
entatio
n is 
neces
sary 
for 
develo
ping 
“a 
range 
of 
reaso
nable 
altern
atives 
to the 
project
, or to 
the 
locatio
n of 
the 
project
, 

within 
the 
props
osed 
area 
of the 
trans
missi
on 
syste
m. 
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Appli
cant 
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onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
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on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
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specific 
technica
l siting 
factors 
provided 
(e.g., 
site 
suitabilit
y 
[acreag
e, 
proximit
y to load 
centers, 
gen-tie 
distance 
to 
transmis
sion 
grid, 
topogra
phy, 
availabili
ty of 
water 
supply]; 
details 
on high 
wind 
potential 
to 
maximiz
e 
operatio
nal 
efficienc
y; 
economi
c 
viability; 
availabili
ty of 
infrastru
cture; 
ability to 
achieve 
policy 
consiste
ncy; 
other 
plans or 
regulato

their proposed 
project is crucial 
to the 
determination of 
project 
alternatives. The 
technical factors 
used in selection 
of a feasible site 
upon which the 
project would be 
located and well-
defined/distinct 
Applicant 
objectives will be 
the same factors 
used to help 
develop CEQA 
alternatives (i.e., 
project site, 
reduced project, 
technology 
alternatives).  

which 
would 
feasibl
y 
attain 
most 
of the 
basic 
objecti
ves of 
the 
project
” as 
requir
ed by 
CEQA 
Guidel
ines 
Sectio
n 
15126
.65(a), 
includi
ng the 
Applic
ant 
project 
objecti
ve of 
interco
nnecti
ng to 
the 
northe
rn 
Califor
nia 
electri
cal 
grid 
NP15 
as 
stated 
in TN 
24828
8-2. 
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ry 
limitatio
ns; 
ability to 
reasona
bly 
acquire 
or 
control 
the 
project 
site). As 
stated in 
the 
Warren-
Alquist 
Act 
Siting 
Regulati
on 
Appendi
x B 
(b)(1)(D)
, “…[a] 
descripti
on of 
how the 
site and 
related 
facilities 
were 
selected
, and 
the 
consider
ation 
given to 
enginee
ring 
constrai
nts, site 
geology, 
environ
mental 
impacts, 
water, 
waste 
and fuel 
constrai
nts, 
electric 
transmis
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sion 
constrai
nts, and 
any 
other 
factors 
consider
ed by 
the 
applican
t.” 
 
Section 
1.2 does 
not 
provide 
the 
informati
on 
required 
in Siting 
Regulati
ons 
Appendi
x B 
(b)(1)(D)
. The 
Applican
t needs 
to 
provide 
the 
specific 
steps it 
took to 
select 
the 
propose
d project 
site and 
the 
factors 
that 
make 
the site 
suitable 
for siting 
all of the 
compon
ents 
needed 
to 
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generat
e the 
propose
d 
megawa
tt 
output. 
 
Note 
that 
detailed 
informati
on on 
how the 
Applican
t went 
about 
their site 
selectio
n for 
their 
propose
d project 
is 
crucial 
to the 
determi
nation of 
project 
alternati
ves. The 
technica
l factors 
used in 
selectio
n of a 
feasible 
site 
upon 
which 
the 
project 
would 
be 
located 
and 
well-
defined/
distinct 
Applican
t 
objectiv
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es will 
be the 
same 
factors 
used to 
help 
develop 
CEQA 
alternati
ves (i.e., 
project 
site, 
reduced 
project, 
technolo
gy 
alternati
ves). 

ALT
-03 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Altern
atives 

Vah
idi 
Ino
uye 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(f) 
(2) 

An 
evalua
tion of 
the 
compa
rative 
engine
ering, 
econo
mic, 
and 
enviro
nment
al 
merits 
of the 
alterna
tives 
discus
sed in 
(f)(1). 

TN 
248288: 
DEIR 
Comparis
on of 
Alternativ
es; 
Section 
4.2; page 
4-2 to 4-7 

No 

Please 
include 
the No 
Project 
Alternati
ve in the 
Compar
ative 
Analysis 
of 
Alternati
ves. 
CEQA 
Guidelin
es 
Section 
15126.6
(e)(2) 
explains 
that the 
No 
Project 
Alternati
ve must 
discuss 
two 
scenario
s: (1) 
the 
existing 
conditio
ns at the 
time that 
the NOP 

2-
Aug See final response memo (TN# 251462).                 
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is 
publishe
d, and 
(2) what 
would 
be 
reasona
bly 
expecte
d to 
occur in 
the 
foresee
able 
future if 
the 
project 
were not 
approve
d, based 
on 
current 
plans 
and 
consiste
nt with 
availabl
e 
infrastru
cture 
and 
commun
ity 
services
. Note 
that 
since 
the 
applicati
on was 
recently 
filed 
with the 
Energy 
Commis
sion and 
a new 
CEQA 
environ
mental 
review 
process 
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will be 
conduct
ed for 
the 
propose
d 
project, 
the 
previous 
date of 
NOP 
publicati
on 
cannot 
be used 
for 
baseline 
conditio
ns (for 
example
, there 
are new 
site 
develop
ment 
restrictio
ns by 
County 
ordinanc
e). 
Therefor
e, the 
updated 
baseline 
conditio
n of the 
propose
d project 
site 
must be 
consider
ed in the 
develop
ment of 
the No 
Project 
alternati
ve 
scenario
s. The 
2020 
DEIR 
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Section 
4.2 does 
not 
provide 
a full 
analysis 
of the 
No 
Project 
Alternati
ve. It is 
inadequ
ate to 
state 
that 
there 
are no 
impacts 
because 
there is 
no 
project 
without 
providin
g a 
resourc
e 
specific 
discussi
on of 
the 
activities 
that 
would 
occur in 
the 
foresee
able 
future. 
The 
Compari
son of 
Alternati
ves 
analysis 
should 
include 
the No 
Project 
Alternati
ve in its 
analysis 
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of each 
alternati
ve for 
each 
resourc
e area. 

ALT
2-
01 

Atta
chm
ent 
B 
Add
end
um 

Altern
atives 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

Not 
spec
ified 

1. 
Please 
provid
e a 
feasibl
e 
alterna
tive 
site for 
the 
develo
pment 
of a 
large 
wind 
energy 
syste
m 
(outsid
e of 
uninco
rporat
ed 
Shast
a 
Count
y) that 
meets 
the 
basic 
project 
objecti
ves, 
and 
includ
e the 
followi
ng 
inform
ation: 
a. A 
map 
illustra
ting 
the 
alterna

Not 
specified No 

Not 
specifie
d 

2-
Aug See final response memo (TN# 251462).                 
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tive 
site 
locatio
n; 
b. 
Numb
er of 
wind 
turbine
s and 
approx
imate 
size of 
the 
turbine
s that 
could 
be 
constr
ucted; 
c. 
Details 
on 
project 
compo
nents 
includi
ng 
acces
s 
roads, 
substa
tion/ 
switchi
ng 
station
, 
transm
ission 
line 
details 
(voltag
e, 
route, 
numbe
r of 
towers
, etc.); 
d. 
How 
the 
site 
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meets 
the 
project 
objecti
ves; 
and 
e. Any 
other 
additio
nal 
infrastr
ucture 
and 
facilitie
s that 
would 
be 
neede
d to 
suppor
t the 
develo
pment 
of a 
large 
wind 
energy 
syste
m and 
its 
conne
ction 
to the 
energy 
grid. 

ALT
2-
02 

Atta
chm
ent 
B 
Add
end
um 

Altern
atives 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

Not 
spec
ified 

Please 
provid
e an 
alterna
tive 
that 
consid
ers the 
develo
pment 
of 
multipl
e 
small 
wind 
energy 
syste

Not 
specified No 

Not 
specifie
d 

2-
Aug See final response memo (TN# 251462).                 
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ms in 
Shast
a 
Count
y, 
consis
tent 
with 
Shast
a 
Count
y’s 
Ordina
nce 
No. 
SCC 
2022-
04. 
This 
alterna
tive 
should 
descri
be the 
additio
nal 
infrastr
ucture 
and 
facilitie
s that 
would 
be 
neede
d to 
suppor
t the 
develo
pment 
of 
small 
wind 
energy 
syste
ms in 
Shast
a 
Count
y that 
achiev
es the 
basic 
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project 
objecti
ves in 
lieu of 
one 
large 
wind 
energy 
project
. 

ALT
2-
03 

Atta
chm
ent 
B 
Add
end
um 

Altern
atives 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

Not 
spec
ified 

Please 
provid
e the 
followi
ng for 
the No 
Projec
t 
Altern
ative 
scenar
ios: 
a. An 
update
d 
discus
sion of 
existin
g 
conditi
ons 
that 
addres
ses 
Count
y 
Ordina
nce 
No. 
SCC 
2022-
04 
which 
prohibi
ts 
large-
scale 
wind 
gener
ation 
develo
pment 

Not 
specified No 

Not 
specifie
d 

2-
Aug See final response memo (TN# 251462).                 
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(e.g., 
the 
propos
ed 
project
) and 
seeks 
to site 
small-
scale 
wind 
gener
ation 
(e.g., 
potenti
al 
future 
project
s); 
b. 
Existin
g 
activiti
es or 
future 
anticip
ated 
activiti
es in 
Shast
a 
Count
y to 
provid
e 
utility 
scale 
or 
small-
scale 
renew
able 
energy 
gener
ation. 
For 
examp
le, 
Hatch
et 
Ridge 
Wind 
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Applicant 
Response No. 3 
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Dispo
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Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

is an 
existin
g 
utility 
scale 
wind 
project 
that 
curren
tly 
operat
es 
approx
imatel
y one 
mile 
east of 
the 
propos
ed 
project 
and 
should 
be 
factore
d into 
the 
discus
sion of 
the No 
Projec
t 
Altern
ative 
scenar
io to 
descri
be the 
area’s 
existin
g 
conditi
ons 
with 
respec
t to 
curren
t 
renew
able 
energy 
gener
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OPT 
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ions 
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pon
se 
Dat
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

ation; 
and 
c. 
Reaso
nably 
forese
eable 
propos
ed 
project
s or 
activiti
es that 
will 
assist 
Califor
nia in 
meetin
g the 
SB 
100 
renew
able 
energy 
gener
ation 
targets
. 

LU-
002 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Land 
Use 

Vah
idi 
Ino
uye 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(3) 
(A) 

A 
discus
sion of 
existin
g land 
uses 
and 
curren
t 
zoning 
at the 
site, 
land 
uses 
and 
land 
use 
patter
ns 
within 
one 
mile of 
the 
propos

TN 
248288: 
DEIR 
Descriptio
n of 
Project 
and 
Alternativ
es; 
Section 
2.2; 
pages 2-3 
to 2-5  
TN 
248288: 
DEIR Intro 
to 
Environm
ental 
Analysis; 
Section 
3.1.4.10 
(Land Use 
and 

No 

Please 
update 
the 
Land 
Use and 
Zoning 
Designa
tion 
figures. 
The 
DEIR 
Project 
Descript
ion (TN 
248288) 
includes 
a figure 
of the 
general 
plan 
land use 
and 
zoning 
designat

1-
Jun 
and 
22-
Jun 
and 
30-
Jun 
and 
6-
Jul 
and 
21-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Figure provided (TN# 250283). Existing land 
uses within one mile of the project site include 
public land, managed forest land, and rural 
residential uses.  

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. TN 
250283 (LU-
02_LandUse) 
and TN 250448 
(land_use_fwp_r
esponses) are 
not adequate 
responses to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulations 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(A) and 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(A)(i). 
 
The specific 
information still 
needed is: 
--The Project Site 
Boundary (i.e., 
the boundary that 

See revised figure LU-002 (TN# 
250712). The Project Site Boundary 
includes all project features and all 
areas in which ground disturbing 
activities could potentially occur, and 
the associated construction and 
maintenance corridors. Appendix B 
does not require an applicant to 
provide the total numbers of existing 
residences but the Applicant 
nonetheless estimates that there are 
approximately 50 rooftops that may 
be houses in the second home 
community of Moose Camp, and an 
additional 15 or so scattered 
throughout the 1-mile buffer.  

Pleas
e 
provid
e the 
geosp
atial 
data 
layers 
(i.e., 
shapef
iles or 
Projec
t 
geoda
tabase
) 
associ
ated 
with 
the 
Projec
t Site 
Bound
ary 

Revised Project site 
boundary provided 
as a shapefile via 
Kiteworks (TN# 
250835). These 
shapefiles 
demonstrate that no 
Project access 
roads, or any other 
Project component, 
will encroach into 
National Forest 
lands. 

The 
Proje
ct Site 
Boun
dary 
shape
files 
provid
ed in 
TN 
2508
35 
show 
incon
sisten
t 
assu
mptio
ns of 
tempo
rary 
and 
perm
anent 

The 
linew
ork at 
three 
locati
ons 
was 
adjust
ed to 
avoid 
overla
pping 
linew
ork 
with 
non 
partici
pating 
parcel
s. Of 
the 
three 
ares 
noted

Excisi
on of 
proje
ct 
impa
ct 
areas 
to 
acco
mmo
date 
buffer
s or 
proje
ct 
areas 
that 
encro
ach 
onto 
non-
partic
ipatin
g 

See 
final 
res
pon
se 
me
mo 
(TN
# 
251
462
). 
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Dat
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
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Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

ed site 
and 
within 
one-
quarte
r mile 
of any 
project
-
related 
linear 
facilitie
s. 
Includ
e: 

Planning); 
page 3.1-
19 
TN 
248322: 
Executive 
Summary 
and 
Project 
Descriptio
n; Section 
2.3; 
pages 1 to 
2 

ions for 
the 
propose
d 2019 
project 
area. 
This 
figure 
will 
need to 
be 
updated 
to reflect 
the 
2023 
propose
d project 
configur
ation 
and 
layout. 
Please 
provide 
informati
on on 
existing 
land 
uses 
within 
one mile 
of the 
project. 
Neither 
the 
DEIR 
Land 
Use and 
Plannin
g 
analysis 
(TN 
248288) 
nor the 
2023 
Executiv
e 
Summar
y and 
Project 
Descript
ion (TN 
248322) 

encompasses all 
project activities). 
--The 1-mile 
buffer from the 
specific proposed 
Project Site 
Boundary, as 
required by the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(A). The 
“buffer” illustrated 
in TN 250283 is 
not accurately 
shown as 
extending 1-mile 
from the project 
boundary. Note 
that a “project 
area” is not a 
specific project 
site boundary. 
The Applicant 
needs to provide 
the specific 
boundary upon 
which the Project 
would be sited to 
allow for CEQA 
impact analysis. 
--The location of 
zoning 
designations that 
are identified in 
the figure legend 
for TN 250283 
(i.e., Rural 
Residential is 
shown in the 
legend but is 
missing on the 
figure). 
--Per the Warren-
Alquist Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(A)(i), a 
discussion of 
existing physical 
land uses within 

(includ
ing all 
project 
featur
es and 
all 
areas 
in 
which 
groun
d 
disturb
ing 
activiti
es 
could 
potenti
ally 
occur, 
and 
the 
associ
ated 
constr
uction 
and 
mainte
nance 
corrid
ors 
depict
ed on 
revise
d 
Figure 
LU-
002 
(TN 
25071
2)). 
 
In TN 
25071
2, 
Lasse
n 
Nation
al 
Forest 
is 
shown 
as 

impac
ts 
along 
the 
acces
s 
roads, 
collec
tion 
lines, 
and 
turbin
e 
sites. 
In 
sever
al 
locati
ons 
where 
the 
Proje
ct 
would 
be 
locate
d 
adjac
ent to 
parcel
s that 
are 
not 
includ
ed in 
the 
Applic
ant’s 
lease, 
the 
Proje
ct Site 
Boun
dary 
data 
in TN 
2508
35 
remov
es the 
buffer 
aroun

, two 
(Parc
el 
0271
6002
2000 
and 
the 
Lasse
n 
Natio
nal 
Fores
t 
Boun
dary) 
are 
very 
small 
areas 
(<.01 
acres 
and 
<.06 
acres, 
respe
ctivel
y) 
where 
temp
orary 
cleari
ng 
impac
ts 
may 
have 
happ
ened, 
but 
can 
be 
excis
ed to 
avoid 
the 
parcel
s 
witho
ut 
alterin
g the 

parce
ls or 
adjus
tment
s to 
the 
rights
-of-
way 
durin
g 
field 
work 
do 
not 
take 
away 
the 
poten
tial 
for 
actua
l 
impa
cts 
that 
could 
occur 
to 
such 
land 
uses 
and 
the 
need 
to 
disclo
se 
such 
impa
cts in 
the 
CEQ
A 
docu
ment. 
At 
this 
point, 
since 
the 
Appli
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ant 
Res
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se 
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include 
a 
descripti
on of 
land 
uses 
(residen
tial, 
recreati
onal, 
commer
cial, 
industria
l) within 
one mile 
of the 
project 
site. 

the Project Site 
Boundary and 1-
mile buffer area 
that include 
“residential, 
commercial, 
industrial, 
recreational, 
scenic, 
agricultural, 
natural resource 
protection, 
natural resource 
extraction, 
educational, 
religious, cultural, 
and historic 
areas, and any 
other area of 
unique land 
uses.” This 
discussion must 
include a 
description of the 
total numbers 
and locations of 
any existing 
residences; 
recreation 
facilities such as 
parks & trails; 
schools; 
commercial/retail 
sites; industrial 
uses or other 
land uses. Note 
that land use 
designations (i.e., 
general plan and 
zoning) are not 
the same as 
existing physical 
land uses 
currently 
occurring on the 
project site.  

