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 Pursuant to the April 30, 2010 Notice of Prehearing Conference and 

Evidentiary Hearing, California Unions for Reliable Energy (“CURE”) submits this 

prehearing conference statement.  Each informational item requested by the 

Committee is discussed below. 

1. Topic Areas That Are Complete and Ready to Proceed to 
Evidentiary Hearing 

 
All resource areas with the exception of Biological Resources, Cultural 

Resources, Land Use, Traffic and Transportation, and Transmission System 

Engineering are complete and ready to proceed to evidentiary hearing.  

2. Topic Areas That Require Further Analysis and Which Are Not 
Ready for Adjudication 

 
The following resource areas are not ready for adjudication: 

a. Biological Resources 

The Commission is required under CEQA to analyze the whole of the Project 

which has the potential to result in a direct physical change in the environment.1   

In this case, “the whole of the Project” includes Palo Verde Solar I, LLC’s 

(“Applicant”) proposed 1000 MW power plant, a seven mile transmission line and 

other linear facilities, and an expansion of the Colorado River substation needed to 

deliver the Project’s power to the grid.  On May 11, 2010, Staff submitted five 

specific data requests to the Applicant regarding potential impacts to the federally 

                                                 
1 14 Cal. Code Reg. § 15378; see also Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v. Regents of the University of 
California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376. 
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endangered Coachella Valley milkvetch.2  The Applicant has not yet provided 

responses to Staff’s data requests.   

On May 14, CURE submitted data requests to the Applicant regarding 

biological resources, impacts to waters of the State, and worker safety issues.  The 

Applicant has not yet provided responses to CURE’s data requests, although the 

Applicant stated that it will provide responses in a “Biological Resources Technical 

Report” to be filed on May 28, 2010.3 

Although on May 14, 2010, the Applicant provided preliminary survey 

information for portions of the proposed transmission line corridor, a temporary 

construction access road, utility corridor, road improvements to Black Rock Road, 

and additional Project components, the Applicant has not yet submitted final 

survey results and analysis, which are expected sometime this month.4   

On June 4, 2010 Staff informed the parties that the California Public 

Utilities Commission staff asked the Energy Commission to also include a 

permitting-level analysis of the proposed Colorado River substation expansion that 

is under their permitting authority.5  According to Staff, consultants are currently 

preparing this report, which will be included as part of the Supplemental Staff 

Assessment.6  To date, this analysis has not yet been done. 

                                                 
2 Email from Alan Solomon, California Energy Commission to Alice Harron, Solar Millennium, LLC, 
May 11, 2010, In the Matter of the Application for Certification of the Blythe Power Plant Project, 
Docket No. 09-AFC-6. 
3 Palo Verde Solar I, LLC’s Objections and Notice of Inability to Respond to CURE’s Data Requests, 
May 25, 2010, In the Matter of the Application for Certification of the Blythe Power Plant Project, 
Docket No. 09-AFC-6. 
4 Revised Staff Assessment, p. C.2-4. 
5 Revised Staff Assessment, Executive Summary, p. 12. 
6 Id., Executive Summary at p. 13. 
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Although Staff purports to have fully considered data submitted by the 

Applicant, no party has reviewed and submitted testimony on the Applicant’s new 

biological data, which was docketed on June 11, 2010 – the same day opening 

testimony was due, after the close of discovery, and after the publication of the 

Revised Staff Assessment.  Similarly, no party will have reviewed and submitted 

testimony for evidentiary hearings on the Applicant’s biological resource data that 

the Applicant anticipates docketing sometime this month.7   

Staff readily recognizes that its biological resource analysis is incomplete.  

According to the RSA, “there may be late survey results that were received too late 

to be included in the RSA” and “these late survey results will be included as part of 

the Supplemental Staff Assessment.”8  Because Staff has yet to incorporate 

analyses regarding the whole of the Project, facts regarding the Project’s potentially 

significant impacts to biological resources have not yet been fully developed in the 

record of this proceeding. 

