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300 Kilowatt Peak Roof Georgetown University in Washington, DC Installed 1984

Yearly Generates An Average of $45,000 of Clean Pollution-Free Electricity In the Heart of DC

I. Scope of Technologies

A. Which distributed generation technologies are most likely to be commercially available/encountered by permitting agencies first?  

What are related permitting issues?
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Impact House 2000

Solar Design Associates
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Fuel Cell

SDC/ANS:
Small renewable energy systems using photovoltaics and fuel cells will be the most likely candidates for stream-lining CEQA requirements.  Any fossil fuel generation must be highly scrutinized and should never be streamlined to be more thorough in considering related issues.  Fossil fuel turbines of co-generation and/or gas turbines of 1 to 20 Megawatt peak are most likely to be the first systems to apply for permits in the DG market for a variety of reasons that should be seriously considered in the permitting process and the Priority Protocol Interconnection Standards found in Rule 21.  Two primary issues is monopoly control of the energy industry for over 75 years and the environment and integrity of commerce.

In assessing the potential impact upon the natural environment, we must include an evaluation of the historic environment of commerce that facilitates the deployment of certain technologies within the mainstream marketplace from mining to daily generation to the disposability of related materials.  Genocide is used in Indonesia, Africa and Russia to name a few.
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	"I did not meet any East Timorese who hadn't lost family and friends. As Colonel Gatot Purwanto, the occupation intelligence chief, confirmed to me, the Indonesian armed forces have killed roughly one-third of the East Timorese population."

Allan Nairn, journalist



We believe that a true evaluation of a technology’s competitiveness or market readiness cannot be realistic or adequately established until full-cost dispatch
 or some other type of comprehensive costing analysis is used to determine the full impact of an energy technology’s deployment.  DG is deployed in close proximity to consumers and thereby generation pollution is one of the most important issues for the Air Resources Board.

In reviewing these factors, we must consider the potential for noise, aesthetics and environmental abuse in connection with a DG system’s daily use as well as the pattern of business used by those companies who evolve a DG technology into the market.  Factors effecting the availability and market readiness of fossil fuel DG must be closely scrutinized.  Methods of deployment and how they affect other DG technologies must be seriously considered in a competitive market.  We have outlined some of our related concerns herein:

1. When we consider CEQA permits for Distributed Generation and the Priority Protocol System found in Rule 21, we must evaluate all facets of a technology’s potential impact in deployment.

2. Combustion engines have historically been most commonly used in grid-tied Distributed Generation or Qualifying Facilities.  Applications include gas turbines and co-generation.  Grid-connected renewables technology systems have been rare until the past two years.

3. Fossil fuels used to realize combustion generation, have dominated the energy industry for over 75 years.  In the present transportation industry, combustion fuels provide almost 100% of the energy used for all forms of transportation.  In 1994, fossil fuels generated 70% of the electricity consumed by Americans and 64% of California’s electricity.  46% of California’s electricity is presently generated by gas.

4. The proposed increase in use of DG natural gas to replace remote site generation could force California fossil fuel consumption to 90% by the year 2010 in an allegedly competitive industry without strict intervention and permitting practices supported by Utility disconnection. 

5. The present agenda communicated in written comments of Rulemaking 98-12-015 and this DG proceeding is deployment of at least 100,000 gas turbines a year that must not be burdened with Air Quality Standards.
 

6. Fossil fuels in individual applications and in small amounts provide minor discomfort due to carbon exhaust.  However, collectively mass use and deployment of fossil fuels has created a plethora of chronic global challenges environmentally, geologically and in relation to the ethos of commerce.
  These realities will responsibly be incorporated into permit decisions for DG deployment.
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Oil-related Genocide and Torture in East Timor
7. Pollution-free electricity generation technologies are affordable and market ready, today.  Renewables strongest benefits are realized in DG applications.  These technologies provide clean air benefits, and they provide a simplistic avenue to free humanity from our present destructive, tyrannical and health-threatening addiction to fossil fuels.

8. DG renewables technologies are being strategically and unethically suppressed from mainstream deployment through fraud, litigation, propaganda, intimidation, collusion, misappropriation of funds and other illegal business practices of oversize multinational cartels.

9. Building-integrated photovoltaics (BI-PV) is the leading pollution-free DG technology.  This dual-use silicon technology has numerous deployment benefits that compliment the construction, computer and DG energy industries.  BI-PV DG provides least impact with the most opportunity.

10. Solarex Corporation, the founding company of the photovoltaics industry was established in 1974.  In 1984, it was fraudulently taken over by Amoco after two excellent mid-size commercial demonstration projects of BI-PV were completed in Washington, DC and their factory in Maryland.