PUB 
design
ation. 
Howe
ver, 
under
neath 
the 
PUB 
area 
deline
ated 
the 
Lasse
n 
Nation
al 
Forest 
bound
ary 
still 
shows 
Projec
t 
acces
s 
roads 
as 
traver
sing 
Nation
al 
Forest 
Syste
m 
lands. 
Pleas
e 
correc
t the 
jurisdi
ctional 
bound
ary 
discre
pancy 
for 
Lasse
n 
Nation
al 
Forest 

d the 
site of 
groun
d 
distur
bing 
activiti
es 
and 
reduc
es or 
remov
es the 
projec
ted 
acrea
ge of 
tempo
rary 
or 
perm
anent 
impac
t. 
These 
incon
sisten
cies 
were 
noted 
along 
Parce
l 
0292
1001
1000, 
Parce
l 
0271
6002
2000, 
and 
along 
the 
boun
dary 
of 
Lasse
n 
Natio
nal 
Fores

prelim
inary 
desig
n so 
are 
not 
includ
ed in 
impac
t 
calcul
ations
. In 
the 
third 
locati
on, 
the 
collec
tor 
line 
right 
of 
way 
linew
ork 
was 
adjsut
ed so 
it 
does 
not 
overla
p with 
the 
linew
ork 
for 
Parce
l 
0292
1001
1000, 
an 
overla
p of 
appro
ximat
ely 
0.6 
acres. 
The 

cant 
has 
not 
provi
ded 
specif
icity 
or 
clarifi
catio
n of 
these 
items
, in 
order 
for 
Staff 
to be 
able 
to 
cond
uct 
our 
analy
sis, 
pleas
e 
provi
de 
infor
matio
n on 
how 
the 
requir
ed 1-
mile 
buffer 
would 
be 
acco
mmo
dated 
or, at 
a 
mini
mum, 
provi
de 
worst
-case 
scen
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that 
remai
ns 
eviden
t in TN 
25071
2 
revise
d 
Figure 
LU-
002 to 
show 
accura
te 
propo
sed 
Projec
t 
jurisdi
ctional 
bound
aries. 

t. The 
assu
mptio
ns of 
tempo
rary 
impac
t 
acrea
ge, 
perm
anent 
impac
t 
acrea
ge, 
and 
distur
bance 
buffer
s 
would 
be 
based 
on 
the 
types 
of 
constr
uction 
equip
ment 
requir
ed to 
prepa
re the 
site 
for 
constr
uction 
and 
to 
install 
the 
Proje
ct. 
Pleas
e 
provid
e an 
expla
nation 

actual 
locati
on of 
the 
projec
t right 
of 
way 
and 
surve
yed 
Parce
l 
boun
dary 
will 
be 
deter
mined 
durin
g final 
surve
y and 
desig
n, 
and 
the 
right 
of 
way 
will 
be 
desig
ned 
to 
avoid 
the 
adjac
ent 
parcel
. If 
minor 
shiftin
g of 
0.6 
acres 
of the 
right 
of 
way 
corrid
or in 

ario 
assu
mptio
ns for 
each 
of the 
reque
sted 
site 
descr
iption 
items 
detail
ed 
throu
ghout 
LU-
002, 
LU-
003, 
LU-
006, 
LU2-
02, 
and 
LU2-
04.  
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of 
why 
these 
assu
mptio
ns 
differ 
along 
Parce
l 
0292
1001
1000, 
Parce
l 
0271
6002
2000, 
and 
the 
boun
dary 
of 
Lasse
n 
Natio
nal 
Fores
t. 

this 
locati
on is 
neces
sary, 
it will 
not 
subst
antiall
y 
chang
e the 
previo
usly 
appro
ximat
ed 
perm
anent 
and 
temp
orary 
impac
ts for 
the 
right 
of 
way.  

LU-
003 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Land 
Use 

Vah
idi 
Ino
uye 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(3) 
(A) 
(i) 

An 
identifi
cation 
of 
reside
ntial, 
comm
ercial, 
industr
ial, 
recrea
tional, 
scenic
, 
agricul
tural, 
natural 
resour
ce 
protect
ion, 
natural 
resour

TN 
248288: 
DEIR Intro 
to 
Environm
ental 
Analysis; 
Section 
3.1.4.10 
(Land Use 
and 
Planning); 
page 3.1-
19 
TN 
248322: 
Executive 
Summary 
and 
Project 
Descriptio
n; Section 
2.3; 

No 

Please 
provide 
informati
on on 
existing 
land 
uses 
within 
one mile 
of the 
project. 
Neither 
the 
DEIR 
Land 
Use and 
Plannin
g 
analysis 
(TN 
248288) 
nor the 
2023 

1-
Jun 
and 
22-
Jun 
and 
6-
Jul 
and 
21-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Please see response to LU-002. 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. TN 
250283 (LU-
02_LandUse) 
and TN 250448 
(land_use_fwp_r
esponses) are 
not adequate 
responses to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulations 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(A) and 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(A)(i). For 
specific 
information still 
needed, see 
Disposition 
response for LU-
002. 

Revised Project site boundary 
provided as a shapefile via Kiteworks 
(TN# 250835). These shapefiles 
demonstrate that no Project 
component will encroach into National 
Forest lands. 

See 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 
for 
Data 
Reque
st 
Identifi
er LU-
002. 

See final response 
memo (TN# 
251462). 
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ce 
extract
ion, 
educat
ional, 
religio
us, 
cultura
l, and 
histori
c 
areas, 
and 
any 
other 
area 
of 
unique 
land 
uses; 

pages 1 to 
2 

Executiv
e 
Summar
y and 
Project 
Descript
ion (TN 
248322) 
include 
a 
descripti
on of 
land 
uses 
(residen
tial, 
recreati
onal, 
commer
cial, 
industria
l) within 
one mile 
of the 
project 
site. 

LU-
006 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Land 
Use 

Vah
idi 
Ino
uye 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(3) 
(A) 
(iv) 

Legibl
e 
maps 
of the 
areas 
identifi
ed in 
subse
ction 
(g)(3)(
A) 
potenti
ally 
affecte
d by 
the 
project
, on 
which 
existin
g land 
uses, 
jurisdi
ctional 
bound
aries, 

TN 
248288: 
DEIR 
Descriptio
n of 
Project 
and 
Alternativ
es; 
Section 
2.2; 
pages 2-3 
to 2-5 

No 

Please 
update 
the 
Land 
Use and 
Zoning 
Designa
tion 
figures. 
The 
DEIR 
Project 
Descript
ion (TN 
248288) 
includes 
figures 
of the 
general 
plan 
land use 
and 
zoning 
designat
ions for 
the 

1-
Jun 
and 
22-
Jun 
and 
6-
Jul 
and 
21-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Please see response to LU-002. 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. TN 
250283 (LU-
02_LandUse), TN 
250292 (LU-
06_Zoning), and 
TN 250448 
(land_use_fwp_r
esponses) are 
not adequate 
responses to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(A)(iv). 
 
The specific 
information still 
needed is: 
--The Project Site 
Boundary (i.e., 
the boundary that 
encompasses all 
project activities). 

Revised Project site boundary 
provided as a shapefile via Kiteworks 
(TN# 250835). These shapefiles 
demonstrate that no Project 
component will encroach into National 
Forest lands. 

See 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 
for 
Data 
Reque
st 
Identifi
er LU-
002. 

See final response 
memo (TN# 
251462). 
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gener
al plan 
design
ations, 
specifi
c plan 
design
ations, 
and 
zoning 
have 
been 
clearly 
deline
ated. 

propose
d 2020 
project 
area. 
These 
figures 
will 
need to 
be 
updated 
to reflect 
the 
2023 
propose
d project 
configur
ation. 

--The 1-mile 
buffer from the 
specific proposed 
Project Site 
Boundary, as 
required by the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(A). The 
“buffer” illustrated 
in TN 250283 is 
not accurately 
shown as 
extending 1-mile 
from the project 
boundary. Note 
that a “project 
area” is not a 
specific project 
site boundary. 
The Applicant 
needs to provide 
the specific 
boundary upon 
which the Project 
would be sited to 
allow for CEQA 
impact analysis. 
--Jurisdictional 
boundaries for 
federal lands. 
The project would 
border Lassen 
National Forest, 
which is not 
shown in TN 
250283 or TN 
250292. Lands 
administered by 
the U.S. Bureau 
of Land 
Management 
along Highway 
299 are also 
missing from TN 
250283 and TN 
250292. 

LU-
008 

Defi
cien
cy 

Land 
Use 

Vah
idi 
Ino

App
endi
x B 

A 
discus
sion of 

TN 
248330: 
Shasta 

No 
Please 
revise 
the list 

25-
Ma
y 

A table with APNs within the Project Site is 
included (TN# 250435). See note on 250435 
which states: To our knowledge, all of these 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. TN 

The original APN list docketed as TN 
250289 was over-inclusive. The 
revised APN list and maps have been 

Thank 
you 
for 

Lease extension 
provided (TN# 
250984). 

CEC 
Staff 
has 

The 
Applic
ant 

Note 
that 
these 

See 
final 
res
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Ap
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ant 
Res
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No. 
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Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

uye 
Ker
r 

(g) 
(3) 
(C) 

the 
legal 
status 
of the 
parcel(
s) on 
which 
the 
project 
is 
propos
ed. If 
the 
propos
ed site 
consis
ts of 
more 
than 
one 
legal 
parcel, 
descri
be the 
metho
d and 
timeta
ble for 
mergin
g or 
otherw
ise 
combi
ning 
those 
parcel
s so 
that 
the 
propos
ed 
project
, 
exclud
ing 
linears 

County 
Use 
Permit 
Applicatio
n; pdf 
pages 8 to 
16 
TN 
249296-9: 
Parcel 
Owners 
List 

of 
parcels 
within 
the 
project 
area. 
The list 
of 
parcels 
within 
the 
propose
d project 
area 
reflects 
the 
2019 
propose
d project 
site. The 
list 
needs to 
be 

1-
Jun 
21-
Jun 
10-
Jul 
17-
Jul 
21-
Jul 
2-
Aug 

parcels are recognized as legally created 
parcels under California law. No parcel 
mergers are anticipated. No structures, except 
for linear 
features such as access roads and collection 
lines, will straddle parcel boundaries. 

250289 (LU-
008_fwp_respons
e_memo), TN 
250435 (LU-
008_fwp_parcel_
numbers_rev2), 
and TN 250448 
(land_use_fwp_r
esponses) are 
not adequate 
responses to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(C). 
 
The specific 
information still 
needed is: 
--Clarification on 
the list of parcels 
that include all 
parcels upon 
which project 
activities would 
occur and that 
are within the 
Applicant’s 
defined project 
site boundary. 
The list of parcels 
docketed in TN 
250435 (LU-
008_fwp_parcel_
numbers_rev2) 
does not match 
the list of parcels 
docketed in TN 
250289 (LU-
008_fwp_respons
e_memo). The 
more recent 
docket filing (TN 
250435) does not 
identify any of the 
changes to the 
list of APNs or 
explain why a 
revised list of 
APNs was 
docketed. 

docketed as TN 250435 is the correct 
list. The list in TN 250289 should be 
disregarded.  
 
A discussion of the legal status of the 
parcels was provided as part of TN 
250435-and is repeated here: "To 
Applicant's knowledge, all of these 
parcels are recognized as legally 
created parcels under California law. 
No parcel mergers are anticipated. No 
structures, except for linear features 
such as access roads and collection 
lines, will straddle parcel boundaries." 
The data request again requests 
information about parcel mergers. 
Parcel mergers are only necessary 
where non-linear facilities (such as 
the O&M building or a substation) are 
proposed to straddle parcel lines. 
Applicant confirms that no non-linear 
structures are proposed to straddle 
parcel lines. Wind energy projects, 
which commonly comprise thousands 
of acres, are commonly contructed on 
multiple legal parcels. It would be 
impractical (and unnecessary) for a 
utlity-scale wind energy project to be 
constructed on a single legal parcel. 
No parcel mergers are proposed or 
required. Site ownership and control 
has already been disclosed (TN# 
248331) and a lease extension has 
been finalized. An updated 
memorandum of lease will be 
provided as soon as it is available. 
Appendix B does not require the 
Applicant to provide an analysis of 
encumbrances or deed restrictions on 
each parcel. Nonetheless, the 
Applicant confirms that no 
encumbrances or deed restrictions 
preclude construction or operation of 
the proposed project.  

confir
ming 
that 
the 
correc
ted list 
of 
parcel
s is 
provid
ed in 
TN 
25043
5, and 
that 
TN 
25028
9 
should 
be 
disreg
arded. 
 
The 
inform
ation 
submit
ted is 
incom
plete. 
The 
specifi
c 
inform
ation 
still 
neede
d is 
the 
followi
ng: 
-
Pleas
e 
provid
e 
docum
entatio
n of 
the 
lease 
extens

revie
wed 
TN 
2509
84 
(Ame
ndme
nt to 
Amen
ded, 
Resta
ted, 
and 
Comb
ined 
Optio
n for 
Wind 
Energ
y 
Lease
). Part 
3 
(Optio
n 
Term) 
of the 
Amen
dment 
states
, “The 
initial 
term 
of the 
Optio
n 
shall 
be 
and 
remai
n in 
effect 
for 
eight 
(8) 
years 
after 
the 
Effecti
ve 
Date 
of this 

enter
ed 
into 
the 
origin
al 
Optio
n to 
Lease 
in 
2012. 
A 
redac
ted 
copy 
is 
docke
ted as 
TN 
#250
984. 
Includ
ed as 
Exhibi
t B to 
this 
Optio
n is a 
Rene
wable 
Energ
y 
Lease 
Agree
ment, 
which 
lease 
will 
beco
me 
effecti
ve 
upon 
exerci
se of 
the 
option
. 
Parag
raph 
1.5 of 
the 

portio
ns of 
the 
lease 
have 
been 
redac
ted in 
the 
Appli
cant's 
dock
eted 
TN 
#250
984. 
There
fore, 
Staff 
cann
ot 
revie
w 
these 
portio
ns 
refere
nced 
in the 
dock
eted 
file to 
confir
m 
this 
infor
maito
n. 
Pleas
e 
enter 
the 
reque
sted 
infor
matio
n into 
the 
dock
et in 
some 
forma

pon
se 
me
mo 
(TN
# 
251
462
). 



Dat
a 
Req
ues
t 
Ide
ntifi
er 

Req
ues
t 
Sou
rce 

Topic 
Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
And 
Section 
Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
tion 
of 
Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
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Resp
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Disp
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on 
No. 4 
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Res
pon
se 
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--A revised 
discussion of the 
legal status of the 
parcels on which 
the project is 
proposed. As 
required by the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(C), “If the 
proposed site 
consists of more 
than one legal 
parcel, describe 
the method and 
timetable for 
merging or 
otherwise 
combining those 
parcels so that 
the proposed 
project, excluding 
linears and 
temporary 
laydown or 
staging area, will 
be located on a 
single legal 
parcel.” The 
proposed project 
includes non-
linear and 
permanent 
infrastructure 
such as turbines, 
meteorological 
and microwave 
towers, O&M 
Facilities, 
Substation/Switc
hyard sites that 
would be sited on 
multiple parcels. 
Per the Warren-
Alquist Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(C), the 
Applicant must 
provide the 

ion for 
each 
parcel 
upon 
which 
the 
Projec
t 
would 
be 
sited 
as 
proof 
of site 
control
. 
 
As 
mentio
ned in 
the 
prior 
dispos
ition 
respo
nse, 
"Altho
ugh 
parcel 
merge
rs are 
not at 
the 
crux of 
this 
issue, 
parcel 
legalit
y and 
site 
control 
are 
import
ant. 
The 
legal 
status 
of 
each 
parcel 
upon 
which 

Optio
n 
Agree
ment, 
unles
s 
earlier 
termin
ated 
or 
exten
ded in 
accor
dance 
with 
the 
provis
ions 
herein 
(“Opti
on 
Term”
). The 
Partie
s 
agree 
that 
this 
updat
ed 
Initial 
Optio
n 
Term 
unites 
each 
of the 
prior 
Initial 
Optio
n 
Term
s 
pertai
ning 
to the 
Prope
rty 
that 
exist 
within 
the 

Lease 
Agree
ment 
calls 
for a 
term 
until 
May 
1, 
2047, 
a 
term 
of 35 
years 
from 
the 
date 
of the 
origin
al 
option 
agree
ment. 
The 
ability 
to 
exerci
se the 
option 
has 
been 
exten
ded 
to 
2029.
 See 
TN# 
2509
84. T
he 
Applic
ant 
expec
ts the 
lando
wner 
will 
exten
d the 
lease 
term 
to 

t so 
that 
Staff 
can 
refere
nce it 
in our 
analy
ses 
and 
for 
the 
public 
to be 
able 
to 
revie
w this 
infor
matio
n.  
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Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
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No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

method and 
timetable for 
merging or 
otherwise 
combining those 
parcels so that 
they are located 
on a single legal 
parcel. Although 
parcel mergers 
are not at the 
crux of this issue, 
parcel legality 
and site control 
are important. 
The legal status 
of each parcel 
upon which the 
Project would be 
sited is important 
and the Applicant 
needs to disclose 
parcel ownership 
status, if the 
parcels will be 
purchased or 
leased, and if 
there are any 
encumbrances or 
deed restrictions 
associated with 
each parcel upon 
which the project 
would be sited. 

the 
Projec
t 
would 
be 
sited 
is 
import
ant 
and 
the 
Applic
ant 
needs 
to 
disclo
se 
parcel 
owner
ship 
status, 
if the 
parcel
s will 
be 
purch
ased 
or 
leased
, and if 
there 
are 
any 
encum
branc
es or 
deed 
restrict
ions 
associ
ated 
with 
each 
parcel 
upon 
which 
the 
project 
would 
be 
sited." 

