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10 In the Matter of: I Docket No.: 01-AFG7C 

DECLARATION OF 
JAMES SORENSEN 

12 

. 1411 DECLARATION OF JAMES SORENSEN 

11 I,James Sorensen, declare that 

l6 Iam Director of the Community Devebpment Agency, County of Alameda. Imake this11 1. 

l711 dedaration of my o m  knowledge, and if called to do so. Irmd and would t r t i i  Cmtnptently 

l811 as bthe matters set ~ IUIherein. 

l9 2. 1 am generally famlliar with the work of the Califomla Energy Commission (The 

20 Commissiong). 

21 11 3. Over the past m d  yean, the Community Development Agency has worked with the 

22 11 Commissbn on applmtbns for the siting of power plants in unincorporated Alameda County, 

11 including the East Altamnt Energy Mer (Do&et No. 01-AFC-4)and the Tala Power Plant 

24 (Docket No. 01-AFG2l).II 
25 11 4. With both the East Altamont Erwgy Centerand the Testa Power Plant, h e  Commission 

26 11 provided the Cmmunity Development Agency with notice of the proposed pmjeds. and 

27 11 m u n t e d  the Crmmunlty Development *gacy's comments, analysee and recommendatbns. 



5. Afbr reviewing documents on the Commission's website and consulting with my staff, I 

learned that the Alameda County Community Development Agency and the Alameda C~unty 

Redevelopment Agency had not received notice of the Russell City Energy Center amendment 

proceedings. 

6. As the Commlssbn's record demonstrates, p h r  to the City of Hayward's annexation of 

the land identlfM in the Russell City Energy Center site plan, a portiin of the pf'Oje~t was in 

unincorporated Alameda County over w h i i  the County had land use authority. 

7. Even after the annexation of land by the Clty of Hayward, the Russell City Energy Center 

sle plan still fell within the jurlsdictlon of the Mt. Wen Sub Area of the Redevelopment Agency's 

Eden Redevebpment Plan. 

8. The Community Development Agency and Redevelopment Agency, along with the 

County Board of Supervisors, the County Alrport Land Use Commission and the Planning 

Department, should have received notice from the Commission of the Russell City Energy 

Center amendment proceedings, and been provided the opportunity to offer comments, 

analyses and recommendations. 

9. On September 24,2007,l wrote a letter to Ms. Jackalyne Pfannestlel, Chair of the 

Commission, informing her of the lack of notice to the Community Development Agency and the 

Redevelopment Agency, and urging her to delay decision on the Russell City Energy Center 

amendments until those agencies had time to review and comment on the project. 

10. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of the above-referenced letter I 

W~Ote to Ms. Pfannestiiel on September 24,2007. 

11. At the Commission Business Meeting on September 26,2007,l pmwded comments on 

the record to make the Cornmlssion aware that it had neglected to contact the Community 

Development Agency and the Redevelopment Agancy, and the important contributions these 

agencies would provide to the amendment proceedings. I also urged the Commission to delay 

its final decision to allow Alameda County additbnal time to review the Russell City Energy 

Center proposal. 
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RECEIVED OCT 11 2007 

October 5,2007 

Mr. James Sorensen, Director 
County Development Agency 
1221 Oak Street, Rm. 555 
Oakland, CA 94612 

Re: Request for Russell City Amendment (01-AFC-7C) mailing lists and notices for 
agency participation 

Dear Mr. Sorensen: 

On October 2,2007, you requested that the Energy Commission provide you with its 
mailing lists for the Russell City Amendment proceeding. There are three such lists. 
We have decided that we can release two of them to you in their entirety, and the third 
one after deleting the names and addresses of private citizens. 

L h  &st&& 788Br h a h m t i r e t y  ynbkzgandesciandti OniFPageT  list^^ 
7078 is a mixed list that includes both public citizens and various agencies, businesses, 
and institutions, including seven Alameda County agencies or offices. This list, which 
was available to me as an Excel file, has been edited to delete private persons and heir 
addresses, as we previously have discussed by phone. It thus differs in this manner 
from the actual list. Finally, list No. 7079 (three pages) is a list of citizens and 
businesses, and was based on property ownership in the nearby area. We are providing 
this list in its entirety because it was compiled using publicly available records. 

On October 3,2007, Alameda County Counsel Andrew Massey also called requesting 
two docketed items: 1) Item No. 38532 from the Amendment docket (the November 28, 
2006, Agency Notice/Request for Agency Participation); and 2) Item No.20718 from the 
original AFC proceeding (the June 4,2001, Agency Distribution List). These are 
included among the documents enclosed, labeled with the docket item number. I have 
also included Item Nos. 20691 (May 31,2001, Notice of Receipt) and 21104 Uune 20, 
2001, Request for Agency Participation) from the original AFC docket. Please 
understand that obtaining documents from the 2001 AFC proceeding requires one of 
our employees to leave the building and go to State Archives for the information. As a 
fellow public servant I know you understand what these requests mean in terms of 
agency resources. 








