11. Since 1984, Amoco/Enron and now BP-Amoco, as a multinational energy cartel, have illegally used Solarex patents to intimidate and/or sue other photovoltaic manufacturers and businesses out of business.  They have managed for 15 years to keep this important PV technology from the mainstream marketplace, and are limiting competitive deployment.

12. Despite this multinational energy cartel oppression, the photovoltaics industry is reported to be growing at 30% per year.  This is faster than either the computer or telecommunications industry.

13. On April 2, 1999 two weeks after we requested the CPUC remand BP-Amoco and Enron to the Department of Justice for an antitrust investigation regarding their takeover of Solarex and their abusive litigation against Arco Solar, BP-Amoco took over the entire Arco Corporation.   Gas prices went from $1.08 gallon to $1.56 gallon in California because BP-Amoco also took over the Alaskan pipeline.

14. A year later, the merger was voted in officially by BP-Amoco with gas prices at over $2 a gallon and expected to rise to $2.50 by summer.  This is an increase of 231% in 18 months.  Thereby, claims that gas turbines are cheaper than renewables technology is an unpredictable misnomer due to the volatile price changes in the fossil fuel industry as well as loss of life valuations not included.
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“Pacifica Radio’s Amy Goodman and journalist Allan Narin witnessed Santa Cruz massacre and were beaten to the ground by Indonesian troops.  The only objects Goodman was able to smuggle out of East Timor was a bloody shirt of Nairn’s and a roll of film which documented their experience in East Timor.”

Australian journalists were shot into trenches along with local villagers.
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East Timorese Villagers running just as the genocide began.

15. CPUC denied any investigation, consideration or remand of our request for antitrust investigation related to suppression of BI-PV in their final Decision for R.98-12-015.  The oppression of needed renewables technology by oil cartels is dangerously intertwined with US governmental programs and agendas.

16. There is no clear strategic path published for massive mainstream deployment of DG renewables technology
, however there is strong support shown by government for mainstream deployment of fossil fuel DG throughout this Rulemaking, agency reports and other proceedings of the CPUC, CEC, Oversight Board and the Air Resources Board.

17. Enron Corporation claims the CPUC is anti-competitive.  “In the current market structure, each utility faces inherent financial conflicts of interest.  It provides transportation services to itself and to Electric Service Providers [ESPs}, including its affiliates.  It also procures electricity or gas for itself to sell its own retail customers, in direct competition with other ESPs.

18. “Enron, Amoco and British Petroleum face extreme inherent conflicts of interest in owning and suppressing PV products and PV production facilities that they have substantially and maliciously used to suppress the PV industry for over fifteen years.”
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For Five Years, Enron Used Police Suppression of Protestors To Force Dabhol Power Plant In India
19. Permitting needs to be focused on deployment of renewables DG technology and to discourage fossil fuel DG deployment due to human rights abuses by multinational oil cartels, brutal oppression of clean renewables technologies by multinational oil cartels since Amoco’s fraudulent takeover of the Solarex Corporation in 1984 and most importantly due to the need to dramatically reduce fossil fuel emissions across the state of California, nationally and globally.

“High Levels of Toxic Pollutants found in Los Angeles Air” Report finds that exposure to ten hazardous air pollutants measured at the monitors could cause as many as 426 additional cancer cases per million exposed individuals.”

20. Where gas turbine proponents claim gas turbines are needed as a stepping stone to DG renewables deployment, this is a self-interest in deploying their own assets and does not reflect the need or the opportunity to deploy clean renewables technology as an aging energy infrastructure is upgraded in the United States and as mainstream deployment of new electricity use is deployed in 3rd World Countries, globally.

21. SDC/Smith testified in our Phase I Written Testimony that the 2000 MW power plant proposed by Enron for India was totally rejected by their government in 1995.  Through coercion and human rights abuse, Enron fired up a smaller version of this power plant in India February 2000.
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22. While the goal of the Clean Air Act is to reduce the risk of cancer from exposure to major sources of hazardous air pollutants to 1 in a million, there are numerous other diseases caused by pollutants that may cause life threatening or life degrading illnesses in a community.  In addition to air pollution, there are dangers of overly powerful monopolies tyrannizing people to push through their projects.  There is the pollution of high voltage wires, which has been attributed to immune problems, cancer and psychological disturbances.  In high-risk areas, there should not be any additional pollution or high voltage hazards installed by the energy industry unless it is proven through public hearing that no other alternatives are available and it is needed for the health, safety and/or welfare of the public, and there are no human rights abuses used in the proceeding to suppress protests.

23. Strict intervention far beyond the present inadequate studies on the effects of pollution and EMF are needed to completely terminate fossil fuels and large wires installations in areas over safe compliance levels.  Small Renewables DG like BI-PV and fuel cells should be mandatory and strategically deployed in these areas.  This policy must be reflected in the Priority Protocol of Rule 21 and the permit process for DG technology. 

