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1516Ninth Street, MS-15 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
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RECD.OCT 1 0 

Dear Mr. Pfanner: 

Attached please find the City of Hayward staff comments on the draft California Energy 
Commission staff Preliminary Assessment related to the proposed East Shore power plant 
that would be located here in our fine city. 

We have serious, unanswered concerns related to the consideration of a second power 
production facility within the City of Hayward. There are a number of areas noted in the 
attached technical analysis that should serve to convince staff that the constructionof the 
East Shore plant is ill advised, and that staff should recommend rejection of further 
consideration of the project in Hayward. Of particular concern is staffs continued 
assertion that the City's own General Plan and Zoning (LORS), neither of which support 
the proposed use, do not need to be considered in your analysis. Ow City Council has 
taken a strong position on the incompatibility of use issue, and we continue to be perplexed 
by staffs assertions. Who else is in a more qualified position than we are as to the 
interpretation and application of our own General Plan policies? 

While we appreciate staffs initial indicationthat they support project rejection due to 
concerns over aviation related impacts, that rationale does not go far enough in describing 
the significant detrimental impacts of a second power plant in our city. This is particularly 
true when locating a plant so near residential neighborhoods and school facilities. 

I would like to, however, venture beyond merely the technical analysis and evaluate the 
project from our community's perspective. Hayward will be doing its part (some would 
say more than our fair share) to support the generation of much needed power for years to 
come with the recently approved Russell City Energy Center project. The potential of yet 
another similar project within the same city impacts our residents in ways that are 
unacceptable. The impacts on local air quality, for example, which are described as being 
mitigated by "credits" enjoyed by some other fortunate community, will come at the cost 
of our own residents' air quality. The "fair share" argument, while perhaps not necessarily 
supported by scientific argument, certainly should be compellingto staff to seriously look 
at alternative sites for this power production need, and reject the Hayward East Shore site. 
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October 9,2007 

Bill Pfanner 
Project Manager 
California Energy Commission 
1 5 16 Ninth Street, MS-15 
Sacramento, CA 9581 4 

Re: City of Hayward Staff Comments on the Preliminary Staff Assessment for the 
Eastshore Energy Center Project (06-AFC-6) 

Dear Mr. Pfanner: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Energy Commission staffs Preliminary 
StafFAssessment (PSA) for tbe Eastshore Energy Center. While comments below are of 
a technical nature in response to the PSA and related analyses, it cannot be overstated that 
Hayward opposes this second power plant proposed to be located in our city and strongly 
supports the CEC staff's recommendation for denial. The City Council of Hayward has 
unanimously determined that the proposed power plant would not be consistent with the 
Hayward General Plan and Zoning Ordinance provisions. 

Air Quality 

City staff does not believe that the mitigation measure to utilize emission reduction 
credits to offset PMlO and other air quality impacts is acceptable, given such ERC's 
would not mitigate impacts to local air quality. The impacts to local air quality are of 
particular concern, given the proposed location of this plant in relation to residential 
neighborhoods and schools to the east. 

Land Use 

Page 4.5-2. last bullet: The conclusion that the "proposed project is consistent with the 
applicable 2002 General Plan policies and strategies..;" directly conflicts with the 
specific determination of the Hayward City Council, as express in item 4 of the attached 
Hayward City Council Resolution 07-028. It would seem more appropriate to rely on the 
local entity's determination regarding consistency with a local general plan. 

P a e  4.5-8. first full vara~avh: It is not accurate to state that the proposed Eastshore 
Energy Center site is in the western portion of Hayward's Industrial Corridor; in fact, it is 
in the eastern portion of the Corridor, closer to residential areas to the east. The 
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