Public Comment

March 28, 2019 Board of Directors Meeting



From: Sheri L Woo

To: Matthew Marshall; Lori Taketa
Subject: Fwd: Please don't authorize expenditure for CAISO interconnection study, for offshore wind
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 11:11:57 AM

Hi, this for public comment.
Thanks, Sheri

From:

Date: Tue, Mar 26, 2019, 4:41 PM

Subject: Please don’t authorize expenditure for CAISO interconnection study, for offshore
wind

To: <efennell@co.humboldt.ca.us>, <dmiller@trinidad.ca.gov>,
<sdaugherty@bluelake.ca.gov>, <aallison@ci.eureka.ca.gov>, <dglaser@ci.fortuna.ca.us>,
<wilsonf@cityofriodell.ca.gov>, <woo@hbmwd.com>, Robin Smith

<cityclerk@ci.ferndale.ca.us>

The RCEA agenda for this month includes Old Business

“5.1 Consider approval of expenditure of $273,500 toward the Redwood Coast Offshore Wind
Project’s CAISO interconnection process phase-2 financial security posting and authorize the
Executive Director to execute any associated documents.”

Here's why authorization would be a bad idea:

There’s been no credible feasibility study of offshore wind here;

In a feasibility study, CAISO interconnection evaluation is one of the last steps, not the first;
Floating offshore wind in Europe has been quite expensive (Hywind in Scotland came in at
capacity cost of $8800/kW compared with US on-shore costs of $1600/kW in 2017) with most
of that difference in material cost;

Floating offshore wind trials in Europe have no long term track record;

Our harbor isn't deep enough for the equipment necessary;

Better offshore wind resources are further down the coast;

Terra-Gen’s onshore wind above Ferndale is clearly more economic, and those developers
know what they are doing;

If offshore wind here were a good idea we could find developers who know what they are
doing to come and do a feasibility study.

I strongly support renewable energy and have worked in wind and solar since 1985, but when
so many better ideas are available | do not support uneconomic ones.

This interconnection evaluation is the equivalent of paying to design a hydrogen powered train
for East-West Rail.

RCEA has a wonderful track record as a retail agency helping Humboldt County residents,
and | hope it will continue to do that.

Give me a call if I can clarify further,



John Schaefer



From: Walter Paniak

To: Lori Taketa

Subject: Statement by chair of California Public Utilities Commission

Date: Friday, March 22, 2019 6:54:27 PM

Attachments: My turn Biomass electricity isnt cheap wont end wildfires CALmatters.pdf

The title of the attached article is : Biomass electricity isn’t cheap, won’t end wildfires.

Michael Picker is the chair of the California PUC. If possible please add this the agenda
packet for next week.

This comment is from Walt Paniak residing in Arcata.

Walt Paniak
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My turn: Biomass electricity isn't cheap,
won't end wildfires

Guest Commentary &% | Aug. 23,2018 | COMMENTARY, ECONOMY, ENVIRONMENT, MY TURN

GUEST COMMENTARY: about submitting a commentary.

By Michael Picker, Special to CALmatters

With California’s commitment to renewable energy and the growing concern about
wildfires, biomass electrical generation is increasingly being promoted at the state
Capitol as a tool for addressing both challenges as the legislative session is about to

end. For a number of reasons, this approach has a lot to overcome.

A clean-energy policy has a different set of concerns than the issue of safety from
wildfires. For clean energy, policymakers focus on emissions, price, and the ability of

new resources to work together in ways that keep the lights on.

Fire safety revolves around reducing fuel, hardening communities to withstand
ferocious fires and clearing vegetation from near electric lines. While these policies

are not contradictory, there are obstacles to making them work in harmony.

There are 26 biomass plants in California that can generate enough electricity to
power about 400,000 homes. These facilities rely on fuel sources ranging from
agricultural waste to wood waste from lumber mills. Most of the plants are located
near the fuel sources to reduce trucking costs. Many plants are not well suited to use
fuel from high-risk fire areas since it is difficult to deliver sufficient fuel without

incurring prohibitive costs, even if electric customers pay a premium for the energy.
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After Gov. Jerry Brown’s 2015 “Tree Mortality Emergency” proclamation, California
utilities entered into a number of biomass contracts. These were focused on forest
waste that was sold at premium prices to account for the cost of obtaining the forest
fuel and could generate enough electricity for more than 100,000 homes. But even
with prices two to four times higher than solar or wind power, most of the facilities

will struggle to obtain enough fuel.

Increased use of biomass faces other obstacles, too. New power plants far from
customers would require new transmission lines. Small power lines that served remote
areas in the Sierra forests don’t have the size and equipment to bring enough power to
meet electrical needs hundreds of miles away. Building new power lines or upgrading

existing ones to these biomass plants can cost millions of dollars.

Historically, biomass plants that burned forest waste were either owned by lumber
mills or had entered into partnerships with them, but the California timber industry
has shrunk. Now, public agencies such as the U.S. Forest Service are the major supplier
of wood But with limited budgets to log and remove dead trees, not much progress has

been made in reducing fire fuel.

