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Sun Valley Energy Project 
Preliminary Staff Assessment Workshop 
May 31,2007,3:00 - 6:40 

This workshop summary and response consists of two parts. Part I: Workshop Notes, is a 
summary by Edison Mission Energy, of the Workshop proceeding. Part I1 contains the 
Applicant's comments on or suggested wording changes for some Conditions of 
Certification, where Staff and Applicant agreed in the workshop that the Applicant would 
provide additional comments or suggested wording. Part I identifies these action items in 
gray scale. They are repeated in Part 11, along with the comments and suggested wording. 

Part I: Workshop Notes 

Attending: 

CEC in attendance: Bob Worl, Debra Dyer, Keith Golden 

CEC on telephone: Richard Latteri, Shahab Koshmashrab, Steve Baker, Jim Adams 

EME: Jenifer Morris, Scott Galati, Victor Yamada, Doug Davy, Greg Darvin, Kris 
Kjellman, Dave Wiseman, Adam Ementov 

Agency: Fred Azemi, EMWD 

General Public: Bob Gibbons, Harvest Valley Community Council; Name 
unknown, Homaday Construction Company; Ken Griffith, IEEC CBO, Bureau 
Veritas 

Noise 
Staff agrees to Applicanfs suggested change to Conditions of Certification NOISE-2 and 
NOISE-4 except that Staff will not delete the stipulation in NOISE4 that the noise limit of 58 
dBA applies to the four quietest nighttime hours. Applicant agrees. 

Facility Design 
Staff agrees with Applicant's suggested wording to Condition GEN-5. 

Geology and Paleontology 
Staff agrees with changes to PALEO-5. 

Hazardous Materials Management 
Staff says that if EME prepares a Hazardous Materials Business Plan and obtains a letter 
from the CUPA saying no RMP is necessary, then Owner would be in compliance. 
Applicant indicated that aqueous ammonia is the only material requiring an RMP and is 
delivered after operation starts. It is a timing issue. Non-RMP materials require only a 
business plan. 
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Staff agrees with Applicant's suggested changes to Conditions HAZ-7 and HAZ-2. 

Public Health 
Applicant suggested a wording change similar to the one proposed in the Walnut Creek 
project for Condition Public Health-1 (delete "is kept to a minimum" and replaced with "is 
controlled). Staff agreed to this in Walnut Creek. Staff did not agree to deleting the 
wording "potential for." 

Air Quality 
South Coast Air Basin has achieved attainment for CO. No rule change is required and no 
CO offsets will be required. 

Staff notes that the project will not have a steam generator, HRSG or auxiliary boiler. 

The South Coast AQMD apparently made an error in calculating VOC emissions. They 
used the wrong molecular weight in the calculations. The District had made this same error 
in the Walnut Creek Preliminary Determination of Compliance and District acknowledged 
it and corrected it. We assume District will correct this. 

Staff agrees that VOC is a better term than ROG (AQ4). 

Staff and Applicant agree that the District agrees to testing every 3 years, instead of 
quarterly (AQ-7). Staff had agreed to this same change testing at the Walnut Creek 
Prehearing Conference. 

Applicant agreed to preparing a confidential filing regarding efforts to obtain emission 
reduction credits for VOC 

Land Use 
Staff prefers to keep Condition LAND-1 as part of the Standard Conditions to require what 
a local jurisdiction requires. Applicant agrees to keeping the Condition in place. 

Soil and Water 
Staff agrees that the average potable water use would be slightly less than 5 acre-feet per 
year, rather than 2 afy. 

Applicant suggests changing or deleting Condition S&W-2 (requires County grading 
permit) because the CBO has jurisdiction for grading permits. Staff has requested the 
permit because the County flood control dishict must have a grading permit meeting their 
specification to implement their storm water management plan. The County requirement 
for a Water Quality Management Plan sufficiently rigorous that Staff deleted the 
requirement that the project prepare an erosion control plan from the Conditions of 
Certification. Staff indicated that Applicant would need the County to monitor compliance 
with the water management plan. 

Applicant suggested rewriting the condition to say "satisfy the requirement of obtaining 
approval of the Water Quality Management Plan." Staff agreed, but indicated the necessity 
of making certain that the project is accounted for in the County's system. 






























