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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking to Integrate and R.12-03-014
Refine Procurement Policies and Consider
Long-Term Procurement Plans (Filed March 22, 2012)

REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE
OF THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE ALLIANCE

Pursuant to California Public Utilities Commission (“CPUC”) Rule of Practice and
Procedure 13.9, California Environmental Justice Alliance (“CEJA”) respectfully requests
judicial notice of the United States Census Bureau data regarding the population density of
California county divisions, attached hereto and marked as Exhibit CEJA x CAISO 1.

CPUC Rule of Practice and Procedure 13.9 provides that “[o]fficial notice may be taken
of such matters as may be judicially noticed by the courts of the State of California pursuant to
Evidence Code section 450 et seq.” California Evidence Code § 452(h) provides that judicial
notice may be taken of “[f]acts and propositions that are not reasonably subject to dispute and are
capable of immediate and accurate determination by resort to sources of reasonably indisputable
accuracy.” Any matter to be judicially noticed must be relevant.'

It is well established that California courts may take judicial notice of data prepared by
the U.S. Census Bureau.” Data prepared by the U.S. Census Bureau are not reasonably subject to
dispute, and they may be accurately and readily determined from a source of reasonably
indisputable accuracy—namely, the U.S. Census Bureau itself.

The exhibit marked as CEJA x CAISO 1 contains population density data retrieved from

the U.S. Census Bureau website, Census.gov. The heading of the exhibit reads “U.S. Census

! See People ex rel. Lockyer v. Shamrock Foods Co., 24 Cal. 4th 415 (2000).

* See, e.g., Wehrle v. Bd. of Water & Power Comm’rs of Los Angeles, 211 Cal. 70 (1930) (California Supreme
Court took judicial notice of a substantial increase in the population of the city of Los Angeles); Johnson v. Ulrey,
201 Cal. 456 (1927) (California Supreme Court took judicial notice that a district was sparsely populated); People v.
Bhakta, 37 Cal. App. 4th 631 (2006) (Court of Appeal took judicial notice that city population was over 750,000).
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Bureau,” while the subheading reads “American FactFinder.” American FactFinder is “[an]
interactive application provid[ing] statistics from the Economic Census, the American
Community Survey, and the 2010 Census, among others.” The last page of the exhibit identifies
the source for the data contained in the exhibit as “U.S. Census Bureau, 2010 Census.” Thus, the
data contained in the exhibit may be accurately and immediately determined by resort to the
Census Bureau, a source of reasonably indisputable accuracy.

Furthermore, the Census data included in the exhibit are relevant to the current
proceeding. Under the California Evidence Code, evidence is relevant if it has “any tendency in
reason to prove or disprove any disputed fact that is of consequence to the determination of the
action.”*

In his rebuttal testimony, CAISO witness Robert Sparks testified that population density
in San Diego was one of the bases for CAISO’s recommendation against load shedding.” To the
extent that CAISO’s opinion on load shedding is relevant to the question of the impact the outage
of San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, the basis for its opinion is relevant. Consequently,
population density both of the San Diego area, and other areas where CAISO has approved load
shedding is relevant. This data has a tendency to prove or disprove a disputed matter—namely,
whether or not load shedding is appropriate—that is of consequence to the determination of the
action.

/

1

 U.S. Census Bureau, Data Access Tools, http://www.census.gov/main/www/access.html (last visited Oct. 28,
2013).

* Cal. Evid. Code § 210.

3 Exhibit CAISO 2, p. 7 (emphasis added).
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For the foregoing reasons, CEJA respectfully requests judicial notice of the U.S. Census

Bureau data contained in the exhibit marked CEJA x CAISO 1, and attached hereto.

October 29, 2013 Respectfully submitted,

/s/ James J. Corbelli
JAMES J. CORBELLI
DREW GRAF
TREVOR HOWARD
MICHAEL TILLSON
Environmental Law & Justice Clinic
Golden Gate University School of Law
536 Mission St.
San Francisco, CA 94105-2968
Tel: (415) 442-6647
jcorbelli@egu.edu

SHANA LAZEROW

Communities for a Better Environment
1904 Franklin Street, Suite 600
Oakland, CA 94612

Tel: (510) 302-0430
slazerow(@cbecal.org

Attorneys for

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
ALLIANCE
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Order Instituting Rulemaking to Integrate and R.12-03-014
Refine Procurement Policies and Consider

Long-Term Procurement Plans (Filed March 22, 2012)

2010 Population Density Data
(Www.census.gov)
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U.S. Census Bureau

)
N

GCT-PH1 Population, Housing Units, Area, and Density: 2010 - State -- County Subdivision

2010 Census Summary File 1

Note: This is a modified view of the original table.
NOTE: For information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see http://www.census.gov/prod/cen2010 /doc/sf1.pdf.

Geography: California

Geographic area Population Area in square miles Density per
square mile of
land area

Antioch-Piﬁsburg CCD, Contra Costa County‘
rcata CCD, Humboldt County
rnold-West Point CCD. Calaveras Count
Arroyo Grande CCD, San Luis Obispo County
Arvin-Lamont €CD, Kern County

. Atwater CCD, Merced County

“Auburn CCD, Placer County

| Avenal CGD. Kings County

. Bakersfield CCD, Kern County

Barstow CCD, San Bernardino CoGnty

Big Bear CCD, San Bernardino County
iggs CCD, Butte County

Big Valley CCD, Lassen County
Bishop CCD, Inyo County

Carmel Valley CCD, Monterey County
arpinteria CCD, Santa Barbara County
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Geogf;bhic aré; Popalatlon