24. “Taking into account external environmental costs in dispatching generating units to serve customer loads is called “environmental dispatch”, “full-cost dispatch” or “social dispatch” [Bernow, Biewald, and Marron 1990; Eco Northwest 1993; Krause, Busch, and Koomey 1992].
 ”

Social costs is one issue that has not been adequately addressed in any of the other energy industry deployment scenarios including transportation and remote site electricity as well as the impact of the electric wires system on the livability of communities.  Distributed Generation is closer to the consumer and is connected on the consumer side of the grid.  Community safety, integrity and design issues will become increasingly important along with the impact on human life in the deployment of certain technologies.  

Risk Assessment must include a variety of variables and Risk Management must have in place a clearly defined plan to mitigate sanctions.  Individuals should not have to take on the entire energy industry and oil cartels to achieve needed protection or mediation.  The stress and growing impact of the electricity and transportation industry upon the global community has placed a tremendous burden on humanity around the world in the last century that cannot be further ignored by consumers, leaders, policy makers and regulation facilitators.  With the wisdom gained and the new technologies we have developed, commerce must quickly transition the market into clean renewables DG technology.  

The materials used for most BI-PV DG renewables technology applications are benign and traditionally used by the construction and computer industries with limited hazardous or negative impact, community destruction or violent oppression.  Any type of fuel that generates over 50% of the electricity produced in the state should not receive any type of deployment incentives or funding from government.  Fossil fuels must be included as one category because the deployment of coal or oil fossil fuel supplements the deployment of gas a related fossil fuel in the area.  If fossil fuels are not able to meet strict air quality and business integrity standards where they dominate 64% of the industry, then it is obvious that immediate intervention is needed to strongly discourage further deployment of fossil fuels.  It is not cost-effective.  Perhaps, we will better understand the reason for this in the future, however the continuous costly warning signs are strong enough to warrant massive redirection completely phasing out fossil fuels for electricity and mobility needs within the next fifty years.  DG permit process is a strategic intervention where phasing out policy for fossil fuels will be most strongly felt and facilitated.

An additional concern that we raised in our Phase I Testimony arose from comments made by Jeff Wilson who represented the Air Quality Board in the Interconnection Workshops and Tom Dossey who represented Southern California Edison.  There was a discussion as to how they would handle gas turbines negligently built, permitted and interconnected in non-compliant areas.  SCE indicated they would not feel comfortable having the responsibility to disconnect the systems.  Jeff Wilson indicated he would not insist that the Utility disconnect the system, but assured us the system owners would be fined.
  The fines would not, of course, be paid to the people in the area or community who are suffering with illnesses from extreme levels of pollution.  This is not an acceptable form of Risk Management.  Fines border on bribery allowing fossil fuel systems in non-compliant areas.  Disconnection of any system illegally permitted in a non-compliant area must be mandatory; otherwise, you might as well start selling gas masks.  Think of air pollution as a human pesticide.  Less hazardous air pollution only kills people slower.   Let’s get rid of polluting electricity generation altogether.  Let’s do our part!

One last issue that needs to be seriously addressed is the issue of oil cartel and utility staff hazing of renewables technology businesses.  Renewables advocates and small renewables DG businesses should not be denied the right to own fossil fuel vehicles or denied the right to use other types of mainstream products just because they are strongly against the collective pollution effects of these technologies.  Because there are no other choices for mainstream vehicles now available in the market and electricity consumers are being forced to pay premiums to renewables technologies with significant risk where contracts do not protect their right to grid-connection and net metering for the longest warranty in the system, the benefits of renewables technology advocates should be furthered without harassment and should be fully respected by fossil fuel proponents and utility/government employees.

Pioneers in transforming the energy industry to a healthier and safer industry for all people world-wide have as much right as anyone else to the convenience of mainstream vehicles or electricity.  Fossil fuels are not more convenient because it is more cost effective or even an acceptable technology to use; it is more convenient because the relationships and infrastructure are in place to deploy it.  Fossil fuels are being forced down consumer’s throats all over the world while renewables technologies and their proponents are being dramatically suppressed from the mainstream marketplace by oil cartels.  It is not up to a hand full of renewables advocates to suffer any mistreatment from bullish oil cartels and/or their associates.  The traditional hazing of renewables technology advocates or businesses by fossil fuel proponents and their associates is in violation of a variety of fair commerce laws, and should be strongly discouraged and reprimanded.  Where such activities become severe, those parties/businesses should be fired or banned from interconnection to the grid with fines and/or criminal charges imposed.  Related rehabilitation should include voluntary work at inner city hospitals where people of all ages are ill and some dying due to inner city pollution.  To reduce the tragedies of fossil fuel deployment in the global marketplace is really not a battle between people so much as it is a battle for quality of life for all people.  There are, no doubt, many fossil fuel proponents who have lost friends or family members due to the impact of fossil fuels in the environment.  Valuation of human life is much more difficult to quantify for those involved in such a case.