Prior 
Existi
ng 
Prope
rty 
Optio
ns to 
be 
updat
ed to 
run 
for up 
to 
such 
eight 
(8) 
additi
onal 
years, 
in 
accor
dance 
with 
this 
Sectio
n 3, 
from 
the 
Effecti
ve 
Date 
of this 
Optio
n 
Agree
ment.
” 
As 
the 
“Effec
tive 
Date 
of the 
Optio
n 
Agree
ment” 
is 
April 
4, 
2016, 
the 

allow 
a full 
35 
years 
of 
opera
tions 
once 
the 
CEC 
appro
ves 
the 
projec
t.    
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1 Applicant Response No. 2 
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Response No. 3 
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Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
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CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
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initial 
term 
of the 
Optio
n 
would 
remai
n in 
effect 
until 
April 
4, 
2024. 
Even 
with 
the 
option 
of 
lease 
renew
al for 
an 
additi
onal 8 
years 
after 
2024 
(i.e., 
lease 
expira
tion in 
2032)
, TN 
2509
84 
does 
not 
provid
e 
proof 
of site 
contro
l 
throu
gh 
the 
Proje
ct’s 
35-
year 
opera
tion 
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
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Applicant 
Response No. 3 
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Dispo
sition 
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Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
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Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

period
. 
Pleas
e 
provid
e 
proof 
of site 
contro
l for 
each 
parcel 
upon 
which 
the 
Proje
ct 
would 
be 
sited 
throu
ghout 
the 
propo
sed 
35-
year 
opera
tion 
period
. 

LU-
010 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Land 
Use 

Vah
idi 
Ino
uye 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(3) 
(D) 
(i) 

Crop 
types, 
irrigati
on 
syste
ms, 
and 
any 
specia
l 
cultiva
tion 
practic
es; 

TN 
248288: 
DEIR 
Descriptio
n of 
Project 
and 
Alternativ
es; 
Section 
3.1.4.1; 
page 3.1-
12 

No 

Please 
provide 
descripti
ons of 
agricultu
ral 
activities
. More 
informati
on is 
needed 
to 
describe 
the 110-
acre 
area of 
designat
ed 
Prime 
Farmlan
d 

1-
Jun 
and 
22-
Jun 
and 
30-
Jun 
and 
6-
Jul 
and 
21-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

See response to LU-009. 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. TN 
250291 (LU-
09_AgriculturalR
esource) and TN 
250448 
(land_use_fwp_r
esponses) are 
not adequate 
responses to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(D), 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(D)(i), and 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(D)(iii). For 
specific 

There are no irrigation systems 
located within the project site 
boundaries or on the 110-acre 
inholding parcel. No "special 
cultivation practices" are carried out 
within the project site boundaries or 
within the parcel in question. As 
confirmed by field surveys in 2018, 
2019, and 2021, the parcel in 
question is, in fact, a meadow which 
is occasionally harvested for hay. 
Though it is classified as Prime 
Farmland, it is not used for crops and 
is not irrigated. The project will have 
no impact on this parcel.  
 
To the extent that trees harvested for 
lumber are a "crop," the only crop 
grown within the project site boundary 
are trees. The activities carried out 
within the project site boundaries 

The 
inform
ation 
submit
ted is 
incom
plete. 
The 
specifi
c 
inform
ation 
still 
neede
d is: 
- In 
TN 
25070
5 the 
Applic
ant 

The parcel in 
question is not part 
of the Project. 
Agricultural uses of 
the parcel -- to the 
extent they exist-- 
will not be impacted, 
directly or indirectly, 
by Project 
construction or 
operation. The 
inholding parcel is 
privately owned and 
not under lease to 
the Applicant and 
the Applicant's 
consultants do not 
have permission to 
enter the property. 
General 
observations about 

CEC 
Staff 
has 
revie
wed 
the 
Rare 
Plant 
and 
Veget
ation 
Mappi
ng 
surve
ys 
from 
2018, 
2019, 
and 
2021 
(TN 

See 
Applic
ant 
Resp
onse 
No. 3; 
the 
inhold
ing 
parcel 
is 
privat
ely 
owne
d and 
not 
under 
lease 
to the 
Applic
ant 

Pleas
e 
note 
again 
that 
the 
site 
obser
vatio
ns 
refere
nced 
in TN 
2507
05 
(i.e., 
the 
Rare 
Plant 
Surve
ys 

See 
final 
res
pon
se 
me
mo 
(TN
# 
251
462
). 
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Resp
onse 
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No. 4 
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se 
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approxi
mately 
0.25 
mile 
southea
st of a 
propose
d 
turbine, 
and the 
historic 
and 
current 
agricultu
ral 
activities 
occurrin
g in this 
area. 
Specific
ally, the 
DEIR 
Agricult
ural 
analysis 
must 
describe 
the 
farming 
activities 
(crop 
type, 
irrigation 
systems
, any 
special 
cultivati
on 
practice
s) for 
the 110-
acre 
agricultu
ral site. 

information still 
needed, see 
Disposition 
response for LU-
009. 

consist on on-going timber harvest 
operations. As stated in the existing 
setting of the Biological Resources 
Section of the Shassta County EIR: 
"The dominant vegetation community 
is Sierran mixed conifer forest; 
however, the structure and species 
composition of this community varies 
greatly with slope, aspect, elevation, 
and disturbance (e.g., fire and forest 
management). Dominant overstory 
species include a combination of 
white fir (Abies concolor), Douglas fir 
(Pseudotsuga menziesii), incense 
cedar (Calocedrus decurrens), 
ponderosa pine (Pinus ponderosa), 
sugar pine (P. lambertiana), and 
California black oak (Quercus 
kelloggii)." Further, lumbering 
operations are only considered to be 
"agricultural" if they are incidental to 
farming operations. See 29 CFR 
780.200. With respect to Forestry 
impacts, Shasta County's EIR 
(section 3.1.2.4 said: . "Existing land 
uses within the Project Site consist 
exclusively of managed forest lands. 
Unpaved logging roads and 
transmission lines cross the Project 
Site. Chapter 17.08, Timber 
Production District, in the Shasta 
County Zoning Ordinance identifies 
the uses allowed in the TP district if a 
use permit is issued, including “the 
erection, construction or alteration of 
a gas, electrical, water or 
communication facility, or other public 
improvements, in accordance with 
Government Code §51152.” Neither 
the Project nor alternatives would 
cause an impact because the uses 
allowed on the Project Site by the 
County’s General Plan and zoning 
designation are consistent with the 
state’s definitions of forest land, 
timberland, and timberland zoned 
Timber Production. " 

states, 
"There 
are no 
irrigati
on 
syste
ms 
lcoate
d 
within 
the 
project 
site 
bound
aries 
or on 
the 
110-
acre 
inholdi
ng 
parcel. 
No 
'speci
al 
cultiva
tion 
practic
es' are 
carrie
d out 
within 
the 
project 
site 
bound
aries 
or 
within 
the 
parcel 
in 
questi
on. As 
confir
med 
by 
field 
survey
s in 
2018, 
2019, 

status and uses of 
the inholding 
property were made 
by the Applicant's 
field personnel in 
the vegetation 
surveys taken of 
surrounding lands in 
2018, 2019 and 
2021. (See citations 
to these surveys 
below.) Based on 
the most recent 
FMMP maps, the 
parcel is designated 
as Prime Farmland 
if Irrigated--see 
SOILS-002 map 
(TN# 250058). 
However, because 
this parcel is not 
irrigated, it is not 
considered Prime 
Farmland. 
Furthermore, this 
parcel is not, and 
has never been, to 
Applicant's 
knowledge, 
cultivated for crops. 
No evidence of 
agricultural uses 
were observed 
during the Rare 
Plant and 
Vegetation Mapping 
surveys in 2018 (TN 
#: 248308-7), 2019 
(TN#: 248308-8), 
and 2021 (TN#: 
248308-1). But 
again, the Project 
would have no 
impact on such 
uses if they were to 
occur.  

2483
08-7, 
TN 
2483
08-8, 
and 
TN 
2483
08-1) 
for 
the 
inform
ation 
refere
nced 
in 
Applic
ant 
Resp
onse 
No. 3 
on 
the 
110-
acre 
area 
of 
desig
nated 
Prime 
Farml
and. 
The 
Rare 
Plant 
Surve
y 
report
s do 
not 
includ
e the 
110-
acre 
area 
of 
Prime 
Farml
and 
within 
their 
surve

and 
the 
Applic
ant's 
consu
ltants 
do 
not 
have 
permi
ssion 
to 
enter 
the 
prope
rty. 
The 
projec
t will 
not 
affect 
the 
in-
holdin
g 
prope
rty's 
agricu
ltural 
capac
ity or 
poten
tial as 
no 
projec
t 
comp
onent
s are 
locate
d on 
this 
in-
holdin
g 
parcel
. 
Thes
e 
state
ments 
are 

from  
2018, 
2019, 
and 
2021) 
do 
not 
includ
e the 
110-
acre 
area 
of 
Prime 
Farml
and 
within 
their 
surve
y 
areas
. 
None 
of the 
surve
y 
report
s 
provi
de 
any  
descr
iption 
or 
site 
obser
vatio
ns of 
the 
110-
acre 
area, 
and 
there 
is no 
discu
ssion 
of 
irrigat
ion, 
cultiv
ation 
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Regulat
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Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

and 
2021, 
the 
parcel 
in 
questi
on is, 
in fact, 
a 
mead
ow 
which 
is 
occasi
onally 
harves
ted for 
hay. 
Thoug
h it is 
classifi
ed as 
Prime 
Farml
and, it 
is not 
used 
for 
crops 
and is 
not 
irrigat
ed." 
Pleas
e 
provid
e 
citatio
ns for 
where 
this 
inform
ation 
was 
obtain
ed 
from.  

y 
areas. 
None 
of the 
surve
y 
report
s 
provid
e a 
descri
ption 
of the 
110-
acre 
area, 
and 
there 
is no 
discu
ssion 
of 
irrigati
on, 
cultiv
ation 
practi
ces, 
or use 
of the 
Farml
and 
for 
hay 
produ
ction 
that 
was 
descri
bed in 
TN 
2507
05. 
Pleas
e 
provid
e 
docu
menta
tion 
for 
the 

based 
on 
site 
obser
vation
s in 
2018, 
2019 
and 
2021, 
which 
were 
made 
from 
the 
parcel 
boun
dary 
of the 
in-
holdin
g 
prope
rty.  

practi
ces, 
or 
use 
of the 
Farml
and 
for 
hay 
produ
ction 
that 
was 
descr
ibed 
in TN 
2507
05. 
Even 
if the 
parce
l is 
"not" 
part 
of the 
proje
ct, it 
does 
not 
mean 
it will 
not 
be 
impa
cted.  
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

followi
ng 
state
ments 
from 
TN 
2507
05: 
(1) 
“Ther
e are 
no 
irrigati
on 
syste
ms 
locate
d 
within 
the 
projec
t site 
boun
daries 
or on 
the 
110-
acre 
inhold
ing 
parcel
." 
(2) 
"No 
'speci
al 
cultiv
ation 
practi
ces' 
are 
carrie
d out 
within 
the 
projec
t site 
boun
daries 
or 
within 
the 
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a 
Req
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t 
Ide
ntifi
er 

Req
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t 
Sou
rce 
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Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
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Infor
matio
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Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
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Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
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Regulat
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pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

parcel 
in 
questi
on." 
(3) 
"...the 
parcel 
in 
questi
on is, 
in 
fact, a 
mead
ow 
which 
is 
occas
ionall
y 
harve
sted 
for 
hay." 

LU-
012 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Land 
Use 

Vah
idi 
Ino
uye 
Ker
r 

"App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(3) 
(D) 
(iii)" 

Direct, 
indirec
t, and 
cumul
ative 
effects 
on 
agricul
tural 
land 
uses. 
If the 
propos
ed site 
or 
related 
facilitie
s are 
subjec
t to an 
Agricul
tural 
Land 
Conse
rvation 
contra
ct, 
provid
e a 

TN 
248288: 
DEIR 
Descriptio
n of 
Project 
and 
Alternativ
es; 
Section 
3.1.4.1; 
page 3.1-
12 

No 

Please 
provide 
descripti
ons of 
agricultu
ral 
activities 
and 
their 
location
s, and 
identify 
whether 
the 110-
acre 
Prime 
Farmlan
d site is 
subject 
to an 
Agricult
ural 
Land 
Conserv
ation 
contract. 
To 
identify 
potential 

1-
Jun 
and 
22-
Jun 
and 
30-
Jun 
and 
6-
Jul 
and 
21-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

See response to LU-009. 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. TN 
250291 (LU-
09_AgriculturalR
esource) and TN 
250448 
(land_use_fwp_r
esponses) are 
not adequate 
responses to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(D), 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(D)(i), and 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(D)(iii). For 
specific 
information still 
needed, see 
Disposition 
response for LU-
009. 
 
The applicant’s 
response for LU-

The data shown in LU-09_Agricultural 
Resources (TN# 250291) are taken 
from the FMMP mapping service 
(Available at: 
https://gis.conservation.ca.gov/portal/
home/item.html?id=22da298849d147
679551680593b9b035), as noted in 
the "Notes" section on the figure 
underneath the north arrow and scale 
bar. The FMMP dataset date is 2018, 
which is the latest dataset available 
on the FMMP website for Shasta 
County. 

The 
link 
provid
ed in 
Applic
ant 
Respo
nse 
No. 2 
is for 
the 
2020 
FMMP 
File 
Geoda
tabase
. The 
2020 
FMMP 
File 
Geoda
tabase 
does 
not 
includ
e data 
on 
Land 
Conse

Data on Prime 
Farmland comes 
from the California 
Department of 
Conservation 
California Important 
Farmland Finder 
mapping tool, 
available at: 
https://maps.conser
vation.ca.gov/DLRP
/CIFF/ 
 
Data on Williamson 
Act participation 
comes from the 
California 
Department of 
Conservation 
California 
Williamson Act 
Enrollment Finder 
mapping tool, 
available at: 
https://maps.conser
vation.ca.gov/dlrp/W
illiamsonAct/ 

See 
final 
respo
nse 
memo 
(TN# 
2514
62). 
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pon
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written 
copy 
and a 
discus
sion of 
the 
status 
of the 
expirat
ion or 
cancel
ing of 
such 
contra
ct. 

indirect 
or 
cumulati
ve 
impacts 
to 
agricultu
re, the 
DEIR 
Agricult
ural 
analysis 
requires 
more 
informati
on 
regardin
g the 
type of 
agricultu
ral 
activities 
at the 
110-
acre 
Prime 
Farmlan
d site, 
and the 
location 
of other 
project 
disturba
nce 
activities 
(access 
roads, 
staging 
areas) 
relative 
to the 
site. 
The 
DEIR 
Agricult
ural 
analysis 
states 
that 
none of 
the 
parcels 

009 states “Maps 
produced by the 
California 
Resources 
Agency pursuant 
to the Farmland 
Mapping and 
Monitoring 
Program show 
that no land in 
the Project Site is 
zoned for 
agricultural use 
or subject to a 
Williamson Act 
contract.” This 
statement 
requires 
verification. 
Applicant needs 
to provide the 
dates and titles 
for the maps 
referenced in its 
response to LU-
009.  

rvation 
Act 
contra
cts 
(i.e., 
Willia
mson 
Act 
contra
cts) 
within 
Shast
a 
Count
y. 
Pleas
e 
provid
e the 
data 
used 
to 
identif
y the 
locatio
n of 
parcel
s 
subjec
t to a 
Land 
Conse
rvation 
Act 
contra
ct (i.e., 
lands 
under 
Willia
mson 
Act 
contra
ct) 
within 
Shast
a 
Count
y. 
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within 
the 
propose
d project 
site are 
subject 
to a 
Williams
on Act 
contract. 
Howeve
r, the 
analysis 
does not 
identify 
whether 
the 110-
acre 
Prime 
Farmlan
d site 
that is 
located 
0.25 
mile 
from the 
nearest 
turbine 
is 
subject 
to an 
Agricult
ural 
Land 
Conserv
ation 
contract. 

LU2
-01 

Atta
chm
ent 
B 
Add
end
um 

Land 
Use 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

Not 
spec
ified 

Please 
provid
e a 
update
d 
inform
ation 
for the 
Cumul
ative 
Scena
rio that 
includ
es the 
followi

Not 
specified No 

Not 
specifie
d 

1-
Jun 
and 
22-
Jun 
and 
30-
Jun 
and 
6-
Jul 
and 
21-
Jul 
and 

The Applicant was unable to find information 
related to data requests (a), (b), or (c) and 
requested this information in an email to Paul 
Hellman at the Shasta County Planning 
Division on April 18, 2023 (TN# 250436). No 
response was received. 
 