It is imprudent and a waste of the Commission’s and the parties’ resources to 

proceed to evidentiary hearings on an incomplete record.  As this Committee is well 

aware, CEQA requires that conclusions regarding Project impacts and the efficacy 

of proposed mitigation be based on substantial evidence.  Substantial evidence is 

defined as “enough relevant information and reasonable inferences from this 

information that a fair argument can be made to support a conclusion, even though 

                                                 
7 See id., p. C.2-4. 
8 Revised Staff Assessment, Executive Summary at p. 12. 
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other conclusions might also be reached.”9  Pursuant to sections 1723.5(a) and 

1748(d) of the Commission’s regulations, the Applicant has the burden to submit 

information in support of the Applicant’s Project.  Pursuant to sections 1723.5(d) 

and 1742, Staff must conduct environmental review of the Applicant’s Project and 

prepare a report prior to evidentiary hearings.  At this time, the Applicant has not 

yet met its burden and Staff’s report is incomplete. 

Clearly, the Applicant has not yet met its burden to provide the Commission 

with information supporting its application.  The Applicant has not yet provided 

responses to Staff’s or CURE’s data requests, further data is forthcoming, and 

Staff’s report that is required prior to evidentiary hearings is incomplete.  These 

facts aptly illustrate that the parties need more time to meet their evidentiary 

obligations regarding the Project’s impacts to biological resources and compliance 

with LORS, and that biological resources are not ready for evidentiary hearings. 

CURE requests at least 30 days from the date of Staff’s Supplemental Staff 

Assessment (following receipt of the Applicant’s responses to data requests and 

final submission of biological data to the Commission) for review of the report and 

underlying data and preparation of supplemental testimony on the Project’s 

potentially significant impacts to biological resources and compliance with LORS, 

and any feasible mitigation measures that are necessary to reduce impacts to a 

level of insignificance.  Additionally, CURE requests that the Commission provide 

an opportunity to conduct limited discovery on all biological data that has been, and 

will be presented by the Applicant after the close of discovery on May 17, 2010.   
                                                 
9 Uphold Our Heritage v. Town of Woodside (2007) 147 Cal.App.4th 587, 596 (emphasis added).   
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b.  Cultural Resources 

The record of this proceeding is devoid of information that is necessary for the 

Commission to make findings regarding the Project’s potentially significant impacts 

to cultural resources and the Project’s consistency with LORS. 

First, the Committee has not yet received Staff’s analysis.  In the Staff 

Assessment/Draft Environmental Impact Statement published in March 2010, Staff 

concluded that it was unable to determine whether any of the 234 identified 

cultural resources within the Project survey area are eligible or ineligible for listing 

in the National Register of Historical Places or the California Register of Historic 

Resources.10  Staff did not provide a cultural resources impact analysis in the 

Revised Staff Assessment.11  Thus, as a matter compliance with its own regulations, 

the Commission cannot proceed to evidentiary hearings on cultural resources until 

Staff completes its analysis.   

Second, Staff stipulated to accept a limited discovery response from the 

Applicant at the outset of this proceeding; the Applicant provided responses (or 

indicated that response would be provided at a later date) to only 25 of the 55 data 

requests submitted by Staff.12  Now Staff and the Applicant dispute the amount of 

information that Staff will need to complete its analysis and the adequacy of the 

Applicant’s proposed mitigation.13    

                                                 
10 Opening Testimony of Benjamin Vargas, et al., June 11, 2010, at p. 4. 
11 Revised Staff Assessment, p. C.3-1. 
12 See Applicant’s Responses to CEC Data Requests Set 1, January 6, 2010, Cultural Resources, DR-
CR-98-152. 
13 See Opening Testimony of Benjamin Vargas, et al. June 11, 2010, at p. 4. 
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Third, the Applicant opposes the production of confidential cultural resources 

data to CURE as a general matter.14  However, without information regarding the 

“need for” or “feasibility” of any condition intended to mitigate for impacts to 

cultural resources – information that is at this time absent from the record of this 

