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151 6 Ninth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: Chula Vista Energy Upgrade Project: Document No. 07-AFC-4 

Dear Mr. Meyer: 

The City of Chula Vista appreciates the opportunity to respond to the California Energy 
Commission's specific questions and briefly describe the primary issues that the City 
believes will need to be thoroughly and thoughtfully addressed in the Application for 
Certification (AFC) process. The City is basing it comments on the information provided 
through the public workshops and hearings to date. 

Chula Vista is also very appreciative of any company that makes a commitment to 
invest $80,000,000 in our community. Chula Vista values that commitment even more 
when it is described as having the potential to address local and regional energy 
reliability needs. Chula Vista prides itself on having taken a leadership role on energy 
issues at the local, regional and state level, and in moving forward responsibly on 
energy infrastructure projects and State energy goals such as the "Loading Order." 
Chula Vista is equally proud of its leadership and commitment in protecting the public 
health and the environment. The City greatly appreciates the CEC's past investments 
in Chula Vista for alternative fuel transportation, energy conservation and sustainable 
community development projects, and the City appreciates their current efforts to 
implement an open, transparent and inclusive process as they consider the Chula Vista 
Energy Upgrade Project Application for Certification. 

Chula Vista is currently the host of the South Bay Power Plant 708 Mw, the MMC 
Peaker 44Mw, Goodrich 9Mw, Otay Landfill 6Mw and approximately 20 miles of 
regional high voltage transmission line corridors and associated transmission lines, 
towers and poles. Additionally, the WildflowerILarkspur-90Mw, Border-Calpeak-49.5Mw 
and Otay Mesa Calpine-590Mw generation facilities are very close to the City 
boundaries and generally within its local air shed and area of influence. Chula Vista has 
a documented history in doing more than its fair share to host large regional facilities 
and has consistently expressed an interest in working with energy regulators, CEC 
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developers, the Investor Owned Utility and our citizens in identifying the correct location 
and technologies that will provide energy reliability and protect the public health and 
interest. The Chula Vista City Council has not taken an official position on the proposed 
project. City Staff believes that they and the City Council need to receive the facts that 
will be established and analyzed under the CEC Staff Assessment Process before the 
City can provide informed answers to the questions asked by the community, the CEC 
and the Applicant. Staff has prepared the following comments to contribute to the 
Assessment and ultimately provide Council with the facts they should have before 
taking a position. The investment the Commission is making in local workshops, 
resident participation and City Staff will provide the community and City Council with the 
facts and perspective needed to make an informed contribution and recommendation 
prior to the Commission's decision. 

Energy Commission Questions - December 26, 2007 Letter 

The City will require more time to respond definitively to the CEC's questions regarding 
the specific Land Use, Visual Resource, Traffic and Transportation questions asked in 
the CEC's December 26, 2007 correspondence for the same reasons cited above. 
However, City Staff hopes that the following response will help answer some of CEC 
Staff's questions. 

The existing facility was permitted under a Special Use Permit, issued by the 
Redevelopment Agency under the Direction of the Community Development 
Department. The City's Community Development Department has been reorganized 
and the land use planning functions are now part of the City Planning Department, 
where that process is referred to as a Conditional Use Permit (CUP). The original 
project review process also established an Owner Participation Agreement (OPA), 
between the City and the Applicant, both of which the City has forwarded to the CEC. 
To the best of our knowledge, the original project did not include a Precise Plan. The 
City would require a CLIP, OPA, Building permits and potentially Engineering grading, 
encroachment and demoiition permits, and a recycling and solid waste diversion report 
if this project were being considered under the City's process. 

CEC Staff is accurate in its description of the Limited Industrial-(IL) zone in the Issues 
Identification Report and other correspondence regarding the project. The CEC is also 
correct when it states that "heavy" uses such as the proposed power plant are "not 
specifically listed as a permitted use or conditional use for the site and laydown areas." 
CEC staff also accurately identifies the proximity of the proposed project to sensitive 
resources that will be restored and developed to improve the character of the 
community throughout the redevelopment process, such as; the Green Belt Master 
Plan, the Otay Valley Regional Park Plan and Design Guidelines, and the Multiple 
Species Conservation Plan. The City would also direct the CEC to the Redevelopment 
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