B. What size generating technologies should be considered for streamlining?  

SDC/ANS:  While size is important because of the amount of potential pollution a larger system produces.  However, fossil fuel systems should not ever be streamlined at any size due to the collective impacts of pollution on an area where numerous systems are deployed.  With the level of pollution a significant problem in most major urban areas in California, DG fossil fuel systems should be severely limited from deployment.  We actually suggested banning fossil fuels in DG in our Response Comments simply because they have proven unmanageable in the remote-site electricity and the transportation industries to the point of causing a global catastrophe.  Neither the Energy Commission nor the Public Utilities Commission or the Air Quality Board have demonstrated a responsible plan to impose the needed restraint upon DG fossil fuel deployment.  Streamlining deployment of any fossil fuel systems has the potential of quickly putting an area over the compliance level where they are not already there.  We, again, compel the Commissions to adopt severe penalties for fossil fuel DGs installed in areas already in non-compliance with Air Quality Standards.  There should not be any DG fossil fuels allowed within 100 miles of the Los Angeles border.  Fossil fuel plants in the area must be replaced with non-polluting renewables technology.  In cases where existing plants need to be replaced, fossil fuel systems might be installed under considerable scrutiny where they are proven to dramatically reduce emissions over the plant they are replacing.  Non-fossil fuel supported renewables DG is the only type of systems that would qualify for streamlining permits.

C. Should electric storage be considered also?  If so, what types?

SDC/ANS:  Storage systems that do not involve moving parts or hazardous materials should be allowed to be streamlined.  Where the materials in storage systems cannot be recycled, there should be special permitting considerations for reuse and for safe disposal of used storage systems.  

D. Are the environmental impacts of all DG technologies currently sufficiently understood?  If not, what additional information should be gathered or research undertaken?  Are performance characteristics currently available?  Who should provide this information?

SDC/ANS:  While there is substantial information available about the environmental impacts of DG technologies, it is not sufficiently organized, considered and integrated into the deployment decisions.  There is no plan in place that guides permitting decisions even where systems are criminally in non-compliance.  Full-cost dispatch is not currently being used in evaluation of the deployment economics of traditional technologies.  However, new alternative fuels are suffering extreme and unreasonable scrutiny with propaganda as the type David Townley furthered as a moderator of the Systems Planning Workshops claiming photovoltaics was dangerous to deploy.  It is obvious that the most dangerous problem with BI-PV deployment is not hazardous wastes or pollution, but the political dangers imposed by jealous or opposing fossil fuel companies and their associates.  Fossil fuel companies must learn to yield the right of way to non-polluting DG technologies.  They should not be allowed to own DG renewables technology where as they are proven suppressors of BI-PV DG using extreme harassment, intimidation and litigation to take over DG PV world-wide.  Yet, they do not allow DG BI-PV to be aggressively deployed into the mainstream markets where it is desperately needed for life-preserving reasons.  In 1994, as a start-up business the Solar Development announced a very clear business plan to deploy 1,000 Solar-Voltaic DomeTM Power Stations and to install 200,000 2 kWp systems world-wide by 2010.  That is $4 billion of commerce.  BP-Amoco who now own (through unscrupulous practices) over 70% of the BI-PV manufacturing in the United States nearly that much globally, announced their $1 billion dollar of BI-PV by 2010 business plan at the December 8, 1999 Global Warming Issues for Commerce hosted by the CEC.  BP-Amoco already has $1 billion of BI-PV commerce contracted with the LA Dept of Water and Power and the 2000 Olympic Village in Australia.  Technology evaluation impacts must include and consider the environmental ethos of commerce historically surrounding a DG technology in permit decisions.  Where human rights abuses prevail by any company or technology, such companies should not be allowed to interconnect.

There needs to be a responsible team of experts formed to organize existing information and create standard criteria for permitting decisions and disconnection of non-compliant systems.  Fines should be imposed in addition to disconnection or refusal to connect systems illegally attempted.  Prison sentences should be imposed where companies consistently attempt to push the environmental envelope or the environmental ethos of commerce.
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East Timorese Village Survivors Shocked By The Act Of Genocide

II. Information and training to be provided to government agencies.

In this section, all the agencies should have a standard manual that contains information pertinent to each agency.  This way if there is overlapping information each area will have access to the issues handled by each agency.  This will increase the efficiency and teamwork in reducing pollution problems and misconduct by businesses.

A. What information and training is to be provided to fire departments and emergency personnel?  Who should provide this information?

SDC/ANS:  Technology information booklets must be provided to these agencies by the government to assure any hazards or problems with certain technologies in an emergency situation are fully documented with step-by-step guidance to mitigate the dangers of such technologies.