proceeding – CURE would be significantly prejudiced as party to this proceeding if 

the Committee proceeds to evidentiary hearings on these issues.15 

CURE requests that the Committee postpone the scheduling of evidentiary 

hearings on cultural resources until the Commission issues a decision in the 

Consolidated Hearing on Issues Concerning US Bureau of Land Management 

Cultural Resources Data16 and until CURE is provided with Staff’s analysis and the 

evidence underlying Staff’s analysis.  The Commission’s decision in the consolidated 

proceeding on cultural resources is necessary to determine whether the Commission 

intends to comply with its own regulations and State law and whether CURE will 

be provided with its right to participate as a party in this proceeding.  CURE 

requests at least 30 days from the date of issuance of the Supplemental Staff 

Assessment and the data underlying its assessment to review and prepare 

testimony regarding cultural resources.  

                                                 
14 Palo Verde Solar I, LLC and Palen Solar I, LLC Reply Brief, In the Matter of Application for 
Certification for the Calico Solar (SES Solar One) Project, Genesis Solar Energy Project, Imperial 
Valley (SES Solar Two) Project, Solar Millennium Blythe Project, Solar Millennium Palen Project, 
and Solar Millennium Ridgecrest Project, Consolidated Hearing on Issues Concerning US Bureau of 
Land Management Cultural Resources Data, Docket No. 10-CRD-1, June 4, 2010, pp. 2-4 
(“Consolidated Proceeding”). 
15 See 20 Cal. Code. Regs., § 1748(e). 
16 See generally, Consolidated Proceeding, Docket No. 10-CRD-1. 
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c. Land Use and Traffic and Transportation 

In preparing the Staff Assessment, Staff is required to determine compliance 

with LORS.  The Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission (“RCALUC”) 

identified several areas of concern regarding the Project’s consistency with the 

Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (“2004 Airport Plan”).  Staff 

is working with RCALUC to resolve these issues.  Specifically, Staff identified a 

potential conflict with Policy 4.3.7 of the Countywide Policies of the 2004 Airport 

Plan, which prohibits land uses that generate glare or distracting lights, or cause 

sunlight to be reflected towards an aircraft engaged in an initial straight climb.17  

Staff also identified potential hazards to flight as a result of the height velocity of a 

thermal plume emanating from the Project’s dry cooling unit, among other issues.18 

In addition to inconsistencies already identified by Staff, recent changes to 

the Project, namely, 8 newly proposed evaporation ponds totaling 28 acres, pose a 

new conflict with the 2004 Airport Plan that has not yet been analyzed by Staff in a 

report to the Commission.  These changes to the Project raise significant issues with 

respect to compatibility with the 2004 Airport Plan.  According to the Revised Staff 

Assessment, prior studies have shown that evaporation ponds act as a bird 

attractant.19    

Policy 4.3.7 of the 2004 Airport Plan prohibits new land uses that may cause 

increased bird strike hazards to aircraft in flight within any airport’s influence area.  
                                                 
17 Revised Staff Assessment, p. C.6-9. 
18 Revised Staff Assessment, p. C.10-10. 
19 Id. at p., C.2-81. 
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Policy 4.3.7 also makes specific reference to the FAA Advisory Circular 150-5200 – 

33A, Hazardous Wildlife Attractants On or Near Airports (“FAA Circular”), which 

recommends a distance of five statute miles between the farthest edge of the 

airport’s air operation’s area and the hazardous wildlife attractant, if the attractant 

could cause hazardous wildlife movement into or across the approach or departure 

airspace.  The FAA Circular also provides that constructed natural areas, such as 

detention and retention ponds and roosting habitats on buildings, can serve as 

hazardous wildlife attractants.   

