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PacifiCorp is pleased to have the opportunity to comment on the proposed revisions to 
the California Renewables Portfolio Standard Implementation Guidebooks in California Energy 
Commission Docket Nos. 02-REN-1038 and 03-RF'S-1078. PacifiCorp appreciates the 
opportunity to work with the Commission and staff to implement these important changes to the 
Guidebooks. Page and line references herein are to the Draft Third Edition marked workbook 
posted by the Commission on the internet. 

1. 	 Add Lanrmage to Avoid Misconstruction of California Environmental Laws As A~Dlving 
on an Extra-Territorial Basis. 

At the Commission Workshop held on January 10,2007, and in its written comments 
(Attachment A hereto) PacifiCorp suggested. language to clarify that the Commission is not 
seeking to apply California environmental laws to the territories of other states, or to govern 
power plant developments in other states, except to the extent those power plants have actual 
physical impacts on California land, air or water. PacifiCorp subsequently sought certification of 
out-of-state facilities, including its Wolverine Creek wind facility in Idaho. On August 30, 
2007, Commission staff notified PacifiCorp (a copy of which is attached as Attachment B) of 
alleged deficiencies in a PacifiCorp response for additional information (Attachment C hereto) 
that listed each category of California LORS set forth in the current draft of the Guidebook and 
explaining how each such LORS was not applicable to the Wolverine Creek wind facility, 
situated in Idaho. Commission staff responded as follows: 

Unfortunately the data provided is insufficient and does not meet our intended purpose. 
We request this information to determine if the facility is operating under standards as 
strict or stricter than the standards facilities located within California are subject to. 
Would the facility be able to operate within California and not violate environmental 
quality laws, ordinances, regulations, and standards? It is not simply a matter of not 
violating any of California's LORS because the facility does not abut California. Please 
identify and compare standards that Wolverine Creek is subject to that correspond to the 
LORS. 

PacifiCorp interpreted staffs response to seek to apply California environmental laws to 
the internal territory of the State of Idaho. In the course of productive conversations between 
counsel for PacifiCorp and Commission staff, PacifiCorp was instructed to identify those LORS 
that would be applicable to the facility if it was located in the California county closest to Idaho. 
Commission staff also clarified that once such LORS were identified, their non-applicability 
could be assessed (Attachment D). 

Pursuant to these subsequent conversations with Commission staff, PacifiCorp 
respectfully requests that the Commission clarify the Guidebooks to ensure that the Commission 
does not seek to apply California environmental laws to the siting of facilities in other states, and 



gives full faith and credit to the facility siting decisions of the facility siting authorities in other 
states. Additionally, the LORS that are required to be identified should be limited to those that 
are actually potentially applicable. 

Accordingly, PacifiCorp comments as follows: 

a. Add underlined language on page 46 line 7-9: 

"a) a comprehensive list and description of all California environmental quality laws, 
ordinances, regulations and standards (collectively referred to as "LORS") that are 
actually a~plicable to the physical environmental impacts in California of the facility's 
development or overation. if any, but excluding those LORS that do not avvly under the . . 
laws of the iurisdictions in which the facility is located. 
wevelopee&m& or operate&m" 

b. Add underlined language on page 46 line 34: 

"Southern California may differ from the air quality standards in Northern California. A 
wind facility located several states away from California will have no avvlicable LORS." 

2. Safe Harbor. 

The last time the manuals were revised, PacifiCorp was required by the Commission to 
re-file for certifications on more than a dozen facilities that had already been certified or with 
respect to which applications had been pending for several months, on account of the changes to 
the forms in the Guidebook (and also on account of changes in requirements on account of SB 
107 taking effect after some certifications were granted but before others were granted). 
Although PacifiCorp recognizes and appreciates that staff itself was at the relevant times also 
familiarizing itself with the certification process, PacifiCorp respectfully requests that a safe 
harbor from having to refile applications based on changes to the certification forms that may 
arise out of changes to this manual or any forms promulgated under it be granted to all facilities 
that have already received certifications (subject to the normal two year period), or for which 
applications as an eligible renewable energy facility are already filed. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Jeremy D. Weinstein 
Counsel for PacifiCorp 

Contact: 15 12 Bonanza St. 
Walnut Creek, CA 94596 
925-943-3 103 
jeremy.weinstein@pacificorp.com 






