The Applicant proposes a Fuel Break Project 
and Expanded Internet Service Project as part 
of the Community Benefits Program, not as 
part of the proposed Project. These actions 
should not be included in the project 
description for the Proposed Project or the 
CEC's discretionary action. 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. It 
appears that the 
Applicant is 
unable to 
research and 
obtain this 
information. TN 
250436 (LU2-
01_fwp_cumulati
ve_projects_requ
est) and TN 
250448 
(land_use_fwp_r

The Applicant has requested a list of 
updated cumulative projects from 
Shasta County and has received no 
response. Information listed on the 
planning page of the Shasta County 
website provides no information about 
cumulative projects. The Shasta 
County General Plan dates from 2004 
and contains no information about 
cumulative projects. No list of pending 
applications appears to be published 
on the website. No recently published 
EIR on the website contains a list of 
cumulative projects. The Fuel Break 
and Expanded Internet Service 

In TN 
25070
5, the 
Applic
ant 
states, 
"...it is 
not 
known 
wheth
er 
these 
funds 
will be 
accept

The information 
provided about the 
Community Benefits 
Program is still 
valid. However, how 
and when and 
where the funds 
proposed to be 
given to various 
community 
organizations under 
the Community 
Benefits Program 
will be used and for 
what activitiies is 

Applic
ant 
Resp
onse 
No. 3 
states 
that it 
would 
be 
specu
lative 
to 
evalu
ate 
the 

The 
applic
ant 
will 
be 
provid
ing 
fundin
g, but 
will 
not 
be 
imple
menti
ng 

Again
, Staff 
need
s 
confir
matio
n as 
to 
whet
her or 
not 
the 
Appli
cant 
will 

See 
final 
res
pon
se 
me
mo 
(TN
# 
251
462
). 
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1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 
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Appli
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Resp
onse 
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Ap
plic
ant 
Res
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5 

ng 
eleme
nts to 
suppor
t an 
adequ
ate 
discus
sion of 
any 
potenti
ally 
signific
ant 
cumul
ative 
impact
s that 
may 
be 
idendif
ied: 
a. 
Local 
and 
region
al 
planni
ng 
project
ions 
for 
Shast
a 
Count
y; 
b. 
Reaso
nably 
forese
eable 
future 
develo
pment 
of 
small 
wind 
energy 
syste
ms as 
a 
result 

2-
Aug 

esponses) are 
not adequate 
responses to TN 
248759 
(Deficiency 
Letter, 
Attachment B 
Addendum: 
Alternatives, 
Land Use, and 
Socioeconomics 
Data Requests 
inadvertently left 
out of deficiency 
letter for Fountain 
Wind 
application). The 
specific 
information still 
needed as 
specified in Data 
Requests Set 1: 
Land Use (TN 
248759) includes: 
(d.) Future 
applicant 
activities (i.e., 
Fuel Break 
Project and 
Expanded 
Internet Service 
Project) with an 
updated 
description of the 
activity location 
and size, 
estimated 
number and 
types of 
construction 
equipment, and 
anticipated 
schedule for 
construction and 
maintenance. 
 
The Fuel Break 
Project and the 
Expanded 
Internet Service 
Project were 
identified by the 

Projects are identified in the 
Community Benefits Program 
proposed by the Applicant. The 
Applicant would provide funding for 
the projects, but it is not known 
whether these funds will be accepted 
nor would the Applicant control the 
design, permitting, or development 
process, which would, if these 
activities occur, be controlled by 
independent legal entities (Fall River 
Resource Conservation District and 
ShastaBeam). No information about 
the scope of these potential activities 
is available. The Fuel Break and 
Expanded Internet Service Projects 
are not part of the proposed Project 
and are not necessary for 
development of the Project.  

ed nor 
would 
the 
Applic
ant 
control 
the 
design
, 
permit
ting, 
or 
develo
pment 
proces
s, 
which 
would, 
if 
these 
activiti
es 
occur, 
be 
control
led by 
indepe
ndent 
legal 
entitie
s (Fall 
River 
Resou
rce 
Conse
rvation 
Distric
t and 
Shast
aBea
m). No 
inform
ation 
about 
the 
scope 
of 
these 
potenti
al 
activiti
es is 

not now known. It 
would be 
speculative for the 
CEC to attempt to 
analyze the impacts 
of such potential 
activities in its EIR.  

poten
tial 
cumul
ative 
impac
ts 
from 
the 
projec
ts 
descri
bed in 
TN 
2482
96-2 
(Com
munit
y 
Benef
its 
Progr
am). 
Howe
ver, 
any of 
the 
comm
unity 
benefi
ts 
projec
ts that 
are 
likely 
to be 
funde
d 
followi
ng 
appro
val of 
the 
Propo
sed 
Proje
ct 
would 
be 
releva
nt to 
the 
cumul

any of 
the 
comm
unity 
benefi
ts 
agree
ments
. 
Pursu
ant to 
Public 
Reso
urces 
Code 
sectio
n 
2554
5.10, 
fundin
g will 
be 
provid
ed to 
third 
partie
s who 
will 
spend 
that 
mone
y on 
projec
ts or 
provis
ion of 
servic
es of 
their 
own 
desig
n, at 
their 
discre
tion 
for 
activit
ies 
such 
as 
"park 
and 

imple
ment 
the 
Com
munit
y 
Benef
its 
Progr
am 
as 
part 
of the 
Proje
ct. 
Pleas
e 
provi
de 
confir
matio
n as 
to 
whet
her, 
or 
not, 
the 
Progr
am 
will 
be 
under
taken 
as 
part 
of the 
Proje
ct. If 
so, it 
will 
need 
to be 
anlay
zed 
in the 
EIR.  
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of 
2022 
amend
ments 
to the 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
Code; 
c. An 
update
d 
cumul
ative 
project
s list 
that 
includ
es 
planne
d/prop
osed 
or 
permitt
ed 
project
s 
since 
Augus
t 2019; 
and 
d. 
Future 
applic
ant 
activiti
es 
(i.e., 
Fuel 
Break 
Projec
t and 
Expan
ded 
Intern
et 
Servic
e 
Projec
t) with 
an 

Applicant as 
activities that 
would be 
undertaken in TN 
248296-2 
(Community 
Benefits 
Program). This 
information 
requested in Item 
LU2-01 (d) is 
needed to 
conduct the 
CEQA analysis 
as it is part of the 
“project” which is 
defined in CEQA 
Guidelines 
Section 15378 as 
“…the whole of 
an action, which 
has a potential 
for resulting in 
either a direct 
physical change 
in the 
environment, or a 
reasonably 
foreseeable 
indirect physical 
change in the 
environment…” 

availa
ble. 
The 
Fuel 
Break 
and 
Expan
ded 
Intern
et 
Servic
e 
Projec
ts are 
not 
part of 
the 
propo
sed 
Projec
t and 
are 
not 
neces
sary 
for 
develo
pment 
of the 
Projec
t." 
Based 
on this 
respo
nse in 
TN 
25070
5, it 
appea
rs that 
the 
Comm
unity 
Benefi
ts 
Progra
m 
inform
ation 
provid
ed in 
TN 

ative 
scena
rio. 
For 
exam
ple, 
regar
ding 
the 
Fuel 
Break 
Proje
ct, TN 
2482
96-2 
states 
that 
the 
Fall 
River 
Reso
urce 
Cons
ervati
on 
Distric
t, 
“…su
bmitte
d a 
grant 
applic
ation 
to the 
Califo
rnia 
Depar
tment 
of 
Fores
try 
and 
Fire 
Prote
ction 
(“CAL 
FIRE”
) in 
May 
2021 
as 
part 

playgr
ound 
equip
ment, 
urban 
green
ing, 
enha
nced 
safety 
crossi
ngs, 
pavin
g 
roads 
and 
bike 
paths.
" At 
the 
discre
tion of 
the 
comm
unity-
based 
organ
izatio
ns, 
funds 
could 
also 
be 
used 
to 
delive
r 
comm
unity-
based 
servic
es." 
Ultim
ate 
use of 
the 
funds 
and 
contr
ol of 
the 
activit
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pon
se 
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

update
d 
descri
ption 
of the 
activity 
locatio
n and 
size, 
estima
ted 
numbe
r and 
types 
of 
constr
uction 
equip
ment, 
and 
anticip
ated 
sched
ule for 
constr
uction 
and 
mainte
nance. 

24829
6-2 
(Com
munity 
Benefi
ts 
Progra
m) is 
no 
longer 
valid. 
Pleas
e 
confir
m if 
the 
Comm
unity 
Benefi
ts 
Progra
m is 
no 
longer 
applic
able to 
this 
Projec
t. 

of the 
Califo
rnia 
Clima
te 
Invest
ments 
Depar
tment 
of 
Fores
try 
and 
Fire 
Prote
ction. 
This 
progr
am 
provid
es 
match
ing 
funds 
for 
fuel 
break 
projec
ts 
which 
allows 
the 
Fall 
River 
RCD 
to 
doubl
e the 
size, 
scope
, and 
benefi
t of 
the 
projec
t.” 
Pleas
e 
provid
e the 
Fuel 
Break 

ies 
funde
d are 
outsid
e the 
contr
ol of 
the 
applic
ant, 
are 
not 
part 
of this 
projec
t, and 
theref
ore 
not 
appro
priatel
y 
consi
dered 
in the 
CEC'
s 
CEQ
A 
analy
sis. 
2554
5.10 
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Require
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

Proje
ct 
Descr
iption 
that 
was 
submi
tted 
with 
the 
CAL 
Fire 
grant 
applic
ation, 
which 
is a 
reaso
nably 
forese
eable 
projec
t to be 
includ
ed in 
the 
cumul
ative 
scena
rio. In 
additi
on, 
Staff 
needs 
confir
matio
n as 
to 
wheth
er or 
not 
the 
Applic
ant 
will 
imple
ment 
the 
Com
munit
y 
Benef



Dat
a 
Req
ues
t 
Ide
ntifi
er 

Req
ues
t 
Sou
rce 

Topic 
Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
And 
Section 
Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
tion 
of 
Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

its 
Progr
am as 
part 
of the 
Proje
ct. If 
so, 
then it 
needs 
to be 
analy
zed in 
the 
EIR. 
Pleas
e 
provid
e 
confir
matio
n as 
to the 
applic
ability 
of the 
Progr
am to 
the 
Proje
ct. 

LU2
-02 

Atta
chm
ent 
B 
Add
end
um 

Land 
Use 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(3) 
(A) 

2. 
Please 
provid
e an 
update
d 
figure 
that 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
a. 
Curren
t 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
Gener
al Plan 

Not 
specified No 

Not 
specifie
d 

1-
Jun 
and 
21-
Jun 
and 
21-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Figure is updated and included in LU-02. 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. TN 
250283 (LU-
02_LandUse) 
and TN 250448 
(land_use_fwp_r
esponses) are 
not adequate 
responses to TN 
248759 
(Deficiency 
Letter, 
Attachment B 
Addendum: 
Alternatives, 
Land Use, and 
Socioeconomics 
Data Requests 
inadvertently left 
out of deficiency 

The original APN list docketed as TN 
250289 was over-inclusive. The 
revised APN list and maps have been 
docketed as TN 250435 is the correct 
list. The list in TN 250289 should be 
disregarded.  

Thank 
you 
for 
confir
ming 
that 
the 
correc
ted list 
of 
parcel
s is 
provid
ed in 
TN 
25043
5, and 
that 
TN 
25028
9 

Revised Project site 
boundary provided 
as a shapefile via 
Kiteworks (TN# 
250835). These 
shapefiles 
demonstrate that no 
Project component 
will encroach into 
National Forest 
lands. 

See 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 
for 
Data 
Requ
est 
Identif
ier 
LU-
002. 

See 
respo
nse to 
LU-
002. 

See 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 4 
for 
Data 
Requ
est 
Identi
fier 
LU-
002. 

See 
final 
res
pon
se 
me
mo 
(TN
# 
251
462
). 
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Dispo
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No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

Land 
Use 
and 
Zoning 
Desig
nation
s (as 
amend
ed) for 
the 
project 
site; 
b. The 
bound
aries 
of the 
propos
ed 
Lease 
Hold 
Area; 
and 
c. The 
2023 
propos
ed 
project 
config
uration 
and 
layout 
within 
the 
site 
bound
aries 
that 
identifi
es the 
propos
ed 
locatio
n of 
the 
followi
ng: 
turbine
s, 
groun
d and 
overhe
ad 

letter for Fountain 
Wind 
application). 
 
The specific 
information still 
needed to 
address TN 
248759 Data 
Requests Set 1: 
Land Use, Data 
Request #2 (a 
through c) 
includes the 
following: 
--The Project Site 
Boundary (i.e., 
the boundary that 
encompasses all 
project activities). 
--The 1-mile 
buffer from the 
specific proposed 
Project Site 
Boundary, as 
required by the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(3)(A). The 
“buffer” illustrated 
in TN 250283 is 
not accurately 
shown as 
extending 1-mile 
from the project 
boundary. Note 
that a “project 
area” is not a 
specific project 
site boundary. 
The Applicant 
needs to provide 
the specific site 
boundary upon 
which the Project 
would be sited to 
allow for CEQA 
impact analysis. 
--The location of 
zoning 

should 
be 
disreg
arded. 
 
See 
Dispo
sition 
2 for 
LU-
002 
regard
ing 
discre
pancie
s in 
the 
jurisdi
ctional 
bound
ary for 
Lasse
n 
Nation
al 
Forest
. 
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Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
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Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

collect
or 
lines, 
acces
s 
roads, 
tempo
rary 
constr
uction 
laydo
wn 
areas, 
propos
ed 
operati
ons 
and 
mainte
nance 
facility, 
propos
ed 
meteo
rologic
al 
evalua
tion 
towers
, 
storag
e 
sheds, 
tempo
rary 
concre
te 
batch 
plants, 
substa
tion 
and 
switch
yard, 
and 
relay 
micro
wave 
tower. 

designations that 
are identified in 
the figure legend 
for TN 250283 
(i.e., Rural 
Residential is 
shown in the 
legend but is 
missing on the 
figure). 
--Jurisdictional 
boundaries for 
federal lands. 
The project would 
border Lassen 
National Forest, 
which is not 
shown in this 
figure. The figure 
is also missing 
lands 
administered by 
the U.S. Bureau 
of Land 
Management 
along Highway 
299. 
--Clarification on 
the list of parcels 
that include all 
areas on which 
project activities 
would occur. The 
list of parcels 
docketed in TN 
250435 (LU-
008_fwp_parcel_
numbers_rev2) 
does not match 
the list of parcels 
docketed in TN 
250289 (LU-
008_fwp_respons
e_memo). The 
more recent 
docket filing (TN 
250435) does not 
identify any of the 
changes to the 
list of APNs or 
explain why a 
revised list of 
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Require
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Make 
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Regulat
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

APNs was 
docketed. 

LU2
-04 

Atta
chm
ent 
B 
Add
end
um 

Land 
Use 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(3) 
(D) 
 
App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(3) 
(D) 
(i) 
 
App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(3) 
(D) 
(iii) 

5. 
Please 
provid
e a list 
of 
curren
t 
existin
g land 
uses 
(reside
ntial, 
recrea
tional, 
comm
ercial, 
industr
ial) 
within 
one 
mile of 
the 
project 
site 
bound
aries. 
Please 
includ
e a 
map 
illustra
ting 
the 
locatio
n of 
these 
land 
uses 
relativ
e to 
the 
propos
ed 
project 
(turbin
es, 
groun
d and 
overhe
ad 

Not 
specified No 

Not 
specifie
d 

1-
Jun 
and 
21-
Jun 
and 
21-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Refer to response for LU-012 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. TN 
250291 (LU-
09_AgriculturalR
esource) and the 
Applicant’s May 
25th response in 
the 
“fountain_wind_d
ata_response_tra
cker_2023-0531 
update” is not an 
adequate 
response to TN 
248759 
(Deficiency 
Letter, 
Attachment B 
Addendum: 
Alternatives, 
Land Use, and 
Socioeconomics 
Data Requests 
inadvertently left 
out of deficiency 
letter for Fountain 
Wind 
application). For 
specific 
information still 
needed, see 
Disposition 
response for LU-
009. 

See Revised Response to LU-009. 

See 
Dispo
sition 
2 for 
LU-
009 

Revised Project site 
boundary provided 
as a shapefile via 
Kiteworks (TN# 
250835). These 
shapefiles 
demonstrate that no 
Project component 
will encroach into 
National Forest 
lands. 

See 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 
for 
Data 
Requ
est 
Identif
ier 
LU-
002. 

See 
respo
nse to 
LU-
002. 

See 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 4 
for 
Data 
Requ
est 
Identi
fier 
LU-
002. 

