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Edwin F. Lowry, Directar
11 M. Grandview Avenug
Glendale, Califania 9121

t‘ Department of Toxic Substances Control

. Gray Daviz

Agency Sedratary . Gvernor

Califarnia Environmental
Protaction Agebcy

Winston H. Hickox

Mervember 8, 2000

k. Camen W, Steoud -
South Coast Air Quality Managemenl Disfict
21865 E. Copely Drive
- Diamand Bar, Califormia 91765 . - T s

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
PROPOSED LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT QF WATER AND POWER'S
ELECTRICAL GENERATION STATIONS MODIFICATIONS (PROJECT),

SCH 2000101008

Crear Mr. Stroud; -

The Departrnant of Toxic Subsianges Control {DTSC) has received your Motice of
Preparation {NCOP) of a draft Environmenital Impact Report (EIR] for the above
mentianad Projact, ' _

Based on the review of the document, the OTS0 comments are as follows:

11 The draft EIR needs to identify and determine whether current or historic uses st Lhe
1-1 Project site have resulted in any release of hazardous wastes/substances at the Project
area, '

2} The draft EIR: needs to identify any known ar potentially contarminated site within the
1-2 proposed Project area. For all identified sites, the draft EIR needs to evaluate whethetr
_conditians at the site pose a threat fo human health or the envirorment,

_3} The draft EIR should identify the mechanism to initizle any required investigation
1-3 | andior remediafion for any site that may require remediation, and which government
| agency will provide appropriate regulatory oversight.

4} If during construction of the praject, soil contamiration is suspected, construction in
the ares should stop and apprapriste Health and Safety pracedures should be
1-4 implemented. if it is determined that contamirated scil exists, the draft EIR should
idertify how any required invesfigation andfor remediation will be conducted, and which
government agency will provide appropriate regulatory oversight.

®  Prnlad an Recycled Paper
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Appendix H — Responses to Draft EIR Comments

mAr. Carren W, Stroud
Movember &, 2000

.Page 2

DTSC provides quidance for Preliminary Endangerment Assessment (PEA}
preparafion and cleanup gversight through the Voluntary Cleanup Program (VCF). For
additional information on the VEP or to meet/discuss thiz matter further, please contact
Bob Krug, Projact Manager, at (818) 551-2866 or me at (§148) $31-2877.

Sincarsly,

Haran K. Jeche
Unit Chiaf
Southern California Cleanup Operations - Glendale Office

ce,  Governors Office of Planning and Research
State Clearnghousge
PO, Box 3044
Sacramento, California $5812-3044

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Chief

Flanning and Environmental Analysis Sechicn
CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Conlrol
PO Box 306

Sacramento, California 258120806
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COMMENT LETTER 1: DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES
CONTROL

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) provided comments 1-1
through 1-4 in response to the Notice of Preparation/Initial Study (NOP/IS) for the
Proposed Los Angeles Department of Water and Power’s Electrical Generation
Stations Modification Project. Since these comments were received after the NOP/IS
comment period had ended, responses to the comments are being provided in
association with the responses to the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The
data requested in the comments on the NOP/IS by DTSC are included in the Draft
EIR. DTSC did not submit comments on the Draft EIR.

Response 1-1: The DTSC is referred to Section 4.10.2 of the Draft EIR for
information concerning the potential for releases of hazardous materials/substances
associated with current or historic uses within the proposed project areas.

Response 1-2: Actions associated with the proposed project will be conducted
within the confines of the proposed project areas. Refer to Section 4.10.2 for
information concerning known or potentially known environmentally impacted areas
within the proposed project areas. Based on the environmental assessment activities
conducted within the proposed project areas, environmentally impacted areas within
the proposed project areas do not pose a threat to human health or the environment.

Response 1-3: The SCAQMD appreciates the DTSC’s comment. In the event that
the actions associated with the proposed project result in the need for investigative
and/or remedial activities, the LADWP will be required to notify the appropriate
regulatory agency, who will ensure that LADWP conduct such activities, as required,
under the oversight of the regulatory agency.

