
BEFORETHE ENERGY CONSERVATION COMMISSIONRESOURCES AND DEVELOPMENT 
OF THE STATEOF CALIFORNIA 

APPLICA'I'IONFOR SMALL POWER PLANT 
EXEMPTIONFOR THE ORANGEGROVE 
PROJECT 

COMMIITEE ORDER AND TENTATIVEDECISION 
AND 


NOTICEOF HEARING TO DENYON COMMIITEE RECOMMENDATION THE SMALL 
POWERPLANTEXEMPTION 

The Committee assigned to the above-captioned proceeding has scheduled a hearing 
as follows: 

Thursday, April 24,2008 
Beginning at 1.00 p.m. 


California Energy Commission 

Hearing Room A 

1516 Ninth Street 


Sacramento, Ca 9581 4 


On July 19, 2007, Orange Grove Energy L.P. filed its Application for a Small Power 
Plant Exemption (SPPE). On September 28, 2007, the Orange Grove SPPE Committee 
issued a Committee Scheduling Order that specified the Final Initial Study to be 
completed by December 17, 2007. With the exception of Status Reports, none of the 
enumerated tasks were completed as scheduled. 

On January 4, 2008, Applicant filed substantial changes to the description of the project, 
which included using reclaimed water for use in the inlet chiller. Under the proposed 
changed description, over sixteen tons of reclaimed water would be delivered every 
hour via diesel truck from a waste water facility in Fallbrook to the project site. This 
would occur during peak generation periods of the year and over a distance of about 
fifteen miles one-way. 
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At the Status Conference held on February 19, 2008, the Applicant again introduced 
additional substantial changes to their project description. Originally, the project 
description called for a potable water pipeline constructed along Pala Del Norte 
Road connecting to an existing Rainbow Municipal Water District pipeline. The new 
description instead requires trucking potable water three miles from a source in Rice 
Canyon for use in NOx control and inlet cooling at a frequency of two round trips per 
hour. The new changes also re-route a natural gas pipeline through riparian habitat, 
some state and federal jurisdictional waterways, and areas of special-status species 
habitat. The original plan ran the gas pipeline along the SR 76 roadway. The stated 
purpose for re-routing the gas pipeline through these biologically sensitive areas is to 
avoid temporary traffic congestion impacts during construction. 

As a result of the re-routing of the gas pipeline, several additional permits and agency 
approvals will be required which were not required for the roadside pipeline as originally 
proposed. They include a Section 404 Nation Wide Permit, a Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification, and a Section 106 consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office. 
The Applicant acknowledges the increased likelihood of the need for an Endangered 
Species Act Section 7 consultation and consultation with the Army Corps of Engineers 
to determine the need for formal consultation and a Biological Opir~ion from the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service. A streambed alteration agreement from the California 
Department of Fish and Game is already required for the project due to boring 
underneath a normally dry drainage for installation of the transmission line 
interconnection. Since the changed natural gas pipeline route would affect additional 
State jurisdictional waters, the scope of the original streambed alteration agreement 
would need to be expanded. 

At the Status Conference, Staff characterized the Applicant's proposed schedule as 
"underestimating" the length of time required for relevant agencies to respond. Staff also 
pointed out that the Applicant's proposed schedule requires Staff to complete its 
analysis concurrent with Applicant's biological surveys (which Staff's analysis would 
necessarily rely on) and requires Staff to complete its analysis before the responsible 
agencies conclude their permits and consultations. Staff indicated at the Status 
Conference that, "[tlhat's not going to work." [2/19/08 RT pp. 43, 54.1 

The Applicant's own proposed schedule optirr~istically estimates that the SPPE process, 
including the previously noted additional permits and consultations, would extend the 
Final Decision in this matter to the middle of September 2008, making this SPPE 
Application a fourteen month process. By contrast, Staff estimates that the Applicant's 
changes would extend the Final Decision in this matter to March 1, 2009, totaling twenty 
months from start to finish. The Committee can take official notice that the average 
SPPE takes about eight months from start to finish. 












