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 Pursuant to the April 1, 2010 Revised Notice of Prehearing Conference and 

Evidentiary Hearing and Order and May 28, 2010 Revised Committee Scheduling 

Order, 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 Air Quality, Biological Resources, 

Cultural Resources, Socioeconomics, 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. Air Quality 

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

with all laws, ordinances, regulations, and standards (“LORS”).  The Mojave Desert 

Air Quality Management District (“MDAQMD”) has not issued a Final 

Determination of Compliance (“FDOC”) for the Project.  Until the MDAQMD issues 

the FDOC, Staff cannot find that the Project complies will LORS.  According to 

Staff, the “FDOC will contain revisions to conditions” and “Staff will provide any 

revised FDOC findings or conditions of certification in a Supplemental Staff 

Assessment addendum after receipt of the FDOC.”1  CURE requests at least 30 days 

                                                 
1 Revised Staff Assessment (“RSA”), p. C.1-41. 



2364-093a 2  

from the date of issuance of the Supplemental Staff Assessment to review and 

prepare testimony regarding air quality, if necessary.   

b. 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.2   

In this case, “the whole of the Project” includes Genesis Solar, LLC’s (“Applicant”) 

proposed 250 MW power plant, a 6.5 mile transmission line (and the recent six pole 

transmission line extension), distribution and telecommunication lines and other 

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

to deliver the Project’s power to the grid.  Because the Applicant failed to provide 

crucial information regarding potential significant impacts on biological resources 

from each of these Project components, Staff has not analyzed all impacts associated 

with the whole of the Project.  Consequently, it is impossible for Staff to conclude 

(and impossible for any other party or the public to determine) whether the Revised 

Staff Assessment’s (“RSA”) conditions of certification for numerous significant 

impacts will reduce those impacts to below a level of significance. 

According to the RSA, Staff lacks the following information pertaining to 

biological resources: 

(1) “Staff has no information from the Applicant regarding the habitat types 
that would be permanently and temporarily impacted by the construction 
of the six power poles, but infers that the six new poles and the 
maintenance road would be constructed within sand dune habitat.”3  
 

                                                 
2 14 Cal. Code Reg. § 15378; see also Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v. Regents of the University 
of California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376. 
3 RSA, p. C.2-69. 
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(2) “Staff does not have sufficient information to revise Table 6, the summary 
of impacts to different habitat types, or to specify mitigation acreages for 
the impacts to sand dunes, Sonoran creosote scrub or state waters.  Those 
revisions require specific information as to the extent of impacts to each 
habitat type.”4 

 
(3) Staff lacks the necessary information to analyze the impacts to biological 

resources from the Project’s proposed distribution and telecommunications 
line.5 

 
(4) Staff lacks the “species-specific survey results” and has “limited 

occurrence information” in order to accurately and adequately assess 
Project impacts to Couch’s spadefoot toads.6  “[H]abitat surveys in 2010 
would be required to identify potential spadefoot toad breeding habitat 
along the linear alignment.  Staff will work with the Applicant to develop 
the appropriate survey methods…”7 

 
(5) Staff could not specifically evaluate “the potential for the Project to injure 

or disturb breeding or wintering golden eagles” without results from the 
Applicant’s golden eagle inventories.8  

 
(6) “Staff has little project-specific information regarding the habitat types 

that would be permanently or temporarily impacted by the Colorado River 
Substation expansion, but infers that it would be constructed within sand 
dune habitat…Late summer/fall botanical surveys might also reveal the 
presence of sensitive plant species in the vicinity of the proposed 
substation expansion.”9 

 
 

Although Staff reviewed preliminary survey information for the Colorado 

River substation expansion,10 it has not yet reviewed final survey results and 

analysis.  Thus, Staff recognizes that its proposed avoidance, minimization and 

mitigation measures (such as those described in Staff’s proposed Conditions of 

Certification BIO-19) “could potentially” reduce Project impacts to less than 
                                                 
4 Id. 
5 RSA, p. C.2-71. 
6 Id. p. C.2-86. 
7 Id. 
8 Id., p. C.2-89. 
9 Id., p. C.2-125. 
10 Id. 
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significant levels.  Importantly, however, Staff concluded that without “site-specific 

information about the location of proposed project features in relation to sensitive 

plant species,” Staff “cannot address the feasibility of implementing effective 

avoidance measures as a means of reducing significant impacts.”11  

 It appears that Staff may rely on the Solar Millennium Blythe project (09-

AFC-6) (“Blythe”) for analysis of impacts associated with the Colorado River 

Substation expansion.12  However, the Revised Staff Assessment for the Blythe 

project states: 