Response 1-4: As stated in Section 4.10.2, in the event that contaminated soils are
encountered during the project site construction-related activities, the soils will be
treated/disposed in accordance with all applicable local, state and federal rules and
regulations. In the event that the actions associated with the proposed project result
in the need to manage and handle contaminated soils, the LADWP will be required to
notify the appropriate regulatory agency, who will ensure that LADWP conduct such
activities, as required, under the oversight of the regulatory agency.
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Los Angeles Region
Winaton HL Hlckox 320 W, Uk Sieee, Buite B00, Loz Angeles, Califarnia 10913 Gray Davis
Seemntary for FRans {213) $76-6600  FAX (213) 5766551 Covareer
Bruivpueanel [nperncl MBdicss! HeIpeiuwey. surckca. o -ragesd
FProspplics
————
RECEWED
Movember 28, 2000 1
DEC -5 2000

Steve Bmith, Ph.D. -

Program Supervlsor 1-—W

South Coast Alr Quality Management District PO DIVESION,  F

21885 E. Copley Drive
Diamond Bar, CA M 7654182

RESPOMSE TO NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE FROPGSED LOS ANGELES BEPARTMENT OF WATER AND FOWER
ELECTRICAL GEMERATION STATIONS MODIFICATIONS

Crear Dr. Smith

The Regional Water Quality Conrol Board {RWQCE} staff appreciates the epportunity to
comment on the above project, Staff has raviewsd the Motice of Preparation. and provides the
following cormmenls,
The Sicatiergood Genarating Statian (SG5) discharga outfall is Incated in the Pacific Ocean,
2-1 outside of the: surf Zone, Staff has no epecific comments on the propesed installation of the
| selective catalylic reactor (SCR) at SG3.

The Harbar Generating Station (HGS) discharga outfall is Incated in the consolidated sfip within
the Los Angeles-Long Beach harbor. This harbor is impaired for metals ineluding copper, lead,
2-2 zineg, ar chromivm; berthic gffects; and sediment toxicily. The Los Angeles Reqional Water
Cuglily Contral Board will be developing Total Maximum Daily Loads {TMDLs) for the harbor,
—but the proposed project |5 expadted o proceed before the applicable TMDLs are developead.
[ Tr the interim, the Regional Board must carefully evaluste the potential Impacts of new projects
that may discharge to impaired water bodies. Thus, we requast the following information to
beter svaluat: the potential impacts of these discharges from HES:

» A quanfifiable estimate of the volume of wastewafer to be generated by these modifications;

The composition of pollutants in this wastewater, including toxic matal concentrations,
priorfly poflutants, pH, termperature; and

*

Masz loading of bis-accumulative pollutants in this wastewatsr,

California Environmeniol Protection dgency

'ﬁ EBeopeled Paper :
G saiTsie iy JU prekivid mlt aieuee e ool af Califerars s water reshieced S iRe Denefl of e amd finure goreraiva.
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Comments

AC Ar Cuality Managerment District -2- Movember 29, 2000

Although the RWGOICEB datakase contains some data for the Valsy Generating Station (VG 2),
ke database does not specify the types of discharges and destination of faciiity wastewater
digcharges. We request information on the wastewater discharges similar to our above raglest
for HESS. In additlon, we woeuld appreciate information an the wastewster Jischarge coordinates
ncation, shd any exisling treatment systems :

Thank you for the opportunlty to commaent on the proposed project. Wie hope that these
comments will ensure an adequats analysis of water quality issues. |F you have any questions
please eantact Dr, Tony Rizk at (213) 5785756,

Sincerely,

P2 int s Tt o
Melinda Marryfield-Becker
TMOL, Urit Chief

G

Stata of Calilornia Clearinghouse
Susan Damron, City of Log Angeles, Depariment of Waler and Power

Crliforila Envirsmmenial Protection A zencp

ﬂ Recypaled Faper
i eizel 0 17 43 e e el £niuracd e iy e Caliamma s warer ro raurces for i deediin off presr @ AT grRtrations,
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Appendix H — Responses to Draft EIR Comments

COMMENT LETTER 2: CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY
CONTROL BOARD, LOS ANGELES
REGION

The Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) provided comments 1-1
through 1-4 in response to the Notice of Preparation/Initial Study (NOP/IS) for the
Proposed Los Angeles Department of Water and Power’s Electrical Generation
Stations Modification Project. Since these comments were received after the NOP/IS
comment period had ended, responses to the comments are being provided in
association with the responses to the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The
data requested in the comments on the NOP/IS by RWQCB are included in the Draft
EIR. RWQCB did not submit comments on the Draft EIR.

Response 2-1: The SCAQMD acknowledges that the California RWQCB does not
have comments regarding the proposed installation of the selective catalytic
reduction equipment.

Response 2-2: The SCAQMD acknowledges that the RWQCB will be developing
Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) for the Los Angeles-Long Beach harbor and
that the proposed project is expected to proceed before the applicable TMDLs are
developed. Please also see response to comment 2-3.