B. What information and training should be provided to local building officials?  Who should provide this information?

SDC/ANS:  Local building officials need to understand the technology peculiarities related environmental impacts on the natural environment and the ethos of commerce.  They need to be aware of the structural issues related to certain DG technology from load bearing issues to aesthetics and potential noise pollution and visual blight.

C.
What information should be provided to Air Quality Districts?  Who should provide this information?  


SDC/ANS:  Air Quality Districts should have detailed and daily reports on the status of pollution in their areas, and across the state.  Reports should include the nature of business practices going on globally to assure those companies charged with Human Rights Abuses are not allowed to grid-connect without a certificate of restitution for their crimes.

III. Procedural

A. What is the minimum recommendation that should come from this investigation?  What is the maximum that should be expected to be accomplished in the next few months?  

SDC/ANS:  The minimum recommendation that should evolve from this investigation is that there be a manual or guide for permitting researched, compiled and printed as was mentioned in section II.  Fossil fuel DG systems should not be interconnected to the grid until a full investigation of the pollution problems around the state can be compiled and made available to the siting committee.  Streamlining for fossil fuels should not be allowed in any case and if necessary this requirement should be legislated to assure DG fossil fuel impacts are minimal with no streamlining allowed for fossil fuel DG.  Permitting should highly encourage DG renewables deployment and related industry supports should be strongly encouraged by legislature and appropriations.  Small business involved in DG deployment should be integrated in the planning and management of Air Quality Standards at every step of the way.

B.
Can permit streamlining be addressed in a “technology neutral” manner?  If so, give examples.  If not, describe how priorities can be fairly established.

SDC/ANS:  Permit streamlining cannot ethically be addressed in a “technology neutral” manner because air pollution is not imposed in a “technology neutral” manner.  One does not need to handle a garter snake with the same care one must handle a diamond back rattler.  While it is apparent in the discussions in the Interconnection Standards workshops that the streamlining process is intended to reduce the scrutiny placed upon fossil fuel DG deployment, this idea should be strongly discouraged and the streamlining process should clearly favor renewables DG technology because they are the most benign technologies available.  The streamlining process is an excellent way to encourage pollution-free technologies and to strongly discourage polluting fossil fuel systems with no streamlining provided for any fossil fuel systems ever.  This is not only because many areas in the state are over the safe level of carbon emissions, but also because the fossil fuel industry continuously erodes Air Quality Standards in the remote-site and transportation industries.  In DG systems, permitting can be used to strongly reduce and discourage fossil fuel deployment.  A competitive marketplace must be first built upon the foundation of human safety and fair business practices.  Certain fossil fuel businesses [BP, Amoco and Enron] have notoriously and continuously broken Air Quality Standards and have committed human rights abuses in the United States and globally while dramatically suppressing and limiting the mainstream deployment of life-preserving DG renewables technology, globally.  Simply fining these companies is not protecting the safety, health and well-being of the public.  DG fossil fuel systems must be strongly scrutinized in the permitting process and not allowed interconnection in any areas over the Air Quality Standards level of safe compliance.  Trading of Air Quality Standards should not be allowed, as it has proven ineffectual and is continuously misused without long-term reduction in air pollution problems.  The terminal illnesses that result from Air Quality violations are very hard on the people who get them and their families.  We have every right to be extremely hard on fossil fuel DG permitting.  There should not be any streamlining permits for any DG fossil fuel systems at all ever for any reason.

B. What is the best approach to develop permit streamlining recommendations in this proceeding?

SDC/ANS:  The first rule in developing streamlining recommendations in this proceeding is to assure fossil fuel DG technologies are omitted completely from any permit streamlining.  From there, a committee needs to be developed to address the other types of DG technology and to value these technologies in terms of potential impact.  Where a technology like building-integrated photovoltaics [BI-PV] is pollution-free and the only commerce ethos to consider is the fact that oil cartels have illegally taken over and now dominate 70% of the PV manufacturing, it would be a top priority for streamlining.  Consideration should be provided for all technologies in terms of safety approaches for fire and emergency as was specified in section B.  Fuel cells are probably the second most benign DG technology with solar thermal and wind following.  While BI-PV and fuel cells certainly could be streamlined with few problems except potential fossil fuel harassment, we are not sure about the potential impacts of wind and solar thermal systems.  Thus, the first step in making streamlining recommendations is to make valuation statements related to Air Quality and environmental impact of each technology, the type of fuels used addressing related installation and maintenance issues. Without a working valuation document, the streamlining process will likely favor whatever constituency interests are able to attend the meetings as happened somewhat in the Interconnection Standards Workshops.  This is a concern because people’s lives and safety should not depend on what special interests attend CEC or CPUC Workshops for DG deployment.  

