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February 18, 2005

Mr. Andres Soto

City of Colton

Community Development Department

659 North La Cadena Drive

Colton, CA 92324

Negative Declaration (ND) – Wellhead Power Colton

File Index Number DAP-000-392

Dear Mr. Soto:

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned document.  I would also like to thank you for agreeing to accept these comments after the close of the comment period.  The following comments are meant as guidance for the Lead Agency and should be incorporated in the Final Negative Declaration.  
Please provide the SCAQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the certification of the Final Negative Declaration.  The SCAQMD would be happy to work with the Lead Agency to address these issues and any other questions that may arise.  Please contact Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air Quality 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

Attachment

SS: CB

SBC050111-01

Control Number

Negative Declaration (ND) – Wellhead Power Colton

File Index Number DAP-000=392

1. Project Emissions Quantification:
In the discussion of air quality impacts in the ND, the lead agency does not provide a quantitative analysis of construction or operation air quality impacts.  On page 3-8 of the ND, it is stated that the applicant has provided all emission calculations and computer files used for the air quality analysis to the SCAQMD.  Since the SCAQMD is a responsible agency for the proposed project, it is appropriate that air quality related information be submitted to the SCAQMD.  However, since these files are directly related to potential adverse air quality impacts, the information should have been included in the ND so it could be reviewed by the general public as well as the SCAQMD.

2. Construction Emissions:
On page 3-8 of the ND the lead agency states that, “construction impacts are minimal…”  Review of the construction analysis provided by the project proponent’s consultant in response to an SCAQMD staff request, indicates that this characterization of construction air quality impacts is inaccurate and may be wrong.  According to the project proponent’s consultant, daily NOX construction emissions are estimated to be 99.1 pounds, slightly less than the NOX construction significance threshold of 100 pounds per day.  Daily PM10 emissions during construction were estimated to be 130.5 pounds, which is less than the PM10 construction significance threshold of 150 pounds per day, but is hardly considered minimal.  Review of the project proponent’s construction spreadsheets indicate that during month 0, maximum daily NOX emissions were estimated to be 129.52 pounds, which exceeds the recommended NOX construction significance threshold of 100 pounds per day.  If this estimate is correct then the equipment mix is incorrect.  If this estimate is incorrect, then the spreadsheets need to be revised.
3. Operational Emissions:
Staff contacted SCAQMD permit processing engineers reviewing the permit application for the proposed project to obtain information on operational emissions.  Based on their tentative review of the permit application, maximum daily operational NOX emissions are 95.97 pounds.  As a result, NOX emissions for the proposed project exceed the SCAQMD recommended NOX operational significance threshold of 55 pounds per day.  Pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 2005, the project proponent will be required to obtain RECLAIM trading credits (RTCs) to offset NOX emissions.  None of this information was provided in the ND.  As a result, the public has not had the opportunity to review or comment on this potential adverse operational air quality impact.

4. HRA Documentation:
The Negative Declaration did not include sufficient information to verify the HRA.  SCAQMD staff requested and received the following additional information from the consultant; “Evaluation for Application for SCAQMD Permit to Construct” (EAPC), Attachments 6 and 7 of the “Ambient Air Quality Impact Analysis” (AAQIA), and ISCST3 input and output files.  This documentation should have been included in the ND to facilitate public review.

5. NOCALM Option:
Air dispersion modeling was completed with EPA Industrial Source Complex – Short Term Model, Version 3 (ISCST3) as required by SCAQMD.  SCAQMD also requires that the ISCST3 modeling be completed with regulatory defaults options implemented except that the calm processing option should be disabled (i.e., NOCALM control option).  The documentation does not state that the calm processing option was used in the air dispersion modeling.  This detail was verified in the ISCST3 files provided to SCAQMD.  The lead agency should include this information in the text of the documentation for easier review.

6. Urban Control Option:
The air dispersion modeling for the proposed project used the rural dispersion parameter, i.e., rural control option.  SCAQMD requires that the urban dispersion parameter be used.  The lead agency should explain in detail why the rural dispersion parameter was used instead of the urban dispersion parameter.  If the lead agency cannot justify the use of the rural option, the concentrations should be remodeled using the urban dispersion parameter.

7. Receptor Grid:
The receptor grid should begin at the facility fence line and extend to an adequate distance from the site to cover the facility’s impact area.  The peak concentrations should be identified using 100-meter receptor grid.  SCAQMD was able to verify that the peak concentrations were modeled within the 100-meter receptor grid from the ISCST3.  However, the documentation does not describe how receptors were developed for the air dispersion model.  The ND should have included a map showing the emission sources and the receptor grid with actual coordinates used in the modeling.  
8. Concentrations:
The concentrations in the hard copy of the output file presented in Appendix A of Attachment 6 of the AAQIA do not match the concentrations in the HRA in Attachment 7 of the AAQIA and in the EAPC.  However, the concentrations in the output files emailed to SCAQMD do match the concentrations in the HRA in Attachment 7 of the AAQIA and in the EAPC.  It is not clear why the concentrations do not match.  The data in Appendix A of Attachment 6 of the ‘Ambient Air Quality Analysis” should be updated if not correct.  Otherwise, the relevant excerpts of the files used for the HRA should be included in the documentation for the ND.
9. Negative Declaration Recirculation:
Based on the preceding comments, the SCAQMD recommends that the ND be revised to include the quantitative analysis of air quality impacts and recirculated for public review.
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