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From: "kersten.torn@grnail.com"<kersten.tom@gmail.corn> 
To: <pkramer@energy.state.ca.us> 
Date: 9/7/2007 12:17 PM 
Subject: RE: RUSSELL City ENERGY CENTER 
Attachments: RE: RUSSElLL City ENERGY CENTER.doc 

Mr. Krarner, Please enter these comments for the upcoming hearing on the Russell City amended 
application scheduled for Sept. 12, 2007. Thank you. Tom Kersten 
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TO: CALIFORNIA ENERGY COFIMISSION BOARD - Paul Kramer, Hearing Officer (lackalyne Pfannenstiel - 1 
Chair, James Boyd - Vice Chair, John Geesman, Arthur Rosenfeld, Jeffrey Byron). 

I 
From: Tom Kersten, President of the Hayward Demos Democratic Club, Hayward City resident ' 
RE: RUSSELL CITY ENERGY CENTER amended application (Docket no. 01-AFC-7C) - proposed 
construction of a power plant in Hayward, CA 

CC: Hayward City Council, CA State Senator Ellen Corbett, Assembly Member Mary Hayashi, Dale 
Edwards (CEC, Environmental Justice) 

September 6, 2007 i 

The Executive Board of the Hayward Demos Democratic Club has voted t o  oppose this project and the 
grounds that it does not appear t o  be environmentallv just to the citizens of Hayward and that the 
applicant has refused to accept CEC staff initial recommendations to reduce air pollution emissions from 
the plant without adequate justification. Lastly, given the size and scope of this project, public 
participation from the city has been generally inadequate. 

1. Inadequate Remedy for Particulate Matter (PM 10) I 
According to the Preliminary Document o f  Compliance,(PDOC), by the Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District (BAAQMD), this proposed project will produce up to 86.4 tons per year of 
particulate matter, (PMIO), wh~ch will remain within the city and diminish our air quality. I n  order to 
satisfy the air quality requirements of the BAAQM, Russell City Energy, (the applicant), has obtained 
Emission Reduction Credits, (ERCs), from various locations including San Leandro and Oakland, (ref. 
Project Owner's Comments on the Presiding Member's Proposed Decision, 8-31-07, Attachment #2, 
letter to Brian Bateman, BAAQMD). Out of the 86.4 projected tons of particulate matter, only 52.3 tons 
is being offset within the city of' Hayward - the difference being offset with credits in the other cities. I n  
effect, the applicant in this case appears to be trading away Hayward's 'clean' air in order to satisfy the 
requirements of the BAAQMD. 

I n  order to mitigate this apparent 'injustice', the applicant has further voluntarily agreed to reduce the 
amount of particulate matter by 43.4 tons during the winter months by providing incentives for a 
stove/fireplace replacement project. Citizens of Hayward will have up to 12 months t o  participate in 
this project which is purely voluntary. After 12 months the project will be opened up t o  home owners 
outside the city. According t o  the CEC staff's assessment, the results of such programs in the past 
have been 'uneven' and they recommended additional ERCs to make up the difference. 

"Due to "uneven" results from similar past programs, Staff 
recommends that the program results be monitored and, if it fails to meet 
specified milestones and to ultimately provide the target reduction of 43.4 tons, 
the Applicant supply additional ERCs to make up the difference. See Conditions 
AQ-SC12 and AQ-SC13. (Ex. 100, p. 4.1-12 - 4.1-13.) " <Presiding Member's Proposed Decision 
(PMPD), p.76> 

However, there are currently LO such ERCs available within Hayward or the Alameda county so even if 
the applicant purchases additional ERCs in the future i t  is not likely to improve Hayward's air quality 
with respect to particulate matter (PM 10). While the requirements of the BAAQMD may be ultimately 
satisfied on paper, the citizens of Hayward will in all likelihood suffer a loss of air quality if this project is 
completed as currently proposed. 

2. Refusal of Applicant to Accept Staff Remedies t o  Reduce Emissions i 
CEC staff for this project recommended that different enqines be used in order to significantly reduce 