The Applicant submitted an application for a major land use action review to 

the RCALUC; however, no consistency determination has been made to date.  The 

matter is scheduled to be heard again by the RCALUC on July 6, 2010.  Consistent 

with Title 20, the Commission cannot determine whether the project is consistent 

with these policies until Staff completes its analysis of these issues.  Therefore, the 

adjudication of this matter at the California Energy Commission should be 

postponed until after RCALUC issues its advisory opinion to Staff, and after Staff 

makes its recommendation regarding the Project’s potential conflicts with 

surrounding uses in a report submitted to the Commission prior to evidentiary 

hearings.  CURE requests at least 30 days from the issuance of the Supplemental 

Staff Assessment to review and to prepare testimony on this issue.   

d. Transmission System Engineering 

 The interconnection of the Project and other generators may require 

upgrades to the Southern California Edison transmission system, including an 
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expansion of the not yet built Colorado River substation.  The adjudication of the 

Project’s reliability and its downstream transmission impacts cannot proceed until 

after the California Independent System Operator (“CalISO”) issues the results of 

its Phase II Interconnection Study and the parties have had an opportunity to 

review its contents and to provide testimony to the Commission.  The Phase II 

Interconnection Study will provide evidence of the reliability impacts of the 

proposed transmission upgrades to SCE’s transmission system on which the Project 

will depend.  CURE requests at least 30 days from the issuance of the Supplemental 

Staff Assessment to review and submit testimony on transmission system 

engineering, if needed. 

3. Resource Areas That Are in Dispute 

The following resources areas are in dispute: Biological Resources, Cultural 

Resources, Land Use, Soil and Water, Traffic and Transportation, Waste 

Management, Worker Safety, and Transmission System Engineering. 

4.  Witnesses, Topic Areas, Testimony 

 Each of CURE’s proposed witnesses and a summary of their testimony is 

discussed below.  A copy of their qualifications is attached as Exhibit A.  CURE 

reserves the right to submit additional testimony at the evidentiary hearings. 

a. Vernon C. Bleich, PhD. (Time estimate for direct testimony: 2 hours) 

 Vernon C. Bleich will testify on the topic area of Biological Resources.  Dr. 

Bleich will testify to the Project’s potentially significant impacts to the Nelson’s 

bighorn sheep and mitigation measures for Project impacts to the species. 
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  b.   Scott Cashen M.S. (Time estimate for direct testimony: 2 hours) 

 Scott Cashen will testify on the topic area of Biological Resources. Mr. 

Cashen will testify regarding the Project’s potentially significant impacts to 

federally endangered Coachella Valley milkvetch, State-threatened Gila 

woodpecker, and Couch’s spadefoot toad, a California Species of Special Concern 

and Bureau of Land Management sensitive species; mitigation for impacts to 

Couch’s spadefoot toad; mitigation for potentially significant impacts of construction 

noise on birds; mitigation measures designed to reduce wildlife hazard from 

evaporation ponds; and compensatory mitigation for impacts to biological resources. 

c. T’ Shaka Toure M.S. (Time estimate for direct testimony: 1 hour) 

Mr. Toure will testify on the topic of Biological Resources.  Mr. Toure will 

testify regarding the Project’s potentially significant impacts to waters of the State, 

and mitigation measures and feasible alternatives to avoid and minimize the 

Project’s significant impacts to waters of the State. 

d. Matthew F. Hagemann, P.G. (Time estimate for direct testimony: 1 
hour) 
 

Matthew Hagemann will testify on the topic areas of Worker Safety and 

Waste Management.  Mr. Hagemann will testify regarding potentially significant 

impacts to worker safety due to unexploded ordnance and munitions from former 

military activities within the Project right of way, the mitigation measures 

necessary to reduce those impacts, and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers practices 

regarding investigation and removal of unexploded ordnance under the Defense 

Environmental Restoration Program Act.  
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5. Topic Areas for Cross-Examination 

CURE requires time to cross-examine each of the Applicant’s and Staff’s 

witnesses presenting testimony in the following areas: Alternatives, Biological 

Resources, Cultural Resources, Land Use, Project Description, Waste Management, 

Water Resources, and Worker Safety. 