The California Public Utilities Commission staff have asked the Energy 
Commission to include a permitting-level analysis of the proposed Colorado 
River substation expansion that is under their permitting authority.  
Consultants are currently preparing this report and it will be included as 
part of the Supplemental Staff Assessment.13 

 
This analysis is not complete.  Moreover, any analysis of impacts associated with 

the Colorado River Substation expansion must be included in the Genesis 

proceeding.  CURE requests at least 30 days from the date of issuance of the 

analysis of the Colorado River Substation expansion to review and prepare any 

necessary testimony.   

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, 
                                                 
11 Id., p. C.2-126 (emphasis added). 
12 RSA, p. C.2-126.   
13 Blythe Revised Staff Assessment, Executive Summary, pp. 12-13.  
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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 

other conclusions might also be reached.”14  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 to provide the 

Commission with information supporting its application and Staff’s report is 

incomplete.  Thus, the parties need more time to meet their evidentiary obligations 

regarding the Project’s impacts to biological resources and compliance with LORS, 

and biological resources are not ready for evidentiary hearings. 

c. Cultural Resources 

The record of this proceeding lacks crucial 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.  Staff tacitly 

acknowledges that its analysis is incomplete.  Specifically, the RSA states the 

following: (1) “the indirect impacts to the contributing elements of the [Prehistoric 

Trails Network Cultural Landscape] PTNCL have only been partially identified”; 

and (2) “the impacts to ethnographic resources have not yet been evaluated.  
                                                 
14 Uphold Our Heritage v. Town of Woodside (2007) 147 Cal.App.4th 587, 596 (emphasis added).   
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Consequently, Staff does not know if these resources are significant, or if any 

mitigation is needed or appropriate.”15  However, impacts to the ancient trails 

network must be fully identified, impacts to ethnographic resources must be fully 

analyzed, and mitigation for significant impacts to ethnographic resources must be 

proposed before cultural resources can be adjudicated.   

Furthermore, in performing its analysis, Staff relied on draft archaeological 

survey reports.16  According to the BLM State archaeologist, publishing a draft 

report “would be tantamount to publishing a[n] incorrect document.”17  If draft 

archaeological survey reports are “incorrect,” Staff should not base its analysis on 

them.  Consequently, until the final archaeological survey reports are released and 

Staff reviews the reports and revises its analysis, Staff’s assessment will be 

inadequate and cultural resources cannot be adjudicated. CURE requests at least 

30 days from the date of issuance of a final archaeological survey report to review 

and prepare supplemental testimony regarding cultural resources, if necessary.  

Until that time, cultural resources is not ready for evidentiary hearings. 

d. Socioeconomics 

The RSA does not include a Socioeconomics and Environmental Justice 

section and states that the section will be included in the Supplemental Staff 

Assessment.18  CURE requests at least 30 days from the date of issuance of the 

Supplemental Staff Assessment to review and prepare testimony regarding 

                                                 
15 RSA, pp. C.3-2-3. 
16 RSA, p. C.3-4. 
17 Transcript for Consolidated Hearing on Issues Concerning US Bureau of Land Management 
Cultural Resources Data, June 9, 2010, p. 75. 
18 RSA, p. C.8-1. 
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socioeconomics, if necessary.  Until that time, socioeconomics is not ready for 

evidentiary hearings. 

e. Transmission System Engineering 

 The interconnection of the Project and other generators may require 

upgrades to the Southern California Edison transmission system, including an 

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 (“CAISO”) 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.   

 The RSA states that an analysis of Transmission System Engineering 

issues related to the Colorado River Substation will be included in “TSE Appendix 

A” which is due to be released on July 18, 2010.19  CURE requests at least 30 days 

from the issuance of the TSE Appendix A to review and submit testimony on 

transmission system engineering, if needed. 

