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PREFACE 

This document constitutes the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Southern 
California Edison Mira Loma Ontario Peaker Project.  The Draft MND was released for a 30-day 
public review and comment period on December 27, 2006.  The comment period ended on 
January 25, 2007.  No comment letters were received during the public comment period.  Note 
that some minor modifications for clarity and continuity as well as to correct some typographical 
errors have been made to the Draft MND since its release for public review and comment.  None 
of the modifications alter any conclusions reached in the Draft MND, nor provide new 
information of substantial importance relative to the draft document that would require 
recirculation of the Draft MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15073.5.  Therefore, this 
document is now a Final MND.  To facilitate identification, modifications to the document are 
included as underlined text and text removed from the document is indicated by strikethrough. 
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