CURE also reserves the right to cross-examine witnesses in any of the other 

topic areas at the evidentiary hearing. 

 6. CURE’s List of Exhibits and Request for Official Notice 

The following is CURE’s tentative list of exhibits, in sequential order.  CURE 

reserves the right to supplement this exhibit list with additional documents, 

analyses and other information at any time up to and including the close of the 

evidentiary hearings.   

In addition to the exhibits enumerated below, CURE requests that the 

Committee take official notice pursuant to Title 20, section 1213 of the California 

Code of Regulations of the U.S. Bureau’s of Land Management California Desert 

Conservation Area Plan (“CDCA”), as amended in 2002. 

Exhibit  Witness Brief Description 
  BIOLOGY 
300 Bleich Opening Testimony of Vernon C. Bleich 
301 Bleich Bleich C.V. 
301-A Bleich Rebuttal Testimony of Vernon C. Bleich 
302 Cashen Opening Testimony of Scott Cashen 
303 Cashen Cashen C.V. 
304 Cashen Documented Occurrences of Gila Woodpeckers from 

California Natural Diversity Database. 2009. Rarefind 
[computer program]. Version 3.1.0. Mar. 2, 2010, 
Sacramento CLA): Wildlife Habitat Data Analysis Branch. 
California Department of Fish and Game 
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305 Cashen Current (2009) Range of Gila Woodpecker in California 
from Cal PIF (California partners in Flight). 2009. Version 
1.0. the Desert Bird Conservation Plan: A strategy for 
Protecting and Managing Desert Habitats and Associated 
Birds in California. California. Partners in Flight. 

306 Cashen Memo to Craig Hoffman from Heather Blair (2/5/10) Re 
Abengoa Mojave Solar Project – time sensitive issues and 
informational needs 

306-A Cashen Rebuttal Testimony of Scott Cashen 
307 Toure Opening Testimony of T’Shaka Toure 
308 Toure Toure C.V. 
308-A Toure Rebuttal Testimony of T’Shaka Toure 
309  U.S. EPA, Reducing Stormwater Costs Through Low 

Impact Development (LID) Strategies and Practices 

310  Correspondence among Lin Porter, A. Solomon and Solar 
Millenium (3/10/09, 5/21/09, 2/19/10, 2/22/10) 

311  Comments on the Draft Desert Tortoise 
Relocation/Translocation Plan for the Palen and Blythe 
Solar Energy Projects (submitted by Carlsbad Fish and 
Wildlife 4/15/10) 

312  Summary of Biological Resource Survey Studies and 
Methodologies Planned or Currently Being Implemented 
for 2010 (submitted by Solar Millennium LLC, 4/22/10) 

313  Draft Summary: Preliminary Spring 2010 Survey Results 
for Desert Tortoise, Rare Plants, and Jurisdictional Waters 
(submitted by Solar Millennium LLC 5/10/10) 

314  Solar Millennium, LLC response to questions generated at 
the April 28, 29, and May 7, 2010 CEC Workshops for the 
Blythe Solar Power Project (5/14/10) 

315  Solar Millennium Blythe Power Plant Project  California 
Energy Commission Docket 09-AFC-5, Docket Log (as of 
5/27/10) 

316  Notification of Revision Memorandum (submitted by Solar 
Millennium LLC, 5/28/10) 

317  Palo Verde Solar I Biological Resources Spring Survey 
Protocols (6/11/10) 

  CULTURAL 
318 Laurain Janet Laurain Declaration 
319  BLM Response to FOIA Request (4/12/10) 
320  John Kalish, US Dept of the Interior, letter to Apple and 

Doolittle, AECOM (8/5/09), authorizing cultural resources 
fieldwork under Cultural Resource Use Permit CA-09-22 
and Fieldwork Authorization No. 66.24-09-18 
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321  United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous 
Peoples 

  LAND USE 
322  Riverside County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, 