See 
final 
res
pon
se 
me
mo 
(TN
# 
251
462
). 
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sition 
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Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

collect
or 
lines, 
acces
s 
roads, 
tempo
rary 
constr
uction 
laydo
wn 
areas, 
propos
ed 
operati
ons 
and 
mainte
nance 
facility, 
propos
ed 
meteo
rologic
al 
evalua
tion 
towers
, 
storag
e 
sheds, 
tempo
rary 
concre
te 
batch 
plants, 
substa
tion 
and 
switch
yard, 
and 
relay 
micro
wave 
tower). 
6. 
Please 
provid
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Response No. 3 
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Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

e a 
map 
illustra
ting 
the 
locatio
n of 
the 
110-
acre 
Prime 
Farml
and 
relativ
e to 
the 
propos
ed 
project 
(turbin
es, 
groun
d and 
overhe
ad 
collect
or 
lines, 
acces
s 
roads, 
tempo
rary 
constr
uction 
laydo
wn 
areas, 
propos
ed 
operati
ons 
and 
mainte
nance 
facility, 
propos
ed 
meteo
rologic
al 
evalua
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Require
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Make 
OPT 
Confor
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Regulat
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Res
pon
se 
Dat
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

tion 
towers
, 
storag
e 
sheds, 
tempo
rary 
concre
te 
batch 
plants, 
substa
tion 
and 
switch
yard, 
and 
relay 
micro
wave 
tower). 
7. 
Descri
be the 
histori
c and 
curren
t 
agricul
tural 
activiti
es 
occurri
ng at 
the 
110-
acre 
Prime 
Farml
and 
site, 
and 
discus
s the 
applic
able 
crop 
type(s)
, 
irrigati
on 
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OPT 
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Dat
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

syste
ms, 
and 
any 
specia
l 
cultiva
tion 
practic
es. 
8. 
Identif
y 
wheth
er the 
110-
acre 
Prime 
Farml
and 
site is 
subjec
t to an 
Agricul
tural 
Land 
Conse
rvation 
contra
ct. If 
this 
land is 
under 
contra
ct, 
identif
y the 
length 
of the 
contra
ct, the 
time 
remain
ing 
under 
the 
curren
t 
contra
ct, and 
wheth
er the 
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pon
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e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

contra
ct 
status 
is 
design
ated 
as 
renew
al or 
non-
renew
al. 

LU2
-05 

Atta
chm
ent 
B 
Add
end
um 

Land 
Use 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(3) 
(C) 

9. 
Please 
provid
e a list 
of all 
parcel
s and 
their 
APNs 
within 
the 
curren
t 2023 
propos
ed 
project 
site 
bound
ary, 
and a 
figure 
that 
identifi
es the 
locatio
n of 
propos
ed 
project 
compo
nents 
relativ
e to 
each 
parcel 
(turbin
es, 
groun
d and 
overhe

Not 
specified No 

Not 
specifie
d 

25-
Ma
y; 
1-
Jun 
and 
21-
Jun 
and 
10-
Jul 
and 
21-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

9. A list of project parcels (TN# 250435) and 
corresponding maps are provided (TN# 
250442, 250443, 250444); 
10. The memorandum of lease between the 
Applicant and Oxbow Holdings was provided 
as part of the original application (TN# 
248331). The commercial terms of the lease 
are confidential. 
11. No parcel mergers are proposed. 
12. No recorded restrictions exist on the 
Project site The county-wide ban on 
commercial scale wind projects passed 
subsequent to Project's denial. 

Items 9-10 listed 
in the Response 
column are not 
sufficient 
responses. 
Please provide 
detailed 
responses to 
each specific 
question posed in 
the detailed Data 
Requests 
provided in TN 
248759 
(Deficiency 
Letter, 
Attachment B 
Addendum).  
6/6/23 
Disposition: 
The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. TN 
250448 
(land_use_fwp_r
esponses) is not 
an adequate 
response to TN 
248759 
(Deficiency 
Letter, 
Attachment B 
Addendum: 
Alternatives, 
Land Use, and 
Socioeconomics 
Data Requests 
inadvertently left 
out of deficiency 
letter for Fountain 

As noted, the project site is privately 
owned by a timber management 
company and will be under long term 
lease to the Applicant. Site ownership 
and control has already been 
disclosed (TN# 248331) and a lease 
extension has been finalized. An 
updated memorandum of lease will be 
provided as soon as it is available. 
Appendix B does not require the 
Applicant to provide an analysis of 
encumbrances or deed restrictions on 
each parcel. Nonetheless, the 
Applicant confirms that no 
encumbrances or deed restrictions 
preclude construction or operation of 
the proposed project.  

See 
Dispo
sition 
2 for 
LU-
008 

Lease extension 
provided (TN# 
250984). 

See 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 
for 
Data 
Requ
est 
Identif
ier 
LU-
008. 

The 
Applic
ant 
enter
ed 
into 
the 
origin
al 
Optio
n to 
Lease 
in 
2012. 
A 
redac
ted 
copy 
is 
docke
ted as 
TN 
#250
984. 
Includ
ed as 
Exhibi
t B to 
this 
Optio
n is a 
Rene
wable 
Energ
y 
Lease 
Agree
ment, 
which 
lease 

See 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 4 
for 
Data 
Requ
est 
Identi
fier 
LU-
008. 

See 
final 
res
pon
se 
me
mo 
(TN
# 
251
462
). 
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ad 
collect
or 
lines, 
acces
s 
roads, 
tempo
rary 
constr
uction 
laydo
wn 
areas, 
propos
ed 
operati
ons 
and 
mainte
nance 
facility, 
propos
ed 
meteo
rologic
al 
evalua
tion 
towers
, 
storag
e 
sheds, 
tempo
rary 
concre
te 
batch 
plants, 
substa
tion 
and 
switch
yard, 
and 
relay 
micro
wave 
tower). 
10. 
Provid

Wind 
application).  
 
Regarding the 
Applicant’s 
response to Item 
No. 10, according 
to TN 248331 
(Lease with 
Oxbow Holdings), 
Item G. 2. Option 
Terms., “The 
initial term of the 
amended 
restated and 
combined Option 
Agreement 
(“Initial Option 
Term”) shall 
commence on 
April 4, 2016 and 
shall continue for 
five (5) years, 
unless earlier 
terminated under 
the terms of the 
Option 
Agreement. 
Grantee shall 
have the right, 
but not the 
obligation, to 
extend the Initial 
Term for one 
option extension 
period of one (1) 
year (“Option 
Extension 
Period”). The 
Option Extension 
Period, if any, 
shall commence 
no later than the 
end of the Initial 
Term.” Based on 
the terms from 
the lease, it 
appears that the 
term expired in 
April 2022. 
Please provide 
any updates to 

will 
beco
me 
effecti
ve 
upon 
exerci
se of 
the 
option
. 
Parag
raph 
1.5 of 
the 
Lease 
Agree
ment 
calls 
for a 
term 
until 
May 
1, 
2047, 
a 
term 
of 35 
years 
from 
the 
date 
of the 
origin
al 
option 
agree
ment. 
The 
ability 
to 
exerci
se the 
option 
has 
been 
exten
ded 
to 
2029.
 See 
TN# 
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Ap
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ant 
Res
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se 
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e the 
terms 
of the 
Wind 
Energ
y 
Lease 
betwe
en the 
Applic
ant 
and 
proper
ty 
owner 
(Oxbo
w 
Timbe
r I, 
LLC). 
11. 
Discus
s 
wheth
er any 
parcel 
merge
rs 
would 
occur 
as part 
of the 
propos
ed 
project
. 
Provid
e 
details 
on 
what 
parcel
s 
would 
be 
includ
ed in 
the 
merge
r, and 
what 
project 

the terms of the 
lease. This item 
is important for 
ensuring site 
control by the 
Applicant. 
 
Regarding the 
Applicant’s 
response to Item 
No. 12, parcel 
legality and site 
control are 
important issues. 
The legal status 
of each private 
parcel upon 
which the Project 
would be sited is 
important and the 
Applicant needs 
to disclose parcel 
ownership status, 
if the parcels will 
be purchased or 
leased, and if 
there are any 
encumbrances or 
deed restrictions 
associated with 
each parcel upon 
which the Project 
would be sited. 

2509
84. T
he 
Applic
ant 
expec
ts the 
lando
wner 
will 
exten
d the 
lease 
term 
to 
allow 
a full 
35 
years 
of 
opera
tions 
once 
the 
CEC 
appro
ves 
the 
projec
t.    
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compo
nents 
would 
be 
sited 
or 
staged 
on the 
merge
d 
parcel
s. 
Descri
be any 
comm
unicati
ons 
that 
have 
occurr
ed 
with 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
regard
ing 
parcel 
merge
rs, and 
any 
requir
ement
s 
identifi
ed by 
the 
Count
y to 
approv
e a 
parcel 
merge
r. 
12. 
Identif
y any 
record
ed 
restrict
ions 
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on the 
project 
site 
that 
preclu
de 
develo
pment, 
and 
identif
y 
which 
parcel
s 
these 
restrict
ions 
apply 
to. 

SO
C-
001 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Socio
econo
mics 

Alle
n 
Kau
fma
n 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(1) 

...provi
de a 
discus
sion of 
the 
existin
g site 
conditi
ons, 
the 
expect
ed 
direct, 
indirec
t and 
cumul
ative 
impact
s due 
to the 
constr
uction, 
operati
on and 
mainte
nance 
of the 
project
, the 
measu
res 
propos
ed to 

TN 
248292-2: 
Economic 
and Public 
Revenue 
Impact 
Study; 
pages 2-4 
(Tables 4 
and 5) 
TN 
248293-2: 
CEQA 
Staff 
Report; 
pages 1-
3, 8-10 
TN 
248288-
17L: DEIR 
Utilities 
and 
Service 
Systems; 
page 12 

No 

Please 
provide 
the 
cumulati
ve 
impact 
assess
ment for 
populati
on/housi
ng, 
recreati
on, and 
public 
services
. A 
discussi
on of 
the 
cumulati
ve 
impacts 
for 
Utilities 
and 
Service 
Systems 
has 
been 
provided
. Please 
provide 
similar 

6/2/
202
3 
and 
29-
Jun 
and 
3-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

As discussed in Section 3.1.4, Environmental 
Considerations Unaffected by the Project or 
Not Present in the Project Area,of the EIR, the 
project would have no impact on population 
and housing, public services, or recreation. 
Where the project would cause no impact to a 
resource, it would not cause or contribute to 
any cumulative impact to such resources. 
Therefore, there would be no cumulative 
impact to population and housing, public 
services, or recreation because the Project 
does not propose to add permanent 
population; rather, the workers coming into the 
region for construction will be in the area only 
temporarily and Project operations will employ 
up to 12 permanent workers. The Applicant 
was able to identify a single project subject to 
CEQA on the Shasta County website (Crystal 
Creek Aggregate Expansion Project). The 
Applicant requested additional information 
from Shasta County in an email to Paul 
Hellman at the Shasta County Planning 
Division on April 18, 2023 (TN# 250436). No 
response was received. 

TN 248288-3 
(Section 3.1.4 of 
the EIR, 
Environmental 
Considerations 
Unaffected by the 
Project or Not 
Present in the 
Project Area) is 
not an adequate 
response to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(1). The DEIR 
is outdated and 
based on 
baseline 
assumptions to a 
previous version 
of the Project. 
Per the Warren-
Alquist Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(1), the 
Applicant must 
“…provide a 
discussion of the 
existing site 
conditions, the 
expected direct, 

The Project would have no impact, 
and therefore no cumulatively 
considerable impact, on population 
and housing, public services, or 
recreation at either the 72-turbine 
layout or the 48-turbine layout 
because the individuals who will be 
working on the project are either 
already based in Shasta County, or, 
will be coming into the region for 
construction and will be in the area 
only temporarily.  The number of 
construction workers temporaily in the 
area is not expected to have any 
significant impact on housing.  They 
will not displace permanent residents 
and are instead  likely to stay in 
transient housing such as hotels, 
motels  and/or recreational vehicles in 
campgrounds,   These temporary 
construction workers are not likely to 
create signficiant (the threshold under 
CEQA) new demand for publlic 
services in terms of fire, police, or 
medical serices.  New permanent 
employees  (up to 10) are also not 
likely to create a significant new 
demand for public services. There is 
also no evidence that baseline socio-
economic conditions related to 
housing, population and public 
services have significantly changed 
since the County prepared its EIR.  

In that 
the 
CEC 
is the 
CEQA 
lead 
agenc
y, the 
respo
nse is 
insuffi
cient 
for my 
analys
is 
purpo
ses. 
The 
inform
ation 
provid
ed is 
not an 
adequ
ate 
respo
nse to 
the 
Warre
n-
Alquist 
Act 
Siting 

◘No further 
attempts were made 
to reach Paul 
Hellman.  His 
contact information 
is Paul Hellman, 
Director, Shasta 
County Planning 
Division, 1855 
Placer Street, Suite 
103, Redding, 
California 96001. 
(530) 225-5532. 
phellman@co.shast
a.ca.us. 
 
◘CEC requests the 
logic behind the 
Applicant’s 
conclusion that the 
project’s 
approximately 200 
temporary 
construction 
workers will not 
have a significant 
impact (cumulative 
or otherwise) on 
population and 
housing, recreation 
and public safety in 
Shasta County.   
 

The 
respo
nse is 
insuffi
cient 
for my 
analy
sis 
purpo
ses.  
 
Public 
safety 
servic
es 
and 
the 
relate
d staff 
(e.g., 
fire 
and 
police 
perso
nnel), 
are 
often 
need
ed for 
respo
nses 
to 
event

The 
Applic
ant 
has 
been 
unabl
e to 
provid
e an 
updat
ed 
cumul
ative 
projec
ts list 
becau
se 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
hasn't 
respo
nsed 
to our 
reque
sts for 
this 
infor
matio
n. 
There
fore, 

See 
final 
respo
nse 
mem
o 
(TN# 
2514
62). 
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mitigat
e 
advers
e 
enviro
nment
al 
impact
s of 
the 
project
, the 
effecti
venes
s of 
the 
propos
ed 
measu
res, 
and 
any 
monito
ring 
plans 
propos
ed to 
verify 
the 
effecti
venes
s of 
the 
mitigat
ion. 

detail for 
cumulati
ve 
analyse
s of 
other 
socioec
onomic 
sections 
(i.e., 
populati
on/housi
ng, 
recreati
on, and 
public 
services
) based 
on an 
up-to-
date 
cumulati
ve 
scenario
. 

indirect and 
cumulative 
impacts due to 
the construction, 
operation and 
maintenance of 
the project, the 
measures 
proposed to 
mitigate adverse 
environmental 
impacts of the 
project, the 
effectiveness of 
the proposed 
measures, and 
any monitoring 
plans proposed 
to verify the 
effectiveness of 
the mitigation.” 
TN250344 
(Socioeconomics 
response memo) 
states there will 
be a peak of 200 
workers/month 
during the 
construction 
phase. Activities 
during this period 
may change the 
demands on 
public services to 
the area. 
TN250344 also 
states, “The 
portion of the 
construction and 
operational 
workforce which 
would be 
nonlocal is 
unknown at this 
time and is 
dependent on the 
available local 
workforce at the 
time of 
construction and 
operations.” 
The specific 

The Applicant request that the CEC 
staff provide evidence that baseline 
socioeconomic conditions are 
"outdated" as stated in the data 
request.    
 
The Applicant's attempts to contact 
Mr. Hellman were provided as TN# 
250436. Should CEC staff want 
additional confirmation from Shasta 
County, the Applicant has also 
provided CEC staff with contact 
information for the County planning 
staff (including emails and telephone 
numbers) for purposes of CEC 
coordination. 

Regul
ation 
Appen
dix B 
(g)(1.  
Applic
ant 
Respo
nse 
No. 2 
states 
“Thes
e 
tempo
rary 
constr
uction 
worker
s are 
not 
likely 
to 
create 
signifi
cant 
(the 
thresh
old 
under 
CEQA
) new 
dema
nd for 
public 
servic
es in 
terms 
of fire, 
police, 
or 
medic
al 
servic
es.” 
Pleas
e 
provid
e a 
discus
sion 
with 
includi

Population and 
Housing:  The logic 
behind the 
conclusion that 
approximately 200 
temporary 
construction 
workers will not 
have a substantial 
or even potentially 
substantial impact 
or cumulative 
impact on Shasta 
County’s population 
or housing from a 
physical perspective 
includes the 
following: 
• CEQA requires an 
analysis of 
significant impacts 
to the environment. 
Section 15382 of 
the CEQA 
Guidelines states 
that “significant 
effect on the 
environment” 
means “a 
substantial, or 
potentially 
substantial adverse 
change in any of the 
physical conditions 
within the area 
affected by the 
project, including 
land, air, water, 
minerals, flora, 
fauna, ambient 
noise and objects of 
historic or aesthetic 
significance.  An 
economic or social 
change by itself 
shall not be 
considered a 
significant effect on 
the environment.”   
• Thus, to be 
cognizable under 
CEQA, an impact 

s 
such 
as 
fires 
and 
other 
emer
genci
es. 
Even 
witho
ut a 
direct, 
signifi
cant 
impac
t on a 
specif
ic 
topic 
(i.e., 
public 
servic
es, 
recre
ation, 
housi
ng), 
there 
may 
be a 
cumul
ative 
impac
t. If 
cumul
ative 
impac
ts are 
to 
occur 
from 
feasib
le 
curre
nt or 
future 
activiti
es in 
combi
nation 
with 

the 
Applic
ant 
does 
not 
have 
the 
infor
matio
n 
relate
d to 
the 
constr
uction 
of 
future 
projec
ts that 
may 
trigge
r the 
need 
for a 
new 
fire 
statio
n. 
Howe
ver, in 
the 
origin
al 
Shast
a 
Count
y EIR, 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
planni
ng 
staff, 
who 
would 
have 
an 
under
standi
ng of 
future 
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information still 
needed includes 
the following: 
- A discussion of 
the cumulative 
impacts based on  
the most up to 
date assumptions 
in the 
current/finalized 
(i.e, number of 
turbines, site 
configuration, site 
boundary) Project 
description. 
- Documentation 
of follow-up 
attempts (i.e., 
attempts to 
outreach by 
phone), if any, to 
reach Paul 
Hellman of 
Shasta County 
Planning.  Please 
provide Mr. 
Hellman’s contact 
information. 

ng the 
logic 
suppo
rting 
the 
conclu
sion 
that 
these 
local 
public 
safety 
servic
es 
would 
not be 
affecte
d by 
the 
tempo
rary 
popula
tion 
during 
constr
uction 
(up to 
200 
worker
s per 
TN# 
25034
4), 
includi
ng 
public 
servic
es 
such 
as fire 
respo
nse. 
Statin
g that 
there 
is no 
impact
, and 
theref
ore no 
cumul
ative 

must be:  
• Substantial, or 
potentially 
substantial 
• Adverse 
o Related to 
physical conditions 
that affect land, air, 
water, minerals, 
flora, fauna, 
ambient noise and 
objects of historic or 
aesthetic 
significance. 
• An individual 
project’s 
contribution to a 
cumulative impact 
can be determined 
to be rendered less 
than cumulatively 
considerable “if the 
project is required to 
implement or fund 
its fair share of a 
mitigation measure 
or measures 
designed to 
alleviate the 
cumulative impact.”  
CEQA Guidelines 
15130(a).   Here, 
the project either 
does not create any 
impact with respect 
to 
population/housing, 
recreation and 
public services, or it 
will fund mitigation 
measures that 
address its 
contribution to the 
cumulative impact, 
as in the case of fire 
safety, discussed 
further below.      
• It is reasonably 
assumed based on 
EPS’s economics 
analysis that most 
of the construction 

this 
projec
t, 
there 
may 
be a 
need 
for a 
new 
facility 
to 
acco
mmod
ate 
the 
count
y’s 
needs 
(e.g., 
a new 
fire 
statio
n 
and/o
r new 
sheriff 
statio
n).  
 