C. Should working groups be formed to address the CEQA/permit streamlining issue?  

SDC/ANS:  Working groups are a good idea, however only where those working group leaders are not dominated by fossil fuel proponents.  Further, the working groups should not be so much interested in their own opinions, but in compiling and analyzing referenced data.  Consumer input should be of paramount value, and tapped into at every opportunity.  Propaganda and coercion, which have been typically used to further fossil fuel interests, should be strongly discouraged with censorship and even removal from groups where parties threaten or harass venerable participants.  

D.
Should working groups be formed to address CEQA/permit streamlining issues?  If so, how many, and how should the work be divided among several working groups.


SDC/ANS:  There needs to be a broad representation of technologies in the working groups for CEQA/permit streamlining decisions.  Fossil fuel businesses or their subsidiaries should not be allowed to represent DG renewables technology in these proceedings due to the extreme conflict of interest continuously demonstrated by these businesses over the past twenty years and their consequent suppression of DG renewables from the mainstream marketplace for over fifteen years.  The CEC needs to bring in parties from other businesses and encourage financial support for small businesses to effectively participate in the Workshops.  Public education and input should be at the foundation of the Working Groups.  The Interconnection Standards Workshops were minimally effective because they were dominated by utility, government and fossil fuel businesses that took up much of the time discussing their special interests while our comments protecting consumer interests were consistently bin-listed as minority opinions.  Where certain details of permit streamlining need to be hashed out by utility and government staff they can do this on their own time because they are being paid for their time.  Related summaries and reports can be made to the rest of the Working Groups.  This does not mean that the Utility and government staff will establish all the decisions on streamlining and then report them to the group, it means they will work out issues specific to their jurisdiction and present them to the Working group for explanation and discussion.  


Working groups of twenty to thirty with sub groups of up to ten people are generally a good size.  However, these Working groups must be more consumer oriented and the time and expense to include consumer input must be mandatory to realize appropriate decisions on permit streamlining.  Local government officials, professionals in architecture, urban planning and non-energy related industries must be included as consultants and/or participants of the Working groups.  Facilitators must not misuse the time and resources of participants to frustrate and suppress public input, as was the case in the Systems Planning Workshops.  The moderator should be a facilitator not a dictator and all opinions must be documented and respected.  There is no way one can reach an ethical consensus in these Working Groups because paid utility and government staff or consultants, fossil fuel businesses and their associates and overpaid non-profit participants traditionally dominate the groups.  This leaves little room for actual community planning, business and consumer input.  Thus, projects are forced through and often through strong suppression of local citizens.
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East Timorese With Banner Describing Oil-Related Genocide

IV. CEQA Compliance

A. Under what circumstance would DG projects be categorically exempt from CEQA?  Could this list of categorical exemptions be expanded to include other types of DG projects?  Or could it be modified to consolidate all of the DG exemptions in one place?  If the list of CEQA categorical exemptions is expanded, how will the current local permitting process adequately deal with these new CEQA-exempt projects?

SDC/ANS:  Fossil fuels of any sort, even fuel cells should never be except from CEQA for Air Quality and safety considerations as well as unethical market domination issues which has brought the world to a crisis facing extreme impacts due to fossil fuel emissions and related global warming. 


Renewables DG technology could be exempt from CEQA in cases where the technologies are pollution-free, sound-free and have no moving parts to endanger animals.  There should still be a record of any potential hazard related to these technologies as a part of the permitting handbook.  This booklet should be made available to all DG system owners.  Exemptions must be made on a very strict basis only for technologies that have zero emissions, no noise pollution or moving parts.  CEQA exemptions should not in any case include fossil fuel technologies.  Where the list of CEQA exemptions is made it should be reviewed by the California EPA for suggestions and modifications.  Local permitting offices will be glad to have exemptions sorted out so they can focus on the more complex permits involving polluting fossil fuels and related issues.  The list should not ever be expandable except through an official CPUC Rulemaking and related public hearing.  In extreme cases, it would mandate legislation.  

B. What mitigation measure would a DG project typically be required to adopt?  

SDC/ANS:  There should be a checklist for permitting criteria available to each applicant.  Where some systems like fossil fuels in non-compliant areas are illegal, the proponents should have known this before they built or proposed the project.  Thus, it is good to have some suggestion somewhere in the System Review process that suggests contacting the permit office before the system is built.  It is never a liability for the permitting agency where a fossil fuel system is built in an area where it cannot legally be permitted.  The idea of mitigating such oversight is not allowed.  They need to rebuild it somewhere else and modify their plan to the appropriate non-polluting technologies.  This must be very strict and common knowledge backed by formal written requirements.

C. Who will “lead” (CEQA process) agency for DG projects?  If the lead is a local government, which state and federal agencies will be “responsible” agencies, providing input to the lead agency?