3. Resource Areas That Are in Dispute 

CURE currently disputes the following resources areas: Biological Resources, 

Cultural Resources, Hazardous Materials, Soil and Water Resources, and Waste 

Management.  A brief description of the disputed issues follows: 
                                                 
19 Id., p. A-10. 
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a. Biological Resources 

There are numerous unresolved issues related to biological resources.  First, 

the RSA fails to establish an accurate baseline to measure the Project’s potentially 

significant impacts to special-status plants, groundwater dependent vegetation, 

Couch’s spadefoot toad, and golden eagles.  As a result, impacts have not been 

adequately analyzed for these species and it is impossible to determine whether 

proposed mitigation measures will reduce impacts to these species to below a level 

of significance.  

Second, the RSA fails to adequately identify the Project’s potentially 

significant impacts to numerous species including the Gila woodpecker, Nelson’s 

bighorn sheep, burro deer, Yuma mountain lion, and Mojave fringe-toed lizards. 

Third, the RSA fails to provide adequate mitigation measures for significant 

impacts to special-status bats, American badger, kit fox, and birds.  

Finally, the Applicant’s proposed changes to Staff’s conditions of certification 

regarding impacts to wildlife from Project noise, impacts to burrowing owls, Mojave 

fringe-toed lizard, special-status plants, and groundwater dependent vegetation, the 

selection criteria for compensation lands, and impacts from the Project’s use of 

evaporation ponds are not supported and should be rejected.   

b. Cultural Resources 

There are several unresolved issues related to cultural resources.  First, 

because the Project has not complied with standard archaeological practice for 

CEQA compliance, there are numerous data gaps in the record.  Specifically, the 
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Applicant has not conducted Phase II site excavations that provide information 

about the size, integrity and nature of individual cultural resources.  Thus, Staff’s 

significance determinations are inappropriately based on extrapolations from the 

Phase I survey data.  Consequently, the RSA fails to adequately analyze the 

Project’s potential adverse impacts to cultural resources and fails to identify and 

consider mitigation measures to reduce those impacts. 

Second, Staff incorrectly assumes that all 27 archaeological resources are 

significant only with respect to scientific research importance.  As a result, Staff 

also incorrectly assumes that data recovery will mitigate the sites’ destruction.  

However, these sites may contain additional heritage values.  The RSA fails to 

consider potential heritage values in its analysis and proposed mitigation.  CEQA 

Guidelines state, “[p]reservation in place is the preferred manner of mitigating 

impacts to archaeological sites.”20  Importantly, because of the nature of an 

archaeological site’s significance values, there are many cases where preservation in 

place is the only appropriate mitigation measure.  Yet, Staff fails to consider this 

CEQA preferred mitigation measure. 

Finally, Staff proposes to mitigate adverse impacts associated with the 

Project’s destruction of archaeological sites with mechanical excavation of backhoe 

trenches.  However, the use of backhoe trenches to excavate large and complex 

prehistoric sites may destroy archaeological remains.  Thus, the proposed 

mitigation is inappropriate and inadequate. 

                                                 
20 CEQA Guidelines, § 15126.4(b)2(A). 
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c. Hazardous Materials and Waste Management 

The Project may result in potentially significant impacts from spills of heat 

transfer fluid (“HTF”), Therminol VP-1, a hazardous material that poses acute and 

chronic health hazards.  HTF spills at another solar power plant operated by the 

same Applicant have been numerous and much larger than those analyzed in the 

RSA.  For example, the RSA considers the need to annually treat an estimated 750 

cubic yards of contaminated soil at the Project’s Land Treatment Unit that would 

result from spilled HTF.  However, HTF spills at similar facilities have been on the 

order of thousands of gallons.   

HTF spills also involve different types of spills that were never described by 

the Project Applicant, may require additional Project facilities for cleanup and 

treatment, and involve different environmental and public health impacts that were 

not analyzed in the RSA.  Specifically, HTF spills may result in potentially 

significant impacts and required mitigation from spills of free-standing HTF on top 

of the soil that involve clean-up in a “filtration facility” that have not been described 

or analyzed, and for which there is no mitigation.   

In addition, the presence of benzene, a known human carcinogen, as an HTF 

degradation product in vapor and soil poses significant health risks that have not 

been analyzed or mitigated.  The Applicant must be required to monitor for the 

presence of benzene in soil and groundwater. 

