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Dear Mr. Kramer: 

 

In addition to the list of briefing topics that were discussed on Thursday, Feb. 4, 2010, 

Terramar wishes to add the topics listed below: 

 

1)  Were the project and its related cumulative impacts fully and properly assessed in the 

areas of: 

 a) visual 

 b) land use 

 c) noise and vibration 

 d) alternatives 

 e) worker safety and fire protection 

 f) public health 

 g) water 

  

2)  Were socioeconomic benefits properly assessed? 

 

3)  Does the Warren Alquist Act give the California Energy Commission the authority to 

decide whether the Rail Trail can be built on the project site and/or where? 

 

3)  Were noise and vibration impacts fully and properly assessed? 

 

4)  Is site remediation for the Encina Power Station after closure/shut down of units 4 and 

part of the project? 

5)  Is an air cooled plant a coastally dependent use per the Coastal Act? 

6) How is level of significance determined for worker safety and fire protection? 
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Terramar wishes to be able to brief on the subjects listed above.  Terramar also wishes to 

be able to brief on any of the subjects listed by Mr. Kramer on Feb. 4 and any others that 

are suggested for this project. 

Thank you, 

Kerry Siekmann (signature on hard copy mailed to Docketing) 

Terramar 
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(Check all that Apply) 
 
For service to all other parties: 
__X_ sent electronically to all email addresses on the Proof of Service list; 
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CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION 
Attn: Docket No. 07-AFC-6 
1516 Ninth Street, MS-4 
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