Caruthers-Raisin City CCD, Fresno County
stroville CCD, Monterey County

Area in square miles

edral City-Palin Desert CCD, Riverside County
Central Coast CCD, Crange County

ensity per
square mile of

Central Shasta CCD, Shasta County

Chowchilla CCD, Madera County

1,5913.13

Clearlake CCD, Lake County
learlake R!VlerambCD, Lake

414,144

231177

2,228.99

El Centro CCD, Imperial County

Escalon €CCD, San Joaquin County

. Eureka CCD, Humboldt County

341.7

2 of 8
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Geographic area Population Area in square miles k ensity per
sguare mile of

Exeté?wC“CD, Tulare County

Foresthill-Back Country CCD, Placer County

. Fortuna CCD, Humboldt County

Fowler CCD, Fresno County
Fremont CCD. Alameda County

“Fresno CCD, Fresno County

5

Gonzales CCD, Monterey Cdunty

Greenfield CCD, Monterey County

Gridley €CD, Butte County
CCD, Tuolumne County
. CCD, Santa Barbara Count)
. Gustine CCD, Merced County

Hanford Northeast CCD,

Hayward CCD, Alameda County

Hilmar-Irwin CCD, Merced County

- lvanhoe CCD, Tulare County

Urupa CCD: Riverside County

. King City CCD, Monterey County : 16,276 | 45154 511 44643 | 36.5
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Geographic area Population

Kingsburg CCD, Fresno County

Area in square miles

168378

Lincoln CCD, Placer County

1.669.2

3

ensity per
square mile of

tindsay CCD, Tulare County
e Oak CCD, Sutter County
ermore-Rleasanton CCD, Alameda County
Livingston-Delhi CCD, Merced County

Lodi CCD. San Joaquin County
ompoc CCD, Santa Barbara Coun

ower Lake CCD, Lake County

Ucerne-Clearlake Oaks CCD
McCloud-Medicine Lake CCD, Siskiyou County

1,235.19

Madera Southeast CCD, Madera QCounty
adera West CCD, Madera Cou

Mad River CCD, Trinity County
Mammoth Lakes CCD, Mono County

Markleeville CED, Alpine County
arysville CCD, Yuba County

Marysville Northeast CCD, Yuba Cou
Mendocino CCD, Mendocino County

1,232.1

2,005.1

1

8

Meridian-Robbins CC[ﬁ, Sutter County

Modesto CCD, Stanislaus County

Mountain Empire CCD, San Diego Cbunty
ount Baldy-Wrightwood CCD, San Bernardino County

% Mount Shasta CCD,MSiskiyoJ'County
Murrieta CCD, Riverside County ! 282,939

348.43

4 of 8

10/25/2013

SB GT&S 0128945



Geographic area Population

Napa CCD, Napa County

Newberry Springs-Baker CCD, San Bernardino County

Newell CCD, Modoc !
Newhall CCD, Los Angeles County

7,984.99

Area in square miles

7,981.09

Newman CCD,/\ Stanislaus Couhty

North Antelope Valley CCD, Los Angeles County
North Coast CCD, Orange County

orth Coast CCD, Sa is @bispo Coun
North Coastal CCD, Humboldt County
North El Dorada CCD, El Dorado County

Northwest Marin CCD. Marin County
Northwest Trinity CCD, Trinity County

! Oakdale CCD, Stanislaus County

. Oakhurst-North Fork CCD, Madera County

! Ontario CCD, San Bernardino County

- Orange Cove CCD, Fresno County

ensity per
square mile of

Petaluma CCD Sonoma County
Pine Grove-Silver Lake CCD, Amador County

Porterville CCD, Tularewéounty

Portola CCD, Plumas County

. Redding CCD, Shasta County
| Redwood Valley-Potter Valley CCD. Mendocino County

Ri

10/25/2013
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Geographic area Population

Ripon CCD, San Joaquin County

Rocklin CCD, Placer County
osedal , Kern County
Roseville

Area in square miles

ensity per
square mile of

1,771,545

1,040.40

154,331

128,981

Sonoma CCD, Sonoma County

South Bay Cities CCD, Los Angeles County
outh Coast CCD, Orange County

Southeast Marin CCD. Marin Count
South El Dorado CCD, El Dorado County

outh Gate-East Los An§e|es CCD, Los Angfeles

South Lake Tahoe CCD El Dorado County
| South San Francisco CCD. San Mateo County

12,167.7

10/25/2013
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Geographic area Population

South Santa Clara Valley CCD, Santa Clara County 103,477

Area in square miles

' Surpnse Valley CCD Modoc County

Sutter CCD, Sutter County
utter Creek-Plymouth CCD, Amador County
assajara CED. Contra Costa Count
Tehachap! CCD, Kern County

| Terra Belia CCD, Tulare County

ensity per
square mile of

Thousand Oaks CCD, Ventura County
ipton CCD, Tulare County

Torrance CCD, Los Angeles County

Tracy CCD, San Joaqum County

Tulare CCD. Tulare County

128139

1,024.91

1,114.20

1,287.50

Willow Creek-Hoopa Valley CED. Humboldt Colnty
Willows CCD, Glenn County
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Geographic area - . Population Area in square miles ensity per
square mile of

Winterhaven-Bard CCD, Imperial Codﬁﬂfﬁ

Woodland CCD, Yolo County

Yreka CCD, Siskiyou Cotinty 11,523 (1#1148)

Yuba Foothills CCD, Yuba County

(r21142) This count has been revised.

Revised count: 1,718

Revision date: 10-11-2012

For more information, see 2010 Census Count Question Resolution.
(r21146) This count has been revised.

Revised count: 11,652

Revision date: 10-11-2012

For more information, see 2010 Census Count Question Resolution.

X Not applicable.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010 Census.
Census 2010 Summary File 1, Geographic Header Record G001.
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