Finally, an unexploded ordinance (“UXO”) survey must be completed prior to 

Project certification.  The Project is located within General Patton’s World War II 
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Desert Training Center where military maneuvers were conducted.  Specifically, the 

Project lies within the “gunnery range” of the Desert Training Center.  The Phase I 

Environmental Site Assessment for the Project concluded that there is potential for 

UXO on the Project site and therefore, in the interest of safety, recommended a 

UXO screening.  To date, a UXO screening has not been conducted.  

d. Soil and Water Resources 

The Applicant’s analyses used to evaluate significant impacts to water 

resources in the RSA: (1) are insufficient to  determine the adequacy of existing 

groundwater supply to meet proposed Project needs; (2) rely on an existing 

groundwater well data set with numerous data gaps, the uncertainties of which 

have not been quantified properly with respect to long-term Project water demands 

and available supply; (3) do not accurately account for extractions of groundwater in 

storage from the adjacent Palo Verde Mesa Groundwater Basin (“PVMGB”) or the 

Colorado River; (4) erroneously assume that total groundwater in storage within the 

Chuckwalla Valley Groundwater Basin (“CVGB”) may be considered accessible to 

both the proposed Project and other foreseeable projects, without proper 

consideration of long-term sustainability of the water supply; and (5) do not account 

for the uncertainty in future potential CVGB recharge and Colorado River water 

“accounting surface” levels resulting from prolonged drought and/or climate 

changes. 

As a result, the Project would result in potentially significant unmitigated 

impacts to the CVGB water balance and to groundwater supply for both existing 
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and other proposed projects with the CVGB.  In addition, the Project will result in 

significant unmitigated impacts to groundwater supply within the PVMGB and 

adjudicated Colorado River.  Dry cooling is a feasible mitigation measure that 

should be required in order to reduce the Project’s impacts to water resources.  

In addition, in its testimony, the Applicant misinterprets and misapplies the 

intent and results of hydraulic modeling by the U.S. Geological Survey regarding 

Lower Colorado River management “accounting surface” water levels.  Thus, its 

proposed changes to Soil & Water 15 and 19 concerning Project impacts upon the 

Colorado River should be rejected. 

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.   Scott Cashen, M.S. (Time estimate for direct testimony: 3 hours) 

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

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

mitigation measures for numerous special-status plants, the State-threatened Gila 

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

Bureau of Land Management sensitive species, the federally protected golden eagle, 

Nelson’s bighorn sheep, the Mojave fringe-toed lizard, and groundwater dependent 

vegetation.  Mr. Cashen will also testify regarding mitigation for potentially 

significant impacts of construction noise on birds, mitigation measures designed to 
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reduce wildlife hazard from evaporation ponds, mitigation for burrowing owls, and 

compensatory mitigation for impacts to biological resources. 

b. Greg Okin, PhD (Time estimate for direct testimony: 1 hour) 

Greg Okin will testify on the topic area of Biological Resources and Soil and 

Water Resources.  Mr. Okin will testify regarding the Project’s potentially 

significant hydrological impacts on vegetation, the potential impacts on erosion and 

soil mobilization from the Project, and mitigation measures for significant impacts 

from wind erosion.  

c. David Whitley, PhD (Time estimate for direct testimony: 1 hour) 

David Whitley will testify on the topic of Cultural Resources.  Mr. Whitley 

will testify regarding significant impact determinations for archaeological resources 

and the identification of adequate and appropriate mitigation measures, including 

(but not limited to) the avoidance of resources.   

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

Matthew Hagemann will testify on the topic areas of Hazardous Materials 

and Waste Management.  Mr. Hagemann will testify regarding significant impacts, 

required analyses and mitigation for HTF spills, leaks, and Project facilities 

required to address HTF spills.  Mr. Hagemann will also testify regarding 

potentially significant impacts due to unexploded ordinance from former military 

activities on the Project site and the mitigation measures necessary to reduce those 

impacts. 
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e. David Marcus (Time estimate for direct testimony: 1 hour) 

David Marcus will testify on the topic area of Soil and Water Resources.  Mr. 

Marcus will testify regarding dry cooling as a feasible mitigation measure for power 

plant cooling. 

f. Eric D. Hendrix (Time estimate for direct testimony: 2 hours) 

Eric Hendrix will testify on the topic area of Soil and Water Resources.  Mr. 