To 
make 
such 
a 
deter
minati
on, 
Staff 
needs 
to 
under
stand 
the 
baseli
ne 
settin
gs 
and 
other 
curre
nt or 
expec
ted 

projec
ts in 
the 
regio
n, 
made 
the 
concl
usion 
that 
Proje
ct 
constr
uction 
would 
not 
trigge
r the 
need 
for an 
additi
onal 
fire 
statio
n 
even 
at the 
origin
al, 
72-
turbin
e 
size. 
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impact 
does 
not 
permit 
the 
CEC 
staff to 
fulfill 
its 
CEQA 
lead 
agenc
y 
obligat
ion to 
evalua
te 
cumul
ative 
impact
s. 
Being 
able to 
follow 
and 
under
stand 
the 
Applic
ant’s 
conclu
sions 
on this 
topic 
is the 
first 
step in 
the 
CEC’s 
mand
ated 
analys
is 
proces
s. 
Additi
onally, 
TN# 
25043
6 
shows 
the 

workers that would 
work on the project 
already live in the 
County.  Workers 
already living in the 
County are part the 
baseline population.   
• For those workers 
temporarily 
commuting into the 
County,  the 
Applicant’s 
reasonable 
assumption is that 
these workers will 
stay in hotels or 
RVs.   Shasta 
County has a 
sufficient number of 
hotels and/or 
campgrounds such 
that new hotels or 
campgrounds will 
not be required to 
be constructed to 
accommodate these 
workers.  (The 
analysis of nearby 
hotels and 
campgrounds  is 
found at TN# 
250498.)   A 
temporary increase 
in the cost of hotels 
or campgrounds 
due to a temporary 
influx of workers is 
not an 
environmental 
impact.    
• Even assuming 
that all of the 
project’s 
construction 
workers are 
temporary 
commuters,    200 
additional temporary 
workers would 
temporarily increase 
Shasta County’s 
population by 

projec
ts in 
the 
area 
that 
may 
have 
an 
effect 
when 
consi
dered 
cumul
ativel
y. We 
have 
not 
receiv
ed an 
adeq
uate 
respo
nse 
with a 
discu
ssion 
of the 
existi
ng 
site 
condit
ions, 
the 
expec
ted 
direct, 
indire
ct, 
and 
cumul
ative 
impac
ts due 
to the 
constr
uction
, 
opera
tion, 
and 
maint
enanc
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Ap
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ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
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attem
pt to 
reach 
Paul 
Hellm
an on 
April 
18, 
but 
does 
not 
show 
follow-
up 
attem
pts as 
reque
sted in 
Dispo
sition 
No.1. 
Regar
ding 
existin
g site 
conditi
ons, 
per 
CEQA 
Guidel
ines 
Sectio
n 
15125
(a)(1), 
the 
baseli
ne 
physic
al 
conditi
ons 
from 
which 
a lead 
agenc
y 
deter
mines 
wheth
er an 
impact 

0.1105%. According 
to the US Census, 
(see Quick Facts 
about Shasta 
County at 
www.census.gov) 
Shasta County’s  
population was  
approximately 
180,930 in 2022.  
Since 2020, 
population in Shasta 
County has declined 
from 182,152 in 
2020, a loss of 
0.7%.   A 0.1105% 
increase is not a 
substantial or 
potentially 
substantial increase 
in population (and 
still below the 
County’s 2020 
population) and 
there is no basis to 
conclude that this 
temporary would 
result in substantial 
adverse physical 
impacts in Shasta 
County.    
In summary, the 
project could result 
in a small number of 
new in-commuting 
workers  to Shasta 
County, but in 
numbers that are 
extremely small in 
relation to the 
County’s population 
and which would not 
restore the 0.7% 
loss of population 
that Shasta County 
has experienced 
since 2020.    These 
new workers would 
not require the 
construction of new 
permanent or 
temporary housing 

e of 
the 
projec
t as it 
pertai
ns to 
a 
cumul
ative 
scena
rio 
beyon
d 
econo
mic 
effect
s as 
is 
requir
ed by 
the 
siting 
regula
tions.  
 
The 
specif
ic 
inform
ation 
still 
need
ed 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
Partic
ularly 
from 
the 
public 
safety 
servic
es 
persp
ective
, 
pleas
e 
provid
e a 



Dat
a 
Req
ues
t 
Ide
ntifi
er 

Req
ues
t 
Sou
rce 

Topic 
Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
And 
Section 
Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
tion 
of 
Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
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is 
signifi
cant 
are 
the 
conditi
ons 
that 
“exist 
at the 
time 
the 
notice 
of 
prepar
ation 
is 
publis
hed, 
or if 
no 
notice 
of 
prepar
ation 
is 
publis
hed, 
at the 
time 
enviro
nment
al 
analys
is is 
comm
enced.
” 
The 
specifi
c 
inform
ation 
still 
neede
d 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
¡ 
Docu

accommodations as 
there are a sufficient 
number of hotels 
and campgrounds 
where the workers 
could be temporarily 
housed.     As such 
no adverse physical 
changes to the 
environment are 
anticipated and thus 
the influx of workers 
will not contribute to 
cumulative impacts.  
See also  Save Our 
Access–San Gabriel 
Mountains v 
Watershed 
Conserv. Auth. 
(2021) 68 CA5th 8, 
26 (displacement of 
visitors who would 
use wilderness 
recreation area to 
other recreational 
areas due to 
reduced availability 
of parking is social 
impact) 
• The CEC 
response also 
requests that 
Applicant explain 
why the current, 
finalized project 
description including 
the project’s “site 
configuration and 
site boundary” could 
cause cumulative 
impacts related to 
population and 
housing, recreation 
and public safety.   
The Applicant does 
not understand how 
the project’s site 
configuration and 
site boundary are 
related to population 
and housing, 
recreation and 

discu
ssion 
of the 
existi
ng 
projec
t site 
condit
ions 
and 
the 
expec
ted 
direct, 
indire
ct, 
and 
cumul
ative 
impac
ts due 
to the 
constr
uction
, 
opera
tion, 
and 
maint
enanc
e of 
the 
projec
t 
becau
se the 
Applic
ant 
respo
nse 
does 
not 
provid
e an 
analyt
ical 
justific
ation 
of 
wheth
er or 
not 
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menta
tion of 
follow-
up 
attem
pts 
(i.e., 
attem
pts to 
outrea
ch by 
phone
), if 
any, to 
reach 
Paul 
Hellm
an of 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
Planni
ng.  
Pleas
e 
provid
e Mr. 
Hellm
an’s 
contac
t 
inform
ation. 
¡ A 
discus
sion 
includi
ng the 
logic 
leadin
g to 
the 
cumul
ative 
impact
s 
conclu
sion 
based 
on the 
most 

public safety.  The 
number of turbines 
(48) drives the 
number of 
construction 
workers 
(approximately 
200).  The site 
configuration and 
site boundary do not 
influence the 
number of 
construction 
workers.   
 
 
Recreation:  The 
same factors set 
forth above also 
logically support the 
conclusion that the 
project will not result 
in a substantial 
adverse impact on 
the environment 
based on the need 
to build more 
recreational facilities 
to serve the 
temporary workers. 
As such the project 
will not create 
cumulative impacts 
on the need to 
construct more 
recreational facilities 
in the County.  See 
also Save Our 
Access–San Gabriel 
Mountains v 
Watershed 
Conserv. Auth. 
(2021) 68 CA5th 8, 
26 (displacement of 
visitors who would 
use wilderness 
recreation area to 
other recreational 
areas due to 
reduced availability 
of parking is social 
impact) 

there 
are 
adver
se or 
cumul
ative 
effect
s.  
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up to 
date 
assum
ptions 
in the 
curren
t/finali
zed 
Projec
t 
descri
ption 
(i.e., 
numb
er of 
turbin
es, 
site 
config
uratio
n, site 
bound
ary). 

 
Public Safety 
Including Fire 
Response:   As 
noted above, 
economic and social 
effects that are not 
related to physical 
impacts need not be 
evaluated in an EIR. 
14 Cal Code Regs 
§15131(a);   This 
point is well 
established in many 
published cases 
including:  City of 
Hayward v Board of 
Trustees of Cal. 
State Univ. (2015) 
242 CA4th 833, 843 
(need for additional 
fire protection 
services that project 
would generate is 
not environmental 
impact that must be 
mitigated under 
CEQA); Saltonstall 
v City of 
Sacramento (2015) 
234 CA4th 549, 585 
(allegations that 
proposed basketball 
stadium would 
result in post-event 
impacts to safety by 
event crowds raised 
social issue rather 
than environmental 
issue that must be 
reviewed under 
CEQA); Eureka 
Citizens for 
Responsible Gov’t v 
City of Eureka 
(2007) 147 CA4th 
357 (safety issues 
relating to use of 
equipment installed 
on private 
recreational facility 
produce social 
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effect, not 
significant effect on 
physical 
environment); 
Maintain Our Desert 
Env’t v Town of 
Apple Valley (2004) 
124 CA4th 430 
(large national 
retailer need not be 
identified as end 
user in EIR’s project 
description because 
social, economic, 
and business 
competition 
concerns are not 
relevant under 
CEQA unless it is 
shown that they 
bear directly in 
EIR’s analysis of 
effects on the 
physical 
environment)Becau
se many of the 
project’s 
construction 
workers would 
already live in the 
County, they are 
part of the baseline 
population for 
purposes of public 
safety services.  In 
addition, the small 
number of 
temporary 
construction 
workers.    Here, 
moreover, Shasta 
County prepared an 
EIR for the project 
that concluded that 
impacts to public 
safety, including fire 
response, were less 
than significant.  
The County’s 
document reaching 
this conclusion 
provides logical 
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support for the CEC 
to conclude that the 
project would not 
contribute to 
cumulative impacts 
related to public 
safety services, 
including wildfire 
impacts and fire 
response because 
impacts from the 
project would be 
less than significant 
with mitigation.  See 
discussion from 
Shasta County Draft 
EIR on pp. 3.16-16 
through 3.16-23, 
TN# 248288-18.  
 
 
◘ 
 
     

SO
C-
004 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Socio
econo
mics 

Alle
n 
Kau
fma
n 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(7) 
(A) 
(ii) 

The 
social 
charac
teristic
s, 
includi
ng 
popula
tion 
and 
demog
raphic 
and 
comm
unity 
trends; 

TN 
248288-3 
: DEIR 
Intro 
Environm
ental 
Analysis; 
page 21 
TN 
248320-2: 
Figure – 
Disadvant
aged 
Communit
ies 

No 

Please 
provide 
discissio
n of 
demogr
aphic 
and 
commun
ity 
trends, 
includin
g the 
followin
g: 
* 
Provide 
the low-
income 
populati
on 
percent
age 
living in 
the 
county 
and 
commun
ities 

6/2/
202
3 
and 
3-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Please see socioeconomics response memo 
(TN# 250344). 

The information 
in TN 250344 
(Socioeconomics 
response memo) 
is incomplete. 
There is no 
updated figure for 
TN248320-2 
(Figure – 
Disadvantaged 
Communities) or 
explanation 
regarding the four 
disadvantaged 
communities in 
the figure (Big 
Bend Rancheria, 
Roaring Creek 
Rancheria, Put 
River Tribal Trust 
Lands, 
Montgomery 
Creek 
Rancheria). 
The specific 
information still 
needed includes 
the following: 

See Table 8 of the revised Economic 
Impact Assessment (TN# 250915) 
docketed July 3, 2023. 

The 
respo
nse 
partiall
y 
addre
sses 
the 
reque
st but 
remai
ns 
insuffi
cient 
for my 
analys
is 
purpo
ses. 
Applic
ant 
respo
nse 
did not 
provid
e 
inform
ation 

See final response 
memo (TN# 
251462). 
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closest 
to 
project 
site. 
* 
Provide 
the 
minority 
populati
on 
percent
age 
living in 
the 
county 
and 
commun
ities 
closest 
to 
project 
site. 
A figure 
for 
disadva
ntaged 
commun
ities is 
provided 
but 
informati
on on 
the 
populati
on 
percent
ages or 
the 
number 
of 
people 
included 
in the 
highlight
ed 
regions 
is not 
provided
. Please 
provide 
this 

-Context or 
explanation for 
TN248320-2 
(Figure – 
Disadvantaged 
Communities), 
including the 
number of people 
or population 
percentages 
included in the 
highlighted 
regions. 

on the 
Pit 
River 
Trust 
Lands, 
which 
was 
an 
area 
identifi
ed in 
the 
map in 
TN248
320-2 
(Figur
e – 
Disad
vantag
ed 
Comm
unities
).   
The 
specifi
c 
inform
ation 
still 
neede
d 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
Total 
popula
tion, 
perce
nt of 
popula
tion 
below 
povert
y 
level, 
and 
perce
nt 
minorit
y 
popula
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informati
on. 

tion 
for the 
Pit 
River 
Trust 
Lands. 
The 
CEC 
staff 
needs 
this 
specifi
c 
inform
ation 
for 
Socio
econo
mic 
analys
es, 
and 
for 
deter
mining 
wheth
er or 
not 
there 
are 
disadv
antag
ed 
comm
unities 
in the 
region 
surrou
nding 
the 
project 
site, 
with 
the 
potenti
al for 
enviro
nment
al 
justice 
impact
s.  
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SO
C-
006 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Socio
econo
mics 

Alle
n 
Kau
fma
n 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(7) 
(A) 
(iv) 

Availa
bility 
of 
skilled 
worker
s by 
craft 
requir
ed for 
constr
uction 
and 
operati
on of 
the 
project
; 

TN 
248288-3: 
DEIR Intro 
Environm
ental 
Analysis; 
page 21 
TN 
248292-2: 
Economic 
and Public 
Revenue 
Impact 
Study; 
page 7 

No 

Please 
provide 
informati
on on 
the 
skilled 
workers 
by craft 
required 
for 
construc
tion. 
Please 
include 
the 
specific 
job 
types 
and 
number 
anticipat
ed for 
construc
tion and 
operatio
n. 
Please 
provide 
informati
on on 
the 
county’s 
availabili
ty for 
each 
type of 
skilled 
worker, 
or 
where 
this 
labor 
force is 
anticipat
ed to 
come 
from 
and the 
associat
ed 
commut
e shed 

6/2/
202
3 
and 
3-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Please see socioeconomics response memo 
(TN# 250344). 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. 
TN250344 is not 
an adequate 
response to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(7)(A)(iv). 
  
The specific 
information still 
needed includes 
the following: 
-Clarification on 
where the labor 
force is 
anticipated to 
come from and 
the associated 
worker 
commuting 
region . This data 
is needed given 
the possibility of 
an influx of non-
local workers 
leading to 
increased 
demand for 
public safety 
services (e.g., 
fire, police, and 
medical 
services).  
-The up to date  
number of skilled 
workers by craft 
required for 
construction 
based on the final 
number of 
turbines in 
Project. 
-Availability of 
skilled workers in 
the geographic 
regions  that the 
expected labor 
force is 

Table 6 of Appendix B (PDF p. 31) of 
the Socioeconomics Technical 
Memorandum (TN# 250915) indicates 
that there are approximately 4,715 
members of the construction labor 
force in Shasta County. It is 
anticipated that the labor force 
required for the project, up to 142 
total FTE construction workers at 
peak construction per Table 5 of 
Appendix B of the Socioeconomics 
Technical Memorandum (TN# 
250915), would be sourced from 
Shasta County. It is anticipated that 
the majority of these workers will be 
sources from Shasta County. If the 
Shasta County construction labor 
force is not able to meet the needs of 
the Project over construction, then 
individuals from the pool of labor that 
is part of the Northeastern California 
Building & Construction Trade Council 
would likely be used.  At this time, it is 
not possible to know with certainty 
where construction workers would be 
drawn from but given the relatively 
large pool in Shasta County, it is not 
anticipated that many will come from 
outside the County. However, if some 
construction workers come from 
outside the County, their temporary 
presence in the County is not 
anticipated to create significant  new 
demand for public services in terms of 
fire, police, or medical services. New 
permanent employees (up to 10) are 
also not likely to create a significant 
new demand for public services. 
 
