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February 9, 2000

John W. McKenna, Secretary

Environmental and Planning Board

City of Glendale

633 East Broadway, Room 103

Glendale, CA 91206-4386

Proposed Negative Declaration for Environmental Information Form/Initial Study No. 99-33:  Rule 1134 Compliance – Grayson Power Plant

Dear Mr. McKenna:

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned document.  The following comments are meant as guidance for the Lead Agency and should be incorporated in the Final Negative Declaration.

Please provide the AQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final Negative Declaration.  The AQMD would be happy to work with the Lead Agency to address these issues and any other questions that may arise.  Please contact Dr. Charles Blankson, Transportation Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding these comments.

Sincerely

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources
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Proposed Negative Declaration for Environmental Information Form/Initial Study No. 99-33:  Rule 1134 Compliance – Grayson Power Plant

1. The Draft Negative Declaration (DND) indicates in the third paragraph on page 13 that “some temporary construction emissions from grading and compaction and construction traffic is expected, but, due to the small size of the project, is not expected to result in significant quantities of criteria pollutants.”  No information is provided regarding the size of the area that will be graded and compacted to install the 10,000-gallon tank, nor the number and type of construction equipment, nor the number of workers that will be used in the construction of the project.  Furthermore, no attempt is made to estimate the emissions that the project will generate during construction.  Please calculate construction emissions for the proposed project and include all assumptions, methodologies, equations, etc., in the final Negative Declaration.  For assistance with calculating construction emissions, refer to SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook).  The Handbook also contains significance thresholds (chapter 6) recommended for use by other public agencies when determining air quality significance.

2. On page 2 of the Interdepartmental Communication dated January 13, 2000, it is stated that the application of the Selective Catalytic Reduction equipment will reduce the concentration of ozone-forming NOX emissions from the power plant’s gas turbines by more than 90%.  The quantities of pollutants given on that page do not adequately reflect the 90% reductions claimed.  Please explain this discrepancy in the final Negative Declaration.

3. Some of the mitigation measures identified on pages four and five (e.g., mitigation measures # 3, # 5, # 6 and # 7) defer until some future date a study or report concerning potential impacts and appropriate mitigation measures.  In Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino (1st District 1988) 202 Cal. App. 3d 296 [248 Cal. Rptr.352], the court concluded that a lead agency cannot base a negative declaration on the presumed mitigation measures that have not been formulated at the time of project approval.  Further, in Oro Fino Gold Mining Corporation v. County of El Dorado (3d Dist. 1990) 225 Cal. App. 3d 872, 884-885 [274 Cal. Rptr. 720], the court disapproved of mitigation measures requiring post approval formulation of plans or evaluations.  The court stated, “the CEQA process demands that mitigation measures timely be set forth, the environmental information be complete and relevant, and that environmental decisions be made in an accountable area.”  Therefore, the SCAQMD recommends that mitigation measures identified above be more fully formulated in the final ND.

4. On page 13 of the DND, Section G, which discusses potential hazard impacts, states. “Aqueous ammonia will be used and stored on the project site as part of the project.  See the staff report for a discussion on the hazards and mitigation.”  Since the staff report was not circulated with the DND, it is recommended that the relevant information regarding hazards of an accidental release of ammonia be summarized in the final ND, because an accidental release of ammonia has the potential for affecting air quality.