Hendrix will testify regarding significant impacts associated with the Project’s 

water use and mitigation measures for those impacts. 

5. Topic Areas for Cross-Examination 

CURE requires one hour of cross-examination for each of the Applicant’s and 

Staff’s witnesses presenting testimony in the following areas: Biological Resources, 

Cultural Resources, Hazardous Materials, Waste Management, Soil and Water 

Resources.  At this point, it is unclear which of the Applicant’s witnesses are 

sponsoring specific areas of testimony. 

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  

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.   
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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. 
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EXHIBIT WITNESS DESCRIPTION CATEGORY 
500 Scott Cashen Testimony of Scott Cashen on Behalf of the California Unions for Reliable 

Energy on Biological Resources for the Genesis Solar Energy Project   
Biological Resources 

501 Scott Cashen Cashen Declaration Biological Resources 
502 Scott Cashen Cashen C.V. Biological Resources 
503 Scott Cashen Documented occurrences of Gila woodpeckers (map) Biological Resources 
504 Scott Cashen CalPIF monitoring sites, breeding status, and current range for the Gila 

Woodpecker in California (map) 
Biological Resources 

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

Biological Resources 

506 Scott Cashen J. E. Pagel, D.M. Whittington, G.T. Allen, US Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interim Golden Eagle Inventory and Monitoring Protocols; and Other 
Recommendations (2/2010) 

Biological Resources 

507 Scott Cashen Rebuttal Testimony of Scott Cashen on Behalf of the California Unions for 
Reliable Energy on Biological Resources for the Genesis Solar Project 

Biological Resources 

508 Scott Cashen Cashen Declaration Biological Resources 
509 Greg Okin Testimony of Greg Okin on Behalf of the California Unions for Reliable 

Energy on Soil and Water Resources and Biological Resources for the 
Genesis Solar Energy Project 

Soil/Water 
Biological Resources 

510 Greg Okin Okin Declaration Soil/Water 
Biological Resources 

511 Greg Okin Okin C.V. Soil/Water 
Biological Resources 

512 David Whitley Rebuttal Testimony of David S. Whitley on Behalf of the California Unions 
for Reliable Energy on Cultural Resources for the Genesis Solar Energy 
Project 

Cultural Resources 

513 David Whitley Whitley Declaration Cultural Resources 
514 David Whitley Whitley C.V. Cultural Resources 
515  Programmatic Agreement Among The Bureau of Land Management-

California, The California Energy Commission, Next Era Genesis Solar 
Cultural Resources 
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LLC, And The California State Historic Preservation Officer, Regarding the 
Next Era Genesis Ford Dry Lake Solar Project, Riverside County, 
California 

516  Hearing Transcript 10-CRD-1 re Consolidated Hearing on Issues 
Concerning BLM Cultural Resources Data (6/19/10) 

Cultural Resources 

517 Matthew F. 
Hagemann 

Testimony of Matthew F. Hagemann on Behalf of the California Unions for 
Reliable Energy on Hazardous Materials and Waste Management of the 
Genesis Solar Energy Project 

Hazardous Materials 
Waste Management 

518 Matthew F. 
Hagemann 

Hagemann Declaration Hazardous Materials 
Waste Management 

519 Matthew F. 
Hagemann 

Hagemann C.V. Hazardous Materials 
Waste Management 

520 Matthew F. 
Hagemann 

Spill Reports at SEGS (5/99 and 7/07) Hazardous Materials 
Waste Management 

521 Matthew F. 
Hagemann 

Desert Training Center/California Maneuver Area map, identifying the 
Project within an area identified as a “gunnery range” 

Hazardous Materials 
Waste Management 

522 Matthew F. 
Hagemann 

WW-II era map of the CAMA  Hazardous Materials 
Waste Management 

523 Eric D. Hendrix Testimony of Eric D. Hendrix on Behalf of the California Unions for 
Reliable Energy on Soil and Water Resources of the Genesis Solar Energy 
Project 

Soil/Water 

524 Eric D. Hendrix Hendrix Declaration Soil/Water 
525 Eric D. Hendrix Hendrix C.V. Soil/Water 
526 Eric D. Hendrix Rebuttal Testimony of Eric D. Hendrix on Behalf of the California Unions 

for Reliable Energy on Soil and Water Resources of the Genesis Solar 
Energy Project 