Table 4 in the Socioeconomics 
Technical Memorandum (TN# 
250915) outlines the number of skilled 
workers by craft required for 
construction. Crafts include 
electricians, laborers, carpenters and 
heavy equipment operators. The final 
number of turbines will be determined 
closer to construction based on 
availability of turbines technology and 
cost. The maximum number of 
turbines that could be used is 48. 
Final selection of turbines nearer to 

The 
respo
nse 
partiall
y 
addre
sses 
the 
reque
st but 
remai
ns 
insuffi
cient 
for my 
analys
is 
purpo
ses. 
There 
are no 
tables 
in the 
econo
mics 
memo 
that 
provid
e the 
availa
bility 
of 
skilled 
worker 
by 
craft in 
the 
geogr
aphic 
region
(s) 
that 
the 
expect
ed 
labor 
force 
is 
anticip
ated 
to 
come 

See final response 
memo (TN# 
251462). 
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for the 
labor 
force. 

anticipated to 
come from, if not 
local. This data is 
needed for an 
analysis of the 
project’s potential 
labor impact on 
regions beyond 
Shasta County. 

construction is commonplace in the 
industry.  

from. 
Additi
onally, 
the 
socioe
conom
ic 
memo 
that 
was 
docket
ed on 
7/3/20
23 
(TN25
0915) 
has an 
identic
al 
memo 
date 
and 
subjec
t as 
the 
socioe
conom
ic 
memo 
that 
was 
docket
ed on 
5/25/2
023 
(TN25
0344). 
Both 
memo
s are 
dated 
April 
28, 
2023 
with 
the 
followi
ng 
subjec
t: 
“Fount
ain 
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a 
Req
ues
t 
Ide
ntifi
er 

Req
ues
t 
Sou
rce 

Topic 
Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
And 
Section 
Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
tion 
of 
Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

Wind 
Projec
t 
Econo
mic 
and 
Public 
Reven
ue 
Impact 
Study; 
EPS 
#2010
94.” 
The 
specifi
c 
inform
ation 
still 
neede
d 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
¡ 
Availa
bility 
of 
skilled 
worker
s in 
the 
geogr
aphic 
region
s that 
the 
expect
ed 
labor 
force 
is 
anticip
ated 
to 
come 
from, 
if not 
local 
(e.g.,B



Dat
a 
Req
ues
t 
Ide
ntifi
er 

Req
ues
t 
Sou
rce 

Topic 
Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
And 
Section 
Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
tion 
of 
Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

utte 
and/or 
Siskiy
ou 
Counti
es). 
This 
data is 
neede
d for 
an 
analys
is of 
the 
project
’s 
potenti
al 
labor 
impact 
on 
region
s 
beyon
d 
Shast
a 
Count
y. 
¡ 
Clarifi
cation 
on 
wheth
er the 
TN250
915 
memo
randu
m was 
prepar
ed by 
EPS 
as a 
revise
d 
versio
n of 
the TN 
25034
4 
memo



Dat
a 
Req
ues
t 
Ide
ntifi
er 

Req
ues
t 
Sou
rce 

Topic 
Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
And 
Section 
Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
tion 
of 
Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

randu
m, 
and 
the 
date 
that 
EPS 
prepar
ed the 
revise
d 
memo
randu
m. 
¡ 
Clarifi
cation 
on 
what 
data 
has 
been 
revise
d in 
the 
TN250
915 
memo
randu
m and 
the 
source 
of 
these 
data 
revisio
ns. 

SO
C-
007 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Socio
econo
mics 

Alle
n 
Kau
fma
n 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(7) 
(A) 
(vi) 

Capac
ities, 
existin
g and 
expect
ed use 
levels, 
and 
planne
d 
expan
sion of 
utilities 
(gas, 
water 

TN 
248288-3: 
DEIR Intro 
Environm
ental 
Analysis; 
pages 22-
26 
TN 
248322: 
Executive 
Summary 
and 
Project 
Descriptio

No 

Please 
provide 
respons
e time 
goals/ca
pacities/
ability to 
meet 
respons
e goals 
for 
public 
safety. 
Please 
provide 

6/2/
202
3 
and 
30-
Jun 
and 
3-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

See SOC2-014.  

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. The 
information is not 
an adequate 
response to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(7)(A)(vi). 
The specific 
information still 
needed includes 
the following: 

On June 19, 2023, the Applicant 
searched for publicly available 
information on the County’s website, 
including respective websites for the 
Fire Department and Sheriff’s Office, 
regarding response times for fire, 
police, and emergency services. 
Neither the County nor the Fire and 
Police Departments provide public 
documents discussing response 
times. The Fire Department provides 
a link to its 2021 Annual Report; 
however, more recent versions are 
not available. The 2021 Annual 
Report describes department facilities 

 
The 
respo
nse is 
insuffi
cient 
for my 
analys
is 
purpo
ses. 
The 
inform
ation 
provid

The referenced 
emails are not 
emails received by 
the Applicant and 
thus the Applicant 
cannot provide the 
emails.   The  
Applicant's 
Response describes 
email 
correspondence 
cited in other  
Shasta County 
environmental 
documents on  

The 
respo
nse is 
insuffi
cient 
for my 
analy
sis 
purpo
ses. 
The 
inform
ation 
provid
ed is 

See 
final 
respo
nse 
mem
o 
(TN# 
2514
62). 
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Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
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Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 
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pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

and 
waste) 
and 
public 
servic
es, 
includi
ng fire 
protect
ion, 
law 
enforc
ement, 
emerg
ency 
respon
se, 
medic
al 
facilitie
s, 
other 
asses
sment 
district
s, and 
school 
district
s. For 
project
s 
outsid
e 
metro
politan 
areas 
with a 
popula
tion of 
500,00
0 or 
more, 
inform
ation 
for 
each 
school 
district 
shall 
includ
e 
curren

n; pages 
14-15 
TN 
248288-2: 
DEIR 
Descriptio
n of 
Project 
and 
Alternativ
es; pages 
24-25 

a 
discussi
on with 
level of 
detail 
similar 
to that 
provided 
for 
utilities 
for the 
fire 
protectio
n, law 
enforce
ment, 
and 
medical 
facilities. 

-Response time 
goals, and the 
capacity/ability to 
meet those goals 
while maintaining 
public safety.  
Please contact 
service providers 
and obtain this 
information. 

and incidents, but it does not provide 
average response times or response 
time goals. CALFIRE’s 2022 Shasta 
Trinity Unit Strategic Fire Plan also 
does not provide average response 
times for fire services.  
  
According to the Fire Department’s 
website, the Fire Department is 
responsible for all medical aid 
incidents outside of incorporated 
cities and districts in Shasta County. 
In 2021, approximately one-third of 
the emergency calls required a 
response to outlying areas of the 
County; ambulance response time in 
these areas was approximately 30 
minutes. More recent information 
regarding emergency service 
response times is not available.  
  
The Sheriff’s Office does not provide 
an annual report or other similar 
publications discussing response 
times.  
  
The County itself did not describe 
specific response times for the local 
fire agencies serving the area in its 
EIR for the Project. Other County 
environmental documents for pending 
or past projects similarly do not 
provide general response times for 
fire, police, or emergency services. 
Rather, to the extent it is provided, 
response time information was 
received from the respective service 
by email correspondence. On May 17, 
2023, the Applicant contacted the Fire 
Department and Sheriff’s Office for 
relevant information but has not 
received a response. Should CEC 
staff want additional confirmation from 
Shasta County, the Applicant has also 
provided CEC staff with contact 
information for the County planning 
staff (including emails and telephone 
numbers) for purposes of CEC 
coordination. 

ed is 
not an 
adequ
ate 
respo
nse to 
the 
Warre
n-
Alquist 
Act 
Siting 
Regul
ation 
Appen
dix B 
(g) (7) 
(A) 
(vi). 
Applic
ant 
Respo
nse 
No. 2 
states 
“to the 
extent 
it is 
provid
ed, 
respo
nse 
time 
inform
ation 
was 
receiv
ed 
from 
the 
respec
tive 
servic
e by 
email 
corres
ponde
nce.” 
Howe
ver, 
neithe
r 

other projects which 
say "email 
correspondence" is 
how the County got 
the information on 
response times on 
these other projects.  
In this instance, the 
Applicant has 
requested 
information about 
response times from 
various Shasta 
County entities 
multiple times and 
has not been 
successful in 
obtaining this 
information.   A 
communications log 
has been docketed, 
TN # 251109   

not 
an 
adeq
uate 
respo
nse to 
the 
Warre
n-
Alquis
t Act 
Siting 
Regul
ation 
Appe
ndix B 
(g)(7)(
A)(vi). 
Thank 
you 
for 
the 
inform
ation 
provid
ed in 
the 
call 
log. 
Pleas
e 
includ
e a 
Recor
d of 
Conv
ersati
on for 
the 
conve
rsatio
ns 
with 
the 
fire 
depar
tment
s.  
Large 
constr
uction 
projec
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pon
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

t 
enroll
ment 
and 
yearly 
expect
ed 
enroll
ment 
by 
grade 
level 
groupi
ngs, 
exclud
ing 
project
-
related 
chang
es for 
the 
duratio
n of 
the 
project 
sched
ule. 

Applic
ant 
Repon
ses 1 
nor 2 
provid
e the 
inform
ation 
contai
ned in 
the 
email.   
The 
specifi
c 
inform
ation 
still 
neede
d 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
¡ 
Inform
ation 
contai
ned in 
the 
above
-
refere
nced 
emails
. 
¡ 
Respo
nse 
time 
goals, 
and 
the 
capaci
ty/abili
ty to 
meet 
those 
goals 
while 
mainta

ts in 
rural 
areas 
must 
have 
public 
safety 
servic
es on 
call. 
Pleas
e 
contin
ue to 
follow 
up 
with 
the 
appro
priate 
public 
servic
e 
agenc
ies 
from 
which 
you 
have 
not 
yet 
receiv
ed a 
respo
nse to 
obtain 
inform
ation 
on 
respo
nse 
times 
for 
police
/sherif
f 
servic
es 
and 
hospit
al 
servic
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Req
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t 
Ide
ntifi
er 
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ues
t 
Sou
rce 

Topic 
Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
And 
Section 
Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
tion 
of 
Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

ining 
public 
safety. 
¡ 
Pleas
e 
provid
e call 
log of 
which 
agenci
es 
were 
contac
ted, 
includi
ng the 
date, 
time, 
phone 
numb
er, 
and 
other 
releva
nt 
point 
of 
contac
t 
inform
ation.    

es.  
The 
specif
ic 
inform
ation 
still 
need
ed 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
• 
Curre
nt 
respo
nse 
times 
for 
police
/sherif
f 
servic
es. If 
there 
are 
Annu
al 
Repor
ts for 
medic
al/hos
pital 
servic
es in 
Shast
a 
Count
y, and 
from 
the 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
Sherif
f’s 
Office
s, 
pleas
e 
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1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

provid
e the 
most 
recent 
docu
ments
. 
• For 
respo
nse 
time 
data 
provid
ed by 
Burne
y Fire 
Prote
ction 
Distric
t, 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
Fores
try 
Fire 
Statio
n, 
and 
Burne
y Fire 
Depar
tment, 
pleas
e 
provid
e a 
Recor
d of 
Conv
ersati
on 
that 
includ
es the 
name, 
date, 
time, 
phon
e 
numb
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Opt-In 
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d To 
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OPT 
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Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
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er, 
and 
summ
ary of 
call. 

SO
C-
008 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Socio
econo
mics 

Alle
n 
Kau
fma
n 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(7) 
(A) 
(v) 

Availa
bility 
of 
tempo
rary 
and 
perma
nent 
housin
g and 
curren
t 
vacan
cy 
rate; 
and 

TN 
248288-3: 
DEIR Intro 
Environm
ental 
Analysis; 
page 21 

No   

6/2/
202
3 
and 
30-
Jun 
and 
3-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Please see socioeconomics response memo 
(TN# 250344). 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. 
TN250344 is not 
adequate 
responses to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 
(g)(7)(A)(v). 
SOC-007 was not 
included in the 
Socioeconomics 
memo. 
Per the Fountain 
Wind Project 
Economic and 
Public Revenue 
Impact Study, 
“…the Project 
could ultimately 
consist of 
between 29 and 
48 wind turbines. 
For the purposes 
of this 
memorandum, a 
45-turbine 
scenario was 
chosen.” Since 
the analysis in 
the memorandum 
is based on a 45-
turbine scenario, 
the analysis may 
not be reflective 
of the number of 
actual proposed 
turbines (once 
those are 
specified). 
TN250497 and 
TN250498. 
provide 
temporary 
housing 

The statistics outlined in the 
socioeconomics response memo 
(TN# 250915) are accurate for the 
proposed Project for up to 48 
turbines. See "Response to Additional 
CEC Inquiry" (TN# 250869) for further 
justification. 

The 
respo
nse 
partiall
y 
addre
sses 
the 
reque
st but 
remai
ns 
insuffi
cient 
for my 
analys
is 
purpo
ses. 
Applic
ant 
respo
nse 
did not 
addre
ss 
reque
st for 
perma
nent 
housin
g 
inform
ation.   
The 
specifi
c 
inform
ation 
still 
neede
d 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
¡ 
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Response No. 3 
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Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
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on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
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se 
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5 

information but 
not permanent. 
The specific 
information still 
needed includes 
the following: 
-Availability 
permanent 
housing for 
project 
construction 
workers who will 
not be 
commuting, and 
operational 
phase workers. 
-Latest 
permanent 
housing (i.e., 
available 
residential real 
estate for 
purchase/rent) 
vacancy rate. 

Availa
bility 
of 
perma
nent 
housin
g for 
project 
constr
uction 
worker
s who 
will 
not be 
comm
uting, 
and 
operat
ional 
phase 
worker
s. 
¡ 
Latest 
perma
nent 
housin
g (i.e., 
availa
ble 
reside
ntial 
real 
estate 
for 
purch
ase/re
nt) 
vacan
cy 
rate.  

SO
C-
013 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 
Mat
rix 

Socio
econo
mics 

Alle
n 
Kau
fma
n 
Ker
r 

App
endi
x B 
(g) 
(7) 
(B) 
(v) 

The 
potenti
al 
impact
s, 
includi
ng 
additio
nal 
costs, 
on 

TN 
248288-3: 
DEIR Intro 
Environm
ental 
Analysis; 
pages 22-
26 
TN 
248322: 
Executive 

No 

Please 
provide 
current 
respons
e times 
to 
hospital
s and 
for 
police 
and 

6/2/
202
3 
and 
29-
Jun 
and 
3-
Jul 
and 
5-

Shasta County Fire and Sheriff did not 
respond to a request for response times when 
they were contacted in May 17, 2023. 
Response times for Fire/EMS was 
approximately 30 minutes in outlying areas of 
the county 
(https://www.shastacounty.gov/sites/default/fil
es/fileattachments/shasta_county_fire/page/43
39/2021_annual_report.pdf).  

The response is 
insufficient for my 
analysis 
purposes. The 
link provided is 
not an adequate 
response to the 
Warren-Alquist 
Act Siting 
Regulation 
Appendix B 

On June 19, 2023, the Applicant 
searched for publicly available 
information on the County’s website, 
including respective websites for the 
Fire Department and Sheriff’s Office, 
regarding response times for fire, 
police, and emergency services. 
Neither the County nor the Fire and 
Police Departments provide public 
documents discussing response 
times. The Fire Department provides 

The 
respo
nse is 
insuffi
cient 
for my 
analys
is 
purpo
ses. 
The 

The email 
responses 
referenced in the 
Applicant's 
Response No. 2 
were not specific to 
this Project but 
rather the "Other 
County 
environmental 
documents for 

The 
respo
nse is 
insuffi
cient 
for my 
analy
sis 
purpo
ses. 
The 

See 
TN # 
2511
109 

The 
respo
nse is 
insuffi
cient 
for 
my 
analy
sis 
purpo
ses. 

See 
final 
res
pon
se 
me
mo 
(TN
# 
251
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Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
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CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

utilities 
(gas, 
water, 
and 
waste) 
and 
public 
servic
es, 
includi
ng fire, 
law 
enforc
ement, 
emerg
ency 
respon
se, 
medic
al 
facilitie
s, 
other 
asses
sment 
district
s, and 
school 
district
s. 
Includ
e 
respon
se 
times 
to 
hospit
als 
and 
for 
police, 
and 
emerg
ency 
servic
es. 
For 
project
s 
outsid
e 
metro

Summary 
and 
Project 
Descriptio
n; page 
15 
TN 
248288-
17: DEIR 
Utilities 
and 
Service 
Systems; 
pages 
3.15-2, 
3.15-9 

emerge
ncy 
services
. Please 
provide 
a 
discussi
on with 
level of 
detail 
similar 
to that 
provided 
for 
utilities 
for the 
respons
e times 
for fire 
protectio
n, law 
enforce
ment, 
and 
medical 
facilities. 
Please 
include 
a 
discussi
on of 
the 
potential 
impacts. 

