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Executive Summary Project Description 
Page 1-2, para 2, last sentence, "The new location will total approximately 18.8 acres.. ." 

Comment: As identified in the amendment, parcels used for the new location total 18.8 
acres. The new power plant's fenced area will total 16.5 acres. 

Staff Recommendations and Conclusions 
Page 1-3, para 3, line 4, "...the potential aviation safety hazard that could resultfrom thermal 
plumes rising from the heat recovery steam generator (HRSG) stacks andfrom the cooling tower. 
These emissions comefrom project structures which are located in the Hayward Airport approach 
zone." 

Comment: Applicant has demonstrated that the RCEC's thermal exhaust plumes would not 
cause turbulence that could pose a significant hazard to air navigation and that, in any case, 
very few aircraft will overfly the site and that, furthermore, aircraft are prohibited from 
doing so by a Federal Aviation Administration Notice to Airmen that prohibits aircraft from 
flying over power generation facilities. The Staff Assessment makes a very serious error in 
fact, moreover, in saying that the project structures are located in the Hayward "approach 
zone." The RCEC is located more than 1.5 miles from the nearest point on the nearest 
runway of Hayward Executive airport and is more than 0.5 miles beyond the Traffic Pattern 
Zone, approach zone, or any of the airport runway safety zones, and is not located on any of 
the airport's designated flight paths or approach paths. This has been pointed out in 
previous filings (see, for example, Figure DR55-1 in response to Data Request 55). 

Executive Summary Project Description 
Page 1-2, para 4,line 7, ". .. will total approximately 18.8 acres.. ." 
Comment: As identified in the amendment, parcels used for the new location total 18.8 
acres. The new power plant's fenced area will total 16.5 acres. 

Air Quality 
Operation Impacts and Mitigation -page 4.1-5 

Comment:The Staff's calculated hourly, daily, and annual emissions emission as presented 
in Table 2 and Appendix 1are incorrect and do not reflect the data presented in the 
Application, the emissions guarantees, or the proposed operating profile. Staff has 
apparently estimated emissions based on an operating profile that the Applicant has not 
proposed and which could not occur. For example, it is impossible for a combustion turbine 
to operate 24-hours with the Staff assumption of one (1) cold start for six hours, one (1) hot 
start for 3-hours, two (2) shutdowns for one hour, and 14 hours of duct burning operation. 
A cold start, by definition, requires 72 hours of non-operation. In addition, in order to have 
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a hot start, the plant would need to shut down for a period of time, which is not reflected in 
the Staff calculations. Thus, the Staff calculated worst-case day could not occur. 

In Air Quality Table 3, staff has neglected to summarize the 3-hour and annual SO2 impacts 
as presented in the Application. 

Ozone Precursors: NOx - page 4.1-6 

Comment: The Staff is incorrect in the assumption that annual emissions limits for NOx will 
be verified only once per year. The project will have CEMS that monitor hourly emissions 
of NOx and will also have daily emissions limits for NOx. Thus, both the BAAQMD and 
CEC will be able to track emissions on an hourly and daily basis in order to determine 
compliance with annual emissions limits. Additionally, the CEC, through AQ-19, will 
require quarterly compliance reports. 

The permitted emission limit for NOx is 134.6 tons per year and the proposed mitigation 
through the use of ERCs is based on this emission limit. The potential daily emission limit 
for NOx calculated by Staff of 2,213 lbs/day is incorrect. The worst-case day as calculated 
by the Applicant is 1,542.2 lbs/day. Staff also has stated that the Applicant maintains that 
the 2,213 Ibs/day emissions would be a rare event. Applicant has not stated that this rate 
would be rare, but that it could never occur. Since plant startup is not expected to occur 
every day, the Staff fails to mention that the project would be over-mitigating on most days. 

Page 4.1-8 "According to a vendor of this technology, the Siemens-Westinghouse, Benson Once- 
Through or Fast-Start technology can be designed tofit the proposed 501 FD combustion turbines 
without additional capital costs above that of the standard, of-the-shelf, HRSG that the project owner 
has proposed. " 

Comment: Even if the Staff-recommended HRSG could be purchased for the same price, as 
is unlikely, the boiler would still add additional costs for engineering and control systems. 

Ozone Precursors: POC - page 4.1-10 

Comment: Staff incorrectly calculates the project's annual POC emission rate at 42.5 tpy. 
The correct emission rate is 27.8 tpy. The Staff's calculated daily POC emission rates 
estimates of 431 lbs/day are also incorrect. The correct daily emission rate of POC is 293.7 
lbs/day. Here again, Staff fails to mention that the project will be providing more 
mitigation than is actually needed on the days when the turbines are not undergoing a start 
cycle. 

SO2 Mitigation -page 4.1-13 "Stafdoes not agree with the project owner's analysis, as the ratios 
were determined with only one complete data setfrom the Concord monitoring station and the rest of 
the data used in the analysis were, at best extrapolated data. Stafattempted to duplicate the 
submitted analysis with complete ambient air quality data collectedfrom the Concord, Sun Pablo, and 
San Francisco areas, which stafbelieves better represent the overall air pollution levels and the 
chemical equilibriums for the area surrounding the project site. Using these ambient air quality data, 
stafcalculated that the inter-pollutant trading ratio of SOX to PM10 can rangefrom 4.66 to 5.91, or 
5.3 to 1 on average." 

Comment: Staff is incorrect in their assertion that only one data set was used. Upon 
determination of the high PMlo day in the most recent 3-year period, the analysis 