Soil/Water 

527 Eric D. Hendrix Hendrix Declaration Soil/Water 
528 David Marcus Testimony of David Marcus on Behalf of the California Unions for Reliable 

Energy on Soil and Water Resources for the Genesis Solar Energy Project 
Soil/Water 

529 David Marcus Marcus Declaration Soil/Water 
530 David Marcus Marcus C.V. Soil/Water 
531 David Marcus Dry cooling versus applicant-proposed technology chart Soil/Water 
532  MWD Comment letter to the CEC and BLM re DEIS/SA for the NextEra Soil/Water 
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Energy Resources Genesis Project and Possible California Desert 
Conservation Area Plan Amendment (6/15/2010) 

533  CEC Decision and Scoping Order for the Genesis Solar Energy Project 
(2/2/10) 

Soil/Water 

534  State Water Resources Control Board  letter to Melissa Jones, CEC, re State 
Policies for Water Quality Control and their applicability to Power Plant 
Licensing (1/20/10)  

Soil/Water 

535  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) 

Soil/Water 

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

Soil/Water 

537 Janet Laurain Gerald R. Zimmerman, Colorado River Board letter to Janet Laurian, 
responding to Public Records Act request for the Blythe Solar Power 
Project (2/22/10) 

Soil/Water 

538 Janet Laurain Solar Millennium LLC/Chevron Energy Solutions Blythe and Palen Solar 
Power Projects Presentation (1/6/10) 

Soil/Water 

539 Janet Laurain Laurain Declaration [Re Ex. 537 and 538] Soil/Water 
540  Boulder Canyon Project Agreement Requesting Apportionment of 

California’s Share of the Waters of the Colorado River Among the 
Applicants in the State (8/18/31) 

Soil/Water 

541  U.S. Geological Survey Update of the Accounting Surface Along the Lower 
Colorado River Scientific Investigations Report 2009-5113 

Soil/Water 
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7. Scheduling Matters 

 CURE proposes the following schedule for the remainder of this proceeding.   

PROPOSED SCHEDULE 

Event Date 
Evidentiary Hearings on Soil and Water 
Resources, Hazardous Materials, Waste 
Management, and non-disputed issues 

July  12-13, 2010 

 
Staff publishes TSE Appendix A  July 18, 2010  
Staff publishes Supplemental Staff 
Assessment 

TBD 

Applicant and Intervenors submit 
supplemental testimony on Air Quality, 
Biological Resources, Cultural 
Resources, Socioeconomics, and 
Transmission System Engineering 

30 days after publication of the SSA or 
July 18, 2010, whichever is later 

All parties submit supplemental rebuttal 
testimony 

40 days after publication of the SSA or 
July 18, 2010, whichever is later 

Parties file revised prehearing 
conference statements 

42 days after publications of the SSA or 
July 18, 2010, whichever is later 

Evidentiary Hearings on Air Quality, 
Biological Resources, Cultural 
Resources, Socioeconomics, and 
Transmission System Engineering 

50 days after publication of the SSA or 
July 18, 2010, whichever is later 

Parties File Post-Hearing Opening 
Briefs 

4 weeks after Evidentiary Hearings on 
SSA/TSE Appendix A 

 
Parties File Post-Hearing Reply Briefs 

6 weeks after Evidentiary Hearings on 
SSA/TSE Appendix A 

PMPD Issued 6-8 weeks after Evidentiary Hearings on 
close 

Commission Hearing on PMPD Near end of comment period on PMPD 
Comments Due on PMPD 30 days after PMPD released 
Revised PMPD Issued Responding to 
Comments 

45 days after PMPD released 

Comments Due on Revised PMPD 15 days after Revised PMPD released 
Final Commission Decision After comment period closes on Revised 

PMPD 
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8. Proposed Modifications to Conditions of Certification  

 CURE’s proposed modifications to Conditions of Certification are presented 

in CURE’s testimony. 

Dated: June 25, 2010   Respectfully submitted, 

 

      /s/ 

      _________________________________ 
      Rachael E. Koss 

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 
      rkoss@adamsbroadwell.com 

  




















































