Chapter 1, Introduction, and Chapter 2, Countywide 
Policies (10/14/04) 

323  Federal Aviation Administration, US Department of 
Transportation, Advisory Circular No. 150/5200-33A, 
Hazardous Wildlife Attractants on or Near Airports 
(7/27/04) 

  WATER 
324  Steven C. Hvinden, U.S. Dept. of the Interior, memo to 

Holly Roberts, Bureau of Land Management re Federal 
Register Notice Dated November 23, 2009, Entitled Notice 
of Intent to Prepare Two Environmental Impact 
Statements/Staff Assessments for the Proposed Chevron 
Energy Solutions/Solar Millennium Palen and Blythe Solar 
Power Plants, Riverside County, CA  and Possible Land 
Use Plan Amendments, (12/21/09). 

325 Laurain Janet Laurain Declaration 
326  Colorado River Board of California response to CURE’s 

PRA request (2/22/10) 
327  Agenda, Solar Millennium, LLC/Chevron Energy Solutions 

Blythe and Palen Projects Meeting with the Colorado River 
Board of California (11/23/09) 

328  Agenda, Solar Millennium LLC/Chevron Energy Solutions 
Blythe and Palen Solar Power Projects Teleconference 
Meeting with the Colorado River Board of California 
Agenda, (1/6/10) 

329  Solar Millennium LLC Blythe & Palen Solar Power Projects  
presentation to Colorado River Board of California (1/6/10) 

330  U.S. Geological Survey, Water. Resources Investigations 
Report, 94-4005 River, river aquifer and accounting 
surfaces, Blythe – Plate 15 

331  Colorado River Accounting Surface Map “Explanation” 
(map) 

332  Gerald R. Zimmerman, Colorado River Board letter to Alan 
H. Solomon, CEC, (3/22/10) requiring a Section 5 BCPA 
contractual entitlement 

  WASTE MANAGEMENT/WORKER SAFETY 
333 Hagemann Opening Testimony of Matt Hagemann 
334 Hagemann Hagemann C.V. 
335 Laurain Janet Laurain Declaration 
336  Email to Janet M. Laurain from Anna Ayala (U.S. Army 
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Corps of Engineers) re FOIA request (5/20/10) 
337  Defense Environmental Restoration Program Formerly 

Used Defense Sites Findings and Determination of 
Eligibility Site No. J09CA024500 (18 pages) 

338 Hagemann Boundary Sketch Blythe Army Airfield 
339 Hagemann Installation Map Blythe Army Airfield FUDS Project No. 

J09CA024502 
340 Hagemann Poor Man, Blythe Army Airfield, CA FUDS Project No. 

J09CA024502 CTT (map) 
341 Hagemann Jeep Range Blythe Army Airfield, CA FUDS Project No. 

J09CA024502 CTT (map) 
342 Hagemann Defense Environmental Restoration Program for the 

Formerly Used Defense Sites Findings Ordnance and 
Explosives Archives Search Report for the former Nellis 
Small Arms Range, Las Vegas, NV, Project Number 
J09NV051001 

343 Laurain Janet Laurain Declaration 
344  Department of Fish and Game letter to Janet Laurain 

responding to CURE’s Public Records Act request (4/8/10) 
345  Email from Shelly Dayman to Tannika Engelhard re Solar 

Millennium – Desert Tortoise Surveys, Blythe Site (5/26/09) 
346 Hagemann Project Location Map, FUDS and Ranges 
347 Hagemann Reduced Acreage Alternative Map, FUDS and Ranges 
348 Hagemann Reconfigured Alternative Map, FUDS and Ranges 
349  Military Munitions and Explosives of Concern: A Handbook 

for Federal Land Managers, with Emphasis on Unexploded 
Ordnance (BLM Handbook 2/06) 

 

7. Scheduling Matters 

 CURE proposes the following schedule for discovery, supplemental testimony, 

and evidentiary hearings. 

