Until recently, the retrofit option was not up for
discussion in San Francisco. For the better part of
the last decade, city policymakers and environmental
justice groups aggressively pursued the shutdown of
its aging power plants. The city succeeded in closing
Hunters Point two veas ago. Mirant’s Potrero plant
was to be next.

In addition to the retrofit alternative, another option
15 being explored. Supervisor Sophie Maxwell intro-
duced a resolution this week urging the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission to present to the Cal-ISO
a transmission-only solution for the clsure of Potrero.

The issue will be revisited at the July 15 board of
SUPervisors meeting.

In other San Francisco news, city voters approved
on Tuesday a balloting measure to change the way
appointments are made to the five-member San Fran-
cisco Public Utilities Commission. In the past, board
members were appointed by the mayor. The board
of supervisors could reject appointments with a two-
thirds vote.

Now, the mavor’s appointees will not take office
until the majority of the board (at least six members)
confirms them. Also new: Nominees are required

to have specific qualifications for each seat
[Leora Broydo Vestel].

[14.1] Marin County on Quest for Greener

Power; PG&E Balls

In affluent, eco-conscious Marin County, demand
for all things green 15 high—se much so that when a
countywide survey was conducted last vear, nearly
60 percent of respondents said they were willing to
pay 10 percent or more for power that comes from
renewable sources.

This was music to the ears of county officials in
the midst of developing a community-choice aggre-
gation plan that aims to lure customers away from
Pacific Gas & Electric with the promise of a greener
power supply.

According to a final business plan issued mn April,
the CCA, Marin Clean Energy, will offer customers
two choices. Under the “light green” option, custom-
ers will pay at or below PG&E rates for power with at
least 25 percent renewable content. The “deep green”™
option will come from 100 percent renewable sources
and cost 5 percent to 10 percent more than PG&E
rates for the first five vears.

While initially the bulk of the energy purchased
by the CCA will come from outside Marnn, within
five years the county will begin to build and operate
its own wind, solar and geothermal facilities, according
to the plan. The ultimate goal is to satisfy 100 percent
of demand, currently 240 MW, with county-generated
renewables.

Two weeks ago, Fairfax became the first city in
the county to endorse the formation of a joint-powers
authority to implement the plan. Policymakers in
Nowvato, Marin, San Rafael and other cities in the area
will cast their votes between now and November. If all
political and regulatory hurdles are cleared—including
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Califormia Public Tilities Commission approval—harn
Clean Energy could open shop in 2010,

PG&E has vet to meet a CCA plan it likes. And
Marin County’s 15 no exception.

A recent analysis by PG&E deems the plan’s key
conclusion—that the CCA could achieve a signift-
cantly higher percentage of renewable power at rates
that are equal or below PG&E s—unsupportable.

“On a vanety of issues, the tusiness plan contains
mformation and assumptions that are factually incor-
rect, unsupported by any evidence or simply belie the
realities of the marlket,” the analvsis stated.

Specifically, PG&E says it will cost significantly
more than Marin’s projection of 8.8 cents per kWh for
power costs associated with the light-green tariff, and
customers could actually end up paying 25 percent
more than PG&E's generation rates.

Appearing before the Mann County Board of
Supervisors Tuesday, PG&E representatives said
renewables are
scarcer and pricier
than assumed in
the plan. “It's a
seller’s market,”
said Hal LaFlash
PG&E's director
of emerging
clean-technology policy. “It's going to take a few
vears for supply to catch uwp with demand.”

To counter, Dawn Wiesz, Marin CCA program
manager, cited a May 2008 study authored by the
California Energy Commission along with PG&E
that shows the supply of renewable energy increasing
significantly in recent vears and costs stabilizing.

Wiesz also added tius caveat: “Mann Clean Energy’s
goal is 100 percent renewable generation within
technical and economic constraints.” Thus the CCA
could slow or accelerate its acquisition of renewables
depending on market factors and available opportuni-
ties, she said.

“All we have to do now is decide whether it's worth-
while forming a new agency to go get a real conftract
in the market.” satd board President Charles
MeGlashan “If the market shows up as everyone
claims it will, then we will be good to go and very
pleased with the results.”

PG&E 15 not assuaged. The company recommends
Marin scrap the plan and strive for greenhouse-gas
reductions through energy efficiency and renewables
programs that will not “thrust the county into the
volatile power markets or . . . encumber debt for nsky
renewable energy mvestments.”

In an effort to show such programs already exist,
PG&E recently launched the Marin Green Community
Partnership.

The partmership’s website contains language the
CCA-minded might find appealing: “PG&E recognizes
that climate change is one of the most pressing issues
of our time, calling on all of us to act. That’s why we
are partnering with our customers to reduce energy
consumption and working to increase the amount of
clean, renewable energy we provide ™
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