SDC/ANS:  The Air Quality Board in cooperation with the CPUC, CEC and Oversight Board will publish the permit requirements.  Government special interests in deploying fossil fuels must be formally addressed and removed from potential negative impact on the CEQA permitting process.  Local governments will use the state standard booklet to provide CEQA review and permitting of projects.  Where they need assistance in disconnecting an illegally connected or non-complaint system the Utility must comply or be held mutually liable for related fines and damages.  

D. What should the Energy Commission (and/or other state agencies) do to help with the lead agency’s analysis of environmental impacts?

SDC/ANS:  They should first and foremost provide a clear state-wide standard in a booklet.  Beyond this, projects might use the CEC or other state agency to mediate a problem.  However, there would be no mediation allowed for fossil fuel systems interconnected in a non-compliant area.  If we allow any DG fossil fuels to ignore the law, then we will have set precedent for millions of DG systems to be installed where they are not legally allowed. 

Environmental ethos of commerce must be mentioned in the booklet and further explained by the CEC or lead agencies.  Where a company is listed as having committed Human Rights abuses around the world, they can mediate their status by remediation involving the actual violations.  These remediation should include personal intervention as well financial.

E. Could a “program” environmental impact report [EIR], including cumulative impact analysis, be prepared so that it can be tiered to support individual DG program EIRs? 

SDC/ANS:   Yes, EIR reports must always be included for any fossil fuel permit.  Permit reports on the various technologies should be available in addition to the booklet provided to each consumer that applies for  permit.

CEQA Permitting is an excellent venue to limit fossil fuels and encourage the use of DG renewables technology.  That is what Air Quality Standards are for.  The world is too small for any company to employ genocide in business. 







Respectfully submitted,







Eileen M. Smith, M.Arch. 
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On this 17th day of April in the year 2000, the undersigned representative for the Solar Development Cooperative has served Solar Development Answers Submitted To Questions for Siting Committee Workshop Evaluating Distributed Generation CEQA/Permit Streamlining document upon the respondents in this case by electronic mail and has filed it with the California Energy Commission docket office and the California Public Utilities Commission by electronic mail.  An original and ten copies will be mailed or hand-delivered to the California Energy Commission, Docket Office, 1516 Ninth Street, Sacramento, California 95814-5504.  
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In 1984, the Year Amoco fraudulently took over the Solarex Corporation it was reported to me that the founder Dr. Lindmeyer’s wife and son died.  

This issue warrants investigation and clarification.
� Issues and Methods of Incorporating Environmental Externalities Into the Integrated Resource Planning, by Jeffrey M. Fang and Paul S. Galen, November 1994, National Renewable energy Laboratory, NREL/TP-461-6684, pg20-22


� Ibid 1


Monopolies, http://www.fwkc.com/encyclopedia/low/articles/m/m016002401f.html


� Opening Comments, CPUC R.98-12-015 UDC’s Role In DG, Resource Catalysts, Shirley Rivera, Principal and Co-Chair of CADER Communications Committee and previous San Diego Gas and Electric employee


DG or Not DG, Off Peak Section, Public Utilities Fortnightly, August 1999


Response Comments, CPUC R.98-12-015 UDC’s Role In DG, Eileen M. Smith, M.Arch., Founder & CEO Since 1992,   Solar Development Cooperative, May 1999


� The Price of Oil, Corporate Responsibility and Human Rights Violations in Nigeria’s Oil Producing Communities, Human Rights Watch, New York, Washington, London and Brussels, January 1999 


ISBN:  156432-225-4  Library of Congress Card Catalog Number:  99-60123


� HYPERLINK http://www.hrw.org/hrw/reports/1999/nigeria/index.htm ��http://www.hrw.org/hrw/reports/1999/nigeria/index.htm�


Massacre:  The Story of East Timor, Pacifica Radio’s Amy Goodman and journalist Allan Nairn, November 12, 1991


Execption to the Rulers, Part II, Third World Traveler, Z Magazine, by Amy Goodman, December 1997


� HYPERLINK http://www.thirdworldtraveler.com/Foreign_Policy/Rulers2_GoodmanZ.html ��http://www.thirdworldtraveler.com/Foreign_Policy/Rulers2_GoodmanZ.html�


� Motion for Discovery Related to Antitrust Abuses of Enron, Amoco and British Petroleum Suppressing Building-Integrated Photovoltaics Since 1984, Solar Development Cooperative, CPUC R.98-12-015, Jul 30, ‘99


Enron’s Plant In India Was Dead:  This Month Will Go Onstream, Wall Street Journal, February 5, 2000


Human-Rights Group Denounces Enron; Company Accused of Failing to Stop Abuse of Protestors by Indian Police, Wall Street Journal; Front Page, February 5, 2000


� Opening Comments of the Solar Development Cooperative, CPCU R.98-12-015, March 17, 1999


http://www.geocities.com/Eureka/1905/OPENING_COMMENTS.doc� http://www.geocities.com/Eureka/1905/OPENING_COMMENTS.doc ��http://www.geocities.com/Eureka/1905/OPENING_COMMENTS.doc�


Solarex Corp.[Enron/Amoco] v. Arco, Inc. Ddel, 805 Fsupp 252 Fed Digest


� California Public Utilities Commission Office of Ratepayer Advocates, Opening Comments Rulemaking 98-12-015,by Jay Morse, March 17, 1999 


� U.S. Photovoltaics Industry: PV Technology Roadmap Workshop, June 23-25, 1999 Chicago, Illinois


Facilitated by the National Center for Photovoltaics (NCPV) for the U.S. PV Industry and Prepared by Energetics, Incorporated of Columbia, Maryland, September 1999


Final Decision, CPUC Rulemaking 98-12-015, October 25, 1999


� 50% Buydown for Renewables Technology $54 Million of the $540 Million Renewables Technology Program, California Energy Commission, March 20, 1998


� Written Testimony Phase I Issues Solar Development Cooperative CPUC R. 99-10-025, Apr 10, 2000, p 14


� Opening Comments by Enron, CPUC Rulemaking 98-12-015, March 17, 1999


� Circuit, U.S. v. Marcus, Md. 95-5600, 5-3 Criminal Conspiracy to Defraud the United States


Motion to Compel Discovery and Evidentiary Hearing Into Malicious Antitrust Activities of Enron, Amoco and British Petroleum Using Their Fraudulent Takeover of Solarex Corporation To Suppress Mainstream Deployment o the Building-Integrated Photovoltaics (BI-PV) Industry Since 1984, CPUC R.98-12-015, by Solar Development Cooperative July 30, 1999, page 19


� Charging Ahead,Chapter: Pretty Polly,  John J. Berger, 1997


� High Levels of Toxic Pollutants Found in Los Angeles Air, Henry A. Waxman, March 1, 99 


For Further Information Contact Phil Schiliro 202-225-3976� http://www.mapcruzin.com/scruztri/docs/cep03021waxmn.htm ��http://www.mapcruzin.com/scruztri/docs/cep03021waxmn.htm�


� SDC Written Testimony Phase I Issues, CPUC R.99-10-025, Eileen M. Smith, M.Arch., April 2000


-Enron’s Plant In India Was Dead:  This Month Will Go On Stream, Human Rights Group Denounces Enron; Company Accused of Failing to Stop Abuse of Protestors by Indian Police, Wall Street Journal, February 5, 2000


The "Enron Project" in Maharashtra: Protests Suppressed in the Name of Development, Amnesty Intl, July 1997 � HYPERLINK "http://www.amnesty.it/ailib/aipub/1997/SUM/32003197.htm" ��http://www.amnesty.it/ailib/aipub/1997/SUM/32003197.htm�


The Enron Corporation, Corporate Complicity In Human Rights Violations, Legal Restrictions Used To Suppress Opposition to the Dabhol Power Project, Human Rights Watch


� HYPERLINK "http://www.hrw.org/hrw/reports/1999/enron/enron4-0.htm" ��http://www.hrw.org/hrw/reports/1999/enron/enron4-0.htm�


-Distribution System Planning and Operations Workshop Report, SDC Writing Assignment Due on February 9, 2000 as Established During Workshop on January 26, 2000, Interconnection Standards Workshops California Energy Commission 99-Dist-Gen-(2), Eileen M. Smith, M.Arch., Feb 9, 2000


� Issues and Methods of Incorporating Environmental Externalities Into the Integrated Resource Planning, by Jeffrey M. Fang and Paul S. Galen, November 1994, National Renewable Energy Laboratory, NREL/TP-461-6684, pages 20-22


� Non-Technical Working Group for DG Interconnection Workshops, California Energy Commission held at Offices of the California Public Utilities Commission, February 2000





Page 1
Copyright © April 2000 Eileen M. Smith, M.Arch. Founder & CEO Since 1992

3535 East Coast Highway   Corona del Mar, CA  92625  USA 949-862-5826 Extension 1

http://www.geocities.com/Eureka/1905   OCSOLARWINTERGALA@yahoo.com

 http://www.geocities.com/Eureka/1905 
http://www.geocities.com/Eureka/1905

mailto:OCSOLARWINTERGALA@yahoo.com 
OCSOLARWINTERGALA@yahoo.com
PAGE  
Page 26
Copyright © April 2000 Eileen M. Smith, M.Arch. Founder & CEO Since 1992

3535 East Coast Highway   Corona del Mar, CA  92625  USA 949-862-5826 Extension 1

http://www.geocities.com/Eureka/1905    OCSOLARWINTERGALA@yahoo.com

 http://www.geocities.com/Eureka/1905 
http://www.geocities.com/Eureka/1905

mailto:OCSOLARWINTERGALA@yahoo.com 
OCSOLARWINTERGALA@yahoo.com