The governor’s interagency Forest Management Task Force is coordinating a study to
identify and assess barriers to wider use of fuels from high-risk areas. But the current
level of forest activities probably isn’t enough to supply biomass facilities with an
economically viable flow of fuel from high-hazard areas and is insufficient to meet

forest management needs within those same fire-prone regions.

Building a new sustainable forestry industry in the Sierra and Siskiyou mountains
could make biomass facilities more effective as part of a whole array of fire prevention

tools, as well as offering jobs and economic development in those communities.

But on its own, biomass is a limited fire prevention tool and will require extensive
ratepayer subsidies. Even with subsidies, biomass may not work as an effective fire-

prevention tool outside pine forests.

It seems clear that if we’re counting on biomass electricity generators to significantly

reduce the number and ferocity of fires, we’ll fall short. If we expect these generators
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to help with carbon reduction, we’ll also fall short. And if we overbuild these plants to

provide more electricity, we’ll overshoot our demand for what customers need.

Simple solutions to complex issues often sound good at first but may look unwise in
hindsight. If there is a role for biomass in mitigating against more destructive

wildfires, it’s only part of a much larger firefighting and sustainable forestry strategy.

Michael Picker is president of the California Public Utilities Commission,

Michael.picker@cpuc.ca.gov. He wrote this commentary for CALmatters.

Commentaries

CALmatters welcomes commentary pieces focused on California policy and politics.

Below are our guidelines:

o We will edit them, post them on our site and share them with our news partners.

They may publish them.
e Your op-eds must be exclusive to CALmatters and no more than 650 words.
e Please include your photo and email address for publication.
e Please also include phone number so we can reach you.

e If your piece is selected for publication, we will ask that you sign a release, and

statement that you have read and accept our ethics policy.

Please contact Dan Morain with any questions, dmorain@calmatters.org, (916)

201.6281.
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READER REACTIONS

e BIOMASS ENERGY, by Bill Walzer, Berkeley on Aug. 26, 2018

Want to submit a reader reaction? You can find our submission guidelines here. Please contact Dan

Morain with any questions, reactions@calmatters.org, (916) 201.6281.

CALMATTERS - LATEST
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COMMENTARY

VIDEQ: Why California is so strict on guns

California made it hard to avoid vaccinating kids. Medical waivers have tripled. Now
what?

Not-so-free college: The limits of California’s Promise program

RELATED ARTICLES

Polling on property tax, Newsom and Pelosi, and online college gets a
tech CEO

Wildfires, bankruptcy, a probation violation and “the enormity of what
we've seen”
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Cyber-sabotage, wildfires, weather—a web of threats to the power
supply could leave Californians in the dark

MORE BY GUEST COMMENTARY

CalTrans issues

My turn: Here’s how to avert California’s next health care
crisis

My turn: Self-driving cars must not leave the rest of us
behind
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From: Linda Lee

To: Lori Taketa
Subject: Please Pass Proposed Resolution 2019-1 for 100% Clean and Renewable Energy by 2025
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 10:35:39 AM

Thank you for working on this. Time's a-wastin'...It is very important that we make this

happen.
thank you,

Vaden Jantz, Manila






From: Walter Paniak

To: Lori Taketa
Subject: Fwd: One further question about biomass
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 4:16:55 PM

Correction 2017 data not 2007 data.
Sorry.

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Walter Paniak >
Date: Wed, Mar 27, 2019 at 1:52 PM

Subject: Fwd: One further question about biomass
To: Lori Taketa <ltaketa@redwoodenergy.org>

Found an error in California Energy commission report for 2007 for the Scotia power plant.
Distribute if needed.
---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Nyberg, Michael@Enerqy |

Date: Wed, Mar 27, 2019 at 1:29 PM

Subject: RE: One further question about biomass
To: Walter Paniak

CC: Gee, David@Energy

Good catch Walt. Yes, it seems the power plant incorrectly reported those values. | have a call into
the company to correct the ongoing reporting.

The proper values should be:

EOQ063 — Scotia:
2017 Gross MWh: 118,495

2017 Net MWh: 89,865

2016 Gross MWh: 125,957

2016 Net MWh: 106,263

| will update the figures on the next website update.



Thanks again,

Michael

Michael Nyberg

Supervisor, Supply Data & Analysis Unit
Energy Assessments Division

California Energy Commission

www.energy.ca.gov

From: Walter Paniak_

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 12:55 PM

Tos: Nyberg, Michze!@ Enerey |G

Subject: One further question about biomass

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Look at plant 50049 Humboldt Redwood at Scotia. There might be a clerical error. It looks
like 48 thousand MWh parasite usage. Any thoughts?

Thanks




Walt Paniak

Walt Paniak

Walt Paniak

Walt Paniak











































































From: Cena Marino

To: Lori Taketa
Subject: Clean energy by 2025
Date: Saturday, March 30, 2019 10:33:26 AM

I couldn't make the TCEA meeting, but please act ASAP to do everything you can to reduce CO2 emmisions. Save
our planet and living 'things' on it!

Cena Marino

Sent from my iPhone
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