Response 2-3: The RWQCB is referred to Section 4.8.3.1 of the Draft EIR where it
Is stated that the proposed project will not change the design or quality and quantity
of the discharge from Harbor Generating Station’s cooling system which discharges
to the Los Angeles-Long Beach harbor. These discharges are conducted under Waste
Discharge Requirements contained in Order No. 95-027 which serves as National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit No. CA0000361. It should
be noted that the duration of Order No. 95-027 was five years (the order was issued
in 1995), such that the order and NPDES permit have expired and must be renewed.
Per RWQCB policy, LADWP is allowed to continue operating under its expired
permit until the new order and permit have been approved. Further, until the new
order and permit are approved, LADWP is prohibited from making modifications
that would alter its current (year 2000; per LADWP fax dated December 7, 2000
from Rey Reyes Jr. to Tony Rizk) wastestreams in either volume or pollutant
concentrations.

Furthermore, the following information responds specifically to the three bullet
points in comment 2-3.
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Bullet 1: On November 13, 2000, DWP submitted to the RWQCB an amendment to
its NPDES permit renewal application for its HGS. The amendment identified the
proposed equipment modifications to be made at HGS and reported that there would
be no additional wastestreams, the low volume waste (LVW) flow (i.e., from the
demineralizer regeneration and reverse osmosis processes) would more closely
approximate the maximum design flow listed in the initial permit renewal
application, and that the overall average design flow of the once-through circulating
water system would remain the same. On December 6, 2000, DWP additionally
faxed to the RWQCB, LVW flow data for 1998, 1999, and 2000 (year-to-date).

Bullet 2: The permit renewal application for HGS, which was submitted on July 13,
1999, contained a full chemical analysis of the wastewater discharged from the
facility. This analysis included toxic metal concentrations, priority pollutants, pH
and temperature. The modifications to occur during the proposed project will not add
additional wastestreams nor will it substantially change the chemical characteristics
of the existing wastestreams. Therefore, the information provided to the RWQCB in
the permit renewal application is reflective of the wastewater pollutant composition
that will be discharged after completion of the proposed facility modifications.

Bullet 3: Mass loading values can be calculated by utilizing the pollutant
concentration found in the wastewater and the volume of wastewater discharged.
DWP provides pollutant concentration data and information on the volume of
wastewater discharged to the RWQCB on both a monthly and a semi-annual basis.
The permit renewal application, which contains the most comprehensive pollutant
analysis, would also have the concentration of any bio-accumulative pollutants
found.

Response 2-4: The RWQCB is referred to Section 3.8.2.3 for information
concerning the types of discharges and designation of facility wastewater discharges
from Valley Generating Station (VGS).

Furthermore, please note the VGS discharges its wastewater to the sanitary sewer
system under an industrial waste permit issued by the City of Los Angeles Bureau of
Sanitation. VGS does not discharge its wastewater to a surface waterbody which, if
it did, would require oversight and approval from the RWQCB. Nevertheless,
information on the types of discharges, existing treatment systems, and the
destination and location of the wastewater discharges was faxed to the RWQCB on
December 1, 2000. DWP subsequently responded to a follow up telephone request
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from the RWQCB to provide one year of wastewater monitoring data. This was
faxed to the RWQCB on December 12, 2000.

H-2-5 January 2001
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FTATE OF CALLEURNIA—RUSTMES S, TRANSPORTATIZN AND HIUSING AGEHEY GHAT DAYIG, Caverrpy
et —————————— — e —
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF ADVANCE PLANNENG
DISTREICT 7, IGR OFFICE 1-10C

120 30, SPRMG ET. ]
LS ANGFLES, CA 50012 Erecember 14, 2000
TEL: {213} 897T-6608 A'TES: §- £47-0604

FAX: (213) B9T-6317 IGRACEQA o='¢01201

DEIR
City of Log Angeles
Wilminglon, Playa del Rey, Sun 'Valley

bfeslifisation of 3 DWE Power Plants
Vi LA-1-L0.74; BA-1-30.08; LA-5-35.70

SCH# :

Mr. Thuren Sirowsd '
South Coast Alr Quality bManagenat Distrcl
Planning Department
21856 L. Copley Dr.