PROPOSED SCHEDULE 

Event Date 
Evidentiary Hearings on Water 
Resources, Air Quality, Hazardous 
Materials Management, and Visual 
Resources and non-disputed issues 

July  15-16, 2010 
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Deadline to submit discovery limited to 
biological resources data submitted by 
the Applicant on or after May 17, 2010  

15 days from the Applicant’s final 
submission  

Staff publishes Supplemental Staff 
Assessment 

TBD 

Applicant and Intervenors submit 
supplemental testimony on Biological 
Resources, Cultural Resources, Land 
Use, Traffic and Transportation, and 
Transmission System Engineering 

30 days after publication of the SSA 

All parties submit supplemental rebuttal 
testimony 

40 days after publication of the SSA 

Parties file revised prehearing 
conference statements 

42 days after publications of the SSA 

Evidentiary Hearings on Biological 
Resources, Cultural Resources, Land 
Use, Traffic and Transportation, and 
Transmission System Engineering 

50 days after publication of the SSA 

 

Dated: June 16, 2010   Respectfully submitted, 

 

      /S/ 

      _________________________________ 
      Elizabeth Klebaner 

Tanya A. Gulesserian 
      Adams Broadwell Joseph & Cardozo 
      601 Gateway Boulevard, Suite 1000 
      South San Francisco, CA  94080 
      (650) 589-1660 Voice 
      (650) 589-5062 Facsimile 
      eklebaner@adamsbroadwell.com 

  

































































































DECLARATION OF SERVICE 
Blythe Solar Power Plant Project 

 
Docket No. 09-AFC-6 

 
 
 

I, Bonnie Heeley, declare that on June 16, 2010, I served and filed copies of the 
attached PREHEARING CONFERENCE STATEMENT BEHALF OF 
CALIFORNIA UNIONS FOR RELIABLE ENERGY FOR THE BLYTHE 
SOLAR POWER PROJECT dated June 16, 2010.  The original document, filed 
with the Docket Office, is accompanied by a copy of the most recent Proof of Service 
list, located on the web page for this project at: 
http://www.energy.ca.gov/sitingcases/solar_millennium_blythe/index.html. 
 
 The document has been sent to both the other parties in this proceeding (as 
shown on the Proof of Service list) and to the Commission’s Docket Office via email 
and U.S. mail as addressed below: 
 

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
Attn: Docket No. 09-AFC-6 
1516 Ninth Street, MS-4 

Sacramento, CA 95814-5512 
docket@energy.state.ca.us 

 
 I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.  
Executed at South San Francisco, California on June 16, 2010. 
 
        /s/    
       Bonnie Heeley 
 
CALIFORNIA ENERGY 
COMMISSION 
Attn: Docket No. 09AFC6 
1516 Ninth Street, MS4 
Sacramento, CA  95814-5512 
docket@energy.state.ca.us 
 

Alice Harron 
Senior Director-Project Dvlpmnt 
1625 Shattuck Ave., #270 
Berkeley, CA  94709-1161 
harron@solarmillennium.com 
 

Elizabeth Ingram, Associate Dvlpr 
Solar Millennium, LLC 
1625 Shattuck Avenue 
Berkeley, CA  94709 
ingram@solarmillennium.com 

Carl Lindner 
AECOM Project Manager 
1220 Avenida Acaso 
Camarillo, CA  93012 
Carl.lindner@aecom.com 
 

Scott Galati, Esq. 
Galati/Blek, LLP 
455 Capitol Mall, #350 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
sgalati@gb-llp.com 

Peter Weiner/Matthew Sanders 
Paul Hastings Janofsky & Walker 
LLP 
55 2nd Street, #2400-3441 
San Francisco, CA  94105 
peterweiner@paulhastings.com 
matthewsanders@paulhastings.com
 



 
California ISO 
e-recipient@caiso.com 
VIA EMAIL ONLY 
 

Holly L. Roberts, Project Mngr 
Bureau of Land Management 
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