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January 6, 2005

Mr. John Signo

City of Carson Planning Department

701 East Carson Street

Carson, CA 90749

Dear Mr. Signo:

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed Kinder-Morgan Energy Partners Carson Terminal Expansion – City of Carson

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-mentioned document.  The SCAQMD also appreciates the additional time granted by the lead agency to review the Draft EIR for the proposed project and provide comments. The following comments are meant as guidance for the Lead Agency and should be incorporated into the Final Environmental Impact Report.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, please provide the SCAQMD with written responses to all comments contained herein prior to the adoption of the Final Environmental Impact Report. The SCAQMD staff would be happy to work with the Lead Agency to address these issues and any other questions that may arise. Please contact Gordon Mize, Air Quality Specialist – CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3302, if you have any questions regarding these comments.






Sincerely,

Susan Nakamura





Planning & Rules Manager





Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

Attachment

SN:AO:GM
LAC041130-04
Control Number

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed Kinder-Morgan Energy Partners Carson Terminal Expansion – City of Carson
1. The SCAQMD staff is pleased that the lead agency will use emulsified diesel fuel in heavy-duty construction equipment as a measure to mitigate air quality impacts from the construction phase of the proposed project.  The SCAQMD staff is concerned, however, regarding the percentage reduction applied for this mitigation measure, specifically when the emulsified diesel is used in off-road applications.  In applying reductions associated with diesel emission control systems such as emulsified diesel, the SCAQMD refers to CARB’s Diesel Emission Control Verification program to confirm the percentage reduction associated with diesel emission control systems.  CARB has established a process that specifically identifies the engine make and model and the applications where the Verification is applicable.  The SCAQMD staff recommends that the lead agency use the percentage reductions consistent with for the specific applications identified through CARB’s Diesel Emission Control Verification for use of Lubrizol Puri-NOx.  It should be noted that CARB has verified use of Lubrizol Puri-NOx for off-road equipment under limited conditions, specifically for intermodal/freight handling operation applications. 
2. SCAQMD Permits
In review of the Revised DEIR for the proposed project, the SCAQMD staff identified areas of the proposed project that are inconsistent with permit applications received.  The SCAQMD staff recommends that the lead agency correct discrepancies or provide an explanation of discrepancies in the Final EIR.  The lead agency should contact SCAQMD engineering and compliance staff to reconcile these differences so that the information in the Final EIR is consistent with the information submitted and being reviewed by SACQMD staff engineering and compliance staff can be reached at (909) 396-3763.
· In the Project Description the lead agency proposes 19 tanks will be installed over 3 to 10 years.  The SCAQMD has received permit application for only nine tanks.
· In the Project Description, there is a difference in the description of the redesign of the tanks from the description submitted to the SCAQMD in the permit application description.

· Under operational VOC emissions, the SCAQMD staff recommends that the lead agency indicate that that ERCs are used to “offset” emission increases since ERCs do not actually reduce emissions.
· In Table 7, the fugitive component VOC emissions appears low based on the information submitted to the SCAQMD for nine tanks. Based on the project description of a total of 19 planned tanks, the VOC emissions estimate could be underestimated.

· In Appendix C, there are some apparent discrepancies between what is described in the Draft EIR and the permit applications submitted to the SCAQMD for equipment at the proposed project.  In addition, the total VOC emissions were different than what was estimated in the Draft EIR.
Examples of Discrepancies Between 
Revised Draft EIR and Permit Applications
	Equipment and Components
	Revised Draft EIR
	Permit Applications

	Tank Number 80077

-  Light Liquid Valves

-  Double mechanical seals

-  Flanges
	30

1

36
	58

3

115

	Tank Number 80078a
-  Light liquid valves
	30
	58



a  Application numbers 416257 not 416256.
3) The lead agency states, in part “This operation would generally follow the same procedure as a typical drain-dry operation with tank cleaning…” could be misunderstood.  The lead agency is reminded that tank cleaning is performed pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 1149 – Storage Tank Degassing and that that drain-dry activities would be required as a permit condition to vent emissions to the facility incinerator until the floating roof is re-floated off of its legs.  SCAQMD permit conditions will not allow drain-dry activities to be performed by a third party contractor.
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