- Dianond Bae, CA 21765

Dear Mr. Streamd:

Thank you for ineluding Caltrars @ the enviconmental rewims procees for e sbove-mentioned project,
Based on the informution recaovesl, we have the Bllowing commaents:

We recommend thut operational and ¢onstruction related ook tripe on State highways be Jimiped
to off-peik commuty perieds, Transporl of ovensize o over-weight wehicles on State highways
will need 4 Calirens Transporialion Permit, Tramsport of huzardous material will nocd e com ply
walh all applicalle Siate and federal regalations,

I o have aisr guestions regarding one respemse, refer to Calicans IORCEGA Record # cxM01231, and
please doaot hesitate to comtact e at (213) 8974429,

YA

STEPHEM EUSWELL
IGRACEGA Frogram Manager

Sincerely,

oe: Mr. Szatt Morpan, State Cicaringhous:
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COMMENT LETTER 3: CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Response 3-1: The SCAMD appreciates the Department of Transportation’s (DOT)
recommendation and information concerning project compliance with applicable
DOT permits and state and federal regulations. The proposed project will be
performed in accordance with applicable permit requirements and state and federal
regulatory requirements. Refer to Section 2.5 of the Draft EIR for a list of permits,
approvals and other regulatory requirements identified for the proposed project. The
DOT is also referred to Section 4.11 of the Draft EIR for information concerning the
evaluation of potential transportation/traffic impacts associated with the proposed
project. Based on the evaluation of project-related transportation/traffic impacts, no
significant impacts to surrounding traffic patterns were identified.

H-3-2 January 2001
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LallewH 4—  CiTY OF LOS ANGELES |

FRARCES T, MAMEIDES CALIFORMIA ) DERARTMENT OF
CEMETUL MraMAER i TRANSPQS_-__TAHE}N

21 W, ACUERON STHCCT, SUITE 630
Les amceoed. s somz
AL =end 17 .
FiM: 1£13) 5001 182

RIGHARD J. FIGREAN TyWP Electrical Generation. Station
Modification Projects

-

Diecenber 27, 2000

Darren Strotd .
Office of Planning, Bule Development, and Area Sources
South Coase Ale Quality Management Distroct

21365 E. Copley Drive '

Diamcad Bar, CA #1765-4182

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REFORT (PEIR) FOR PROPOSED LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER'S (LADWE) ELECTRICAL GENERATION
STATIONS MODIFICATIONS PROVECT *

The Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) has reviewed the TEIR. for the proposed -
LADWE’s Electrical Generation Station Modifications project for three sites in the City of Los
Angeles and offers the following comments: -

FROJECT DESCRIPTION
HARBOR GENERATING STATION SITE

The Harbor Crenerating Station (HIGS) is located at 161 North Istand Avenue in Wilmington.
LADWP is propesing to install five 47-megawatt (MW) gombustion turbines (CT) each with
selective catalytic reduction system {SCR} at the Harbor Generating Station.  Aquecus anumenia i5
used in the associated SCR 0 reduce NOx emmisions, A pipeline will be installed to transport tha
aquesus ammonia from exisiing above ground stomgs tanks 1o the now combution turbines, Existing
petrolenm product storage tanks at THS site will be decommissioned and removed to make room for
the pew equipment.

SCATTERGOOD GENERATING STATION 8ITE

The Seattergood Generating Station (SUS) is located at 12700 Vista Del Mar in Playa Dl Rey.
LADWE Is proposing to install SCR systems on three existing weits to redues NOx emigsions at SG3.
Aqueous ammonia is used in SCR systems to reduce NOx emissions. AS there §s currently o
ammonia storage capacity at the SGS site, the project mcludes instaliation of three 30, 000-gallon
aqiecus ammonia storage tanks,

AN EQVAL BMPEAYMENT OFPRRTUNITY ~ AFFIRMATIVE RETROH EMELOYER Tierychabby Je] ik BT Cpr ] W @
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Digtren Stroud -2 December 27, 2000

i
<

VALLEY GENEMTI‘E;G STATION SITE

The Valley Generating Station (VG8) is Jocated at 0430+ San Fernando Road. LADWP iz proposing
¢ install one 47-MW CT with SCR. at the VGS site. Aquecus ammonia js used in the SCR system
to reduce MOx erissions, As there is cuerently no ammonia storages capacity & the VG site, one
20,000~ gallon aqueous ammonia siorage tank will also be constructed, Existing, out-of-service
coolitg towers at the VGS site will be demolished and removed 1o make room for the new
efuipment. J

»

COMMENTS
HARBOR GENERATING STATION 8ITL

r- LADOT comncurs with the DETR that there will be minimel traffic impact caused by the proposed
project. Because the construction work schedule is expected to be from §:00 Abd to 4306 PM for
& | the First wiork shift and fiom 4:00 PM ta 2:30 AM for the second work shift, the canstruction trafic
is mot expected to have a significut impact 10 the surrounding street network. To additiorn, sines the
construetion work will be carried out over & seven days work week schedule instead of the regular
five days work week schedule, LADOT concurs with the finding that the amount of construction
traffie will nat have a negative impact on the peak hour traffic ard that a more detailed traffie seudy
“ iz not required. Also, LADOT recommends that prior to the start of construction, the contractor ghall
™ submit & construction worksite trafflic control plan for review