Jul 
and 
10-
Jul 
and 
21-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

(g)(7)(A)(v). 
The link provided 
to the 2021 
Annual Report 
states that 
ambulance 
response time is 
approximately 30 
minutes in 
outlying areas of 
the county. 
The specific 
information still 
needed includes 
the following data 
for public safety 
analyses: 
-Current 
response times 
for police/sheriff 
services. 
-Current 
response times 
for fire services. 
-Clarification on 
whether the 2021 
Annual Report for 
Fire/EMS is the 
most recent 
document. If a 
2022 Annual 
Report is now 
available, please 
provide it. 
-If there are 
Annual Reports 
for 
medical/hospital 
services in 
Shasta County, 
and from the 
Shasta County 
Sheriff’s Offices, 
please provide 
the most recent 
documents. 

a link to its 2021 Annual Report; 
however, more recent versions are 
not available. The 2021 Annual 
Report describes department facilities 
and incidents, but it does not provide 
average response times or response 
time goals. CALFIRE’s 2022 Shasta 
Trinity Unit Strategic Fire Plan also 
does not provide average response 
times for fire services.  
  
According to the Fire Department’s 
website, the Fire Department is 
responsible for all medical aid 
incidents outside of incorporated 
cities and districts in Shasta County. 
In 2021, approximately one-third of 
the emergency calls required a 
response to outlying areas of the 
County; ambulance response time in 
these areas was approximately 30 
minutes. More recent information 
regarding emergency service 
response times is not available.  
  
The Sheriff’s Office does not provide 
an annual report or other similar 
publications discussing response 
times.  
  
The County itself did not describe 
specific response times for the local 
fire agencies serving the area in its 
EIR for the Project. Other County 
environmental documents for pending 
or past projects similarly do not 
provide general response times for 
fire, police, or emergency services. 
Rather, to the extent it is provided, 
response time information was 
received from the respective service 
by email correspondence. On May 17, 
2023, the Applicant contacted the Fire 
Department and Sheriff’s Office for 
relevant information but has not 
received a response. Should CEC 
staff want additional confirmation from 
Shasta County, the Applicant has also 
provided CEC staff with contact 
information for the County planning 
staff (including emails and telephone 

inform
ation 
provid
ed is 
not an 
adequ
ate 
respo
nse to 
the 
Warre
n-
Alquist 
Act 
Siting 
Regul
ation 
Appen
dix B 
(g)(7)(
A)(v).  
Applic
ant 
Respo
nse 
No. 2 
states 
“to the 
extent 
it is 
provid
ed, 
respo
nse 
time 
inform
ation 
was 
receiv
ed 
from 
the 
respec
tive 
servic
e by 
email 
corres
ponde
nce” 
for 
other 

pending or past 
projects". The 
Applicant contacted 
the Burney Fire 
Protection District, 
Shasta County 
Forestry Fire 
Station, Burney Fire 
Department, Shasta 
County Sheriff - 
Burney Station, 
California Highway 
Patrol Shasta 
County office, and 
Mayers Memorial 
Hospital on May 17, 
2023 via phone and 
again on July 5, 
2023 to inquire 
about incident 
response time 
statistics. The 
Applicant left 
messages on a 
voicemail or with a 
staff member 
requesting follow-
up. To date, no 
response time 
statistics have been 
received as a result 
of these attempts. 
 
Update 10-Jul: 
response times 
were obtained for 
Burney Fire 
Protection District 
(average 5 
minutes); Shasta 
County Forestry 
Fire Station (ranges 
from 2 minutes to 2 
hours depending on 
fire location); and 
Burney Fire 
Department 
(average 5 minutes, 
range 3-6 minutes). 
No response from 
Shasta County 
Sheriff Burney 

inform
ation 
provid
ed is 
not 
an 
adeq
uate 
respo
nse to 
the 
Warre
n-
Alquis
t Act 
Siting 
Regul
ation 
Appe
ndix B 
(g)(7)(
B)(v).  
Pleas
e 
follow 
up 
with 
the 
appro
priate 
public 
servic
e 
agenc
ies to 
obtain 
inform
ation 
on 
respo
nse 
times 
for 
police
/sherif
f 
servic
es 
and 
hospit
al 
servic

See 
Resp
onse 
to 
SOC-
007 
CEC 
dispo
sition 
No.3. 

462
). 
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Req
ues
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Ide
ntifi
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ues
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Sou
rce 
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er 

Sitin
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Infor
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Opt-In 
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Number 
And 
Section 
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Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

politan 
areas 
with a 
popula
tion of 
500,00
0 or 
more, 
inform
ation 
on 
school
s shall 
includ
e 
project
-
related 
enroll
ment 
chang
es by 
grade 
level 
groupi
ngs 
and 
associ
ated 
facility 
and 
staffin
g 
impact
s by 
school 
district 
during 
the 
constr
uction 
and 
operati
ng 
phase
s; 

numbers) for purposes of CEC 
coordination. 

enviro
nment
al 
docum
ents. 
Howe
ver, 
neithe
r 
Applic
ant 
Repon
ses 1 
nor 2 
provid
e this 
inform
ation 
from 
other 
Count
y 
enviro
nment
al 
docum
ents 
that 
was 
obtain
ed 
throug
h 
email 
corres
ponde
nce. 
Pleas
e 
provid
e the 
email 
respo
nses 
refere
nced 
in 
Applic
ant 
Respo
nse 
No. 2. 

Station, California 
Highway Patrol, or 
Mayers Memorial 
Hospital 
(ambulance 
service). 

es.  
The 
specif
ic 
inform
ation 
still 
need
ed 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
§ 
Curre
nt 
respo
nse 
times 
for 
police
/sherif
f 
servic
es. If 
there 
are 
Annu
al 
Repor
ts for 
medic
al/hos
pital 
servic
es in 
Shast
a 
Count
y, and 
from 
the 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
Sherif
f’s 
Office
s, 
pleas
e 



Dat
a 
Req
ues
t 
Ide
ntifi
er 

Req
ues
t 
Sou
rce 
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Rev
iew
er 

Sitin
g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
And 
Section 
Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
tion 
of 
Adeq
uacy 

Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 

Res
pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

If 
neede
d, 
please 
follow 
up 
with 
the 
appro
priate 
public 
servic
e 
agenci
es by 
phone 
call to 
obtain 
this 
inform
ation. 
The 
specifi
c 
inform
ation 
still 
neede
d 
includ
es the 
followi
ng: 
-
Inform
ation 
contai
ned in 
the 
above
-
refere
nced 
emails
. 
-
Curre
nt 
respo
nse 
times 
for 

provid
e the 
most 
recent 
docu
ments
. 
§ For 
respo
nse 
time 
data 
provid
ed by 
Burne
y Fire 
Prote
ction 
Distric
t, 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
Fores
try 
Fire 
Statio
n, 
and 
Burne
y Fire 
Depar
tment, 
pleas
e 
provid
e a 
recor
d of 
conve
rsatio
n that 
includ
es the 
name, 
date, 
time, 
phon
e 
numb
er, 
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a 
Req
ues
t 
Ide
ntifi
er 
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Sou
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iew
er 

Sitin
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Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
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Number 

Origi
nal 
Deter
mina
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of 
Adeq
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Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 
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pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

police/
sheriff 
servic
es. 
-
Curre
nt 
respo
nse 
times 
for fire 
servic
es. 
-If 
there 
are 
Annua
l 
Report
s for 
medic
al/hos
pital 
servic
es in 
Shast
a 
Count
y, and 
from 
the 
Shast
a 
Count
y 
Sheriff
’s 
Office
s, 
please 
provid
e the 
most 
recent 
docum
ents. 

and 
summ
ary of 
call. 

SO
C-
021 

Defi
cien
cy 
Lett
er 

Socio
econo
mics 

Alle
n 
Kau
fma
n 

App
endi
x B 
(i) 
(1) 
(A) 

Tables 
that 
identif
y laws, 
regulat
ions, 

TN 
248290: 
Labor 
Regs 
Consisten
cy Matrix 

No 

The 
Law, 
Ordinan
ce, 
Regulati
on, or 

4/1
2/2
023 
and 
30-
Jun 

Updated LORS Consistency Matrix (TN# 
249636) and General Plan Consistency Matrix 
(TN# 249635) were provided on April 12, 
2023. 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete.  The 
specific 
information still 
needed is details 

Please see the updated LORS matrix 
(TN# 250791). 

CEC 
Staff 
does 
not 
under
stand 

See final response 
memo (TN# 
251462). 
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Opt-In 
Page 
Number 
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Adeq
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Informa
tion 
Require
d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 
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pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

Mat
rix 

Ker
r 

ordina
nces, 
standa
rds, 
adopte
d 
local, 
region
al, 
state, 
and 
federal 
land 
use 
plans, 
leases
, and 
permit
s 
applic
able to 
the 
propos
ed 
project
, and a 
discus
sion of 
the 
applic
ability 
of, and 
confor
mance 
with 
each. 
The 
table 
or 
matrix 
shall 
explicit
ly 
refere
nce 
pages 
in the 
applic
ation 
wherei
n 
confor

Standar
d 
Consist
ency 
Matrix 
(TN 
248290) 
does not 
identify 
the 
specific 
Shasta 
County 
Code 
ordinanc
es or 
standar
ds that 
are 
applicab
le during 
construc
tion and 
operatio
n of the 
propose
d 
facility. 

and 
3-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

on project 
description, labor 
requirements, 
and applicable 
LORS. Note that 
TN# 249636 and 
TN# 249635 
does not include 
any of the 
required Warren-
Alquist Act DA 
items identified 
under 
Socioeconomics. 

the 
releva
nce of 
docket 
item 
TN#25
0791.  
The 
docum
ent 
TN#25
0791 
does 
not 
contai
n an 
updat
ed 
LORS 
matrix 
and 
does 
not 
respo
nd to 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
1 for 
Data 
Reque
st 
Identifi
er 
SOC-
021. 
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OPT 
Confor
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pon
se 
Dat
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

mance
, with 
each 
law or 
standa
rd 
during 
both 
constr
uction 
and 
operati
on of 
the 
facility 
is 
discus
sed; 
and 

SO
C2-
007 

Atta
chm
ent 
B 
Add
end
um 

Socio
econo
mics 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

Not 
spec
ified 

7. 
Please 
state 
the 
portion 
of the 
constr
uction 
and 
operati
on 
workfo
rce 
which 
the 
applic
ant 
anticip
ates 
would 
be 
local 
(i.e., 
from 
Shast
a 
Count
y), and 
the 
expect
ed 
nonloc
al 

Not 
specified No 

Not 
specifie
d 

6/2/
202
3 
and 
3-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Please see socioeconomics response memo 
(TN# 250344). 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. See 
disposition 
response for 
SOC-006.  

See response to SOC-006. 

The 
inform
ation 
submit
ted is 
not 
suffici
ent for 
my 
analys
is 
purpo
ses.  
See 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
2 for 
Data 
Reque
st 
Identifi
er 
SOC-
006. 

See final response 
memo (TN# 
251462). 
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pon
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Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

portion
. 

SO
C2-
008 

Atta
chm
ent 
B 
Add
end
um 

Socio
econo
mics 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

Not 
spec
ified 

8. 
Please 
provid
e 
availa
bility 
for 
each 
type of 
skilled 
worker 
in 
Shast
a 
Count
y, or 
where 
this 
labor 
force 
is 
anticip
ated to 
come 
from 
and 
the 
associ
ated 
comm
ute 
shed 
(i.e., 
excee
ding a 
2-hour 
comm
ute 
shed) 
for 
Fount
ain 
Wind’s 
non-
local 
worker
s. 
Please 
includ
e this 

Not 
specified No 

Not 
specifie
d 

6/2/
202
3 
and 
3-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Please see socioeconomics response memo 
(TN# 250344). 

The information 
submitted is 
incomplete. See 
disposition 
response for 
SOC-006.  

See response to SOC-006. 

The 
inform
ation 
submit
ted is 
not 
suffici
ent for 
my 
analys
is 
purpo
ses.  
See 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
2 for 
Data 
Reque
st 
Identifi
er 
SOC-
006. 

See final response 
memo (TN# 
251462). 
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g 
Reg
ulati
ons 

Infor
matio
n 

Opt-In 
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d To 
Make 
OPT 
Confor
m With 
Regulat
ions 
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pon
se 
Dat
e 

Applicant Response No. 1 CEC Disposition 
1 Applicant Response No. 2 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 2 

Applicant 
Response No. 3 

CEC 
Dispo
sition 
No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

inform
ation 
separa
tely for 
both 
constr
uction 
and 
operati
on. 

SO
C2-
009 

Atta
chm
ent 
B 
Add
end
um 

Socio
econo
mics 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

Not 
spec
ified 

9. 
Please 
provid
e 
inform
ation 
on the 
availa
bility 
of 
each 
type of 
skilled 
worker 
in the 
areas 
where 
the 
labor 
force 
is 
expect
ed to 
origina
te. 

Not 
specified No 

Not 
specifie
d 

6/2/
202
3 
and 
3-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Please see socioeconomics response memo 
(TN# 250344). 

The information 
submitted is 
responsive, but 
insufficient for my 
analysis 
purposes. See 
disposition 
response for 
SOC-006.  

See response to SOC-006. 

The 
inform
ation 
submit
ted is 
not 
suffici
ent for 
my 
analys
is 
purpo
ses.  
See 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
2 for 
Data 
Reque
st 
Identifi
er 
SOC-
006. 

See final response 
memo (TN# 
251462). 

        

SO
C2-
014 

Atta
chm
ent 
B 
Add
end
um 

Socio
econo
mics 

Not 
spe
cifie
d 

Not 
spec
ified 

14. 
Please 
provid
e the 
respon
se 
time 
goals 
and 
the 
capaci
ties/ab
ility to 
meet 
those 
public 
safety 

Not 
specified No 

Not 
specifie
d 

6/2/
202
3 
and 
30-
Jun 
and 
3-
Jul 
and 
2-
Aug 

Shasta County Fire and Sheriff did not 
respond to a request for response times when 
they were contacted in May 17, 2023. 
Response times for fire/EMS personnel are 
discussed in SOC-013. 

The response is 
insufficient for my 
analysis 
purposes. Please 
see disposition 
response for 
SOC-013.   

On June 19, 2023, the Applicant 
searched for publicly available 
information on the County’s website, 
including respective websites for the 
Fire Department and Sheriff’s Office, 
regarding response times for fire, 
police, and emergency services. 
Neither the County nor the Fire and 
Police Departments provide public 
documents discussing response 
times. The Fire Department provides 
a link to its 2021 Annual Report; 
however, more recent versions are 
not available. The 2021 Annual 
Report describes department facilities 
and incidents, but it does not provide 
average response times or response 

The 
respo
nse is 
insuffi
cient 
for my 
analys
is 
purpo
ses. 
Pleas
e see 
CEC 
Dispo
sition 
2 for 
Data 

See response to 
SOC-007. 

The 
respo
nse is 
insuffi
cient 
for my 
analy
sis 
purpo
ses. 
See 
respo
nse to 
SOC-
007. 

See 
final 
respo
nse 
mem
o 
(TN# 
2514
62). 
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Applicant 
Response No. 3 
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Dispo
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No. 3 

Appli
cant 
Resp
onse 
No. 4 

CEC 
Disp
ositi
on 
No. 4 

Ap
plic
ant 
Res
pon
se 
No. 
5 

respon
se 
goals 
for all 
local 
agenci
es 
providi
ng 
servic
es to 
the 
project 
pertain
ing to 
fire 
protect
ion, 
law 
enforc
ement, 
and 
medic
al 
facilitie
s. 
Please 
includ
e 
curren
t 
respon
se 
times 
and 
other 
releva
nt 
metric
s. This 
inform
ation 
can be 
provid
ed in 
tabular 
format 
for all 
applic
able 
agenci
es that 

time goals. CALFIRE’s 2022 Shasta 
Trinity Unit Strategic Fire Plan also 
does not provide average response 
times for fire services.  
  
According to the Fire Department’s 
website, the Fire Department is 
responsible for all medical aid 
incidents outside of incorporated 
cities and districts in Shasta County. 
In 2021, approximately one-third of 
the emergency calls required a 
response to outlying areas of the 
County; ambulance response time in 
these areas was approximately 30 
minutes. More recent information 
regarding emergency service 
response times is not available.  
  
The Sheriff’s Office does not provide 
an annual report or other similar 
publications discussing response 
times.  
  
The County itself did not describe 
specific response times for the local 
fire agencies serving the area in its 
EIR for the Project. Other County 
environmental documents for pending 
or past projects similarly do not 
provide general response times for 
fire, police, or emergency services. 
Rather, to the extent it is provided, 
response time information was 
received from the respective service 
by email correspondence. On May 17, 
2023, the Applicant contacted the Fire 
Department and Sheriff’s Office for 
relevant information but has not 
received a response. Should CEC 
staff want additional confirmation from 
Shasta County, the Applicant has also 
provided CEC staff with contact 
information for the County planning 
staff (including emails and telephone 
numbers) for purposes of CEC 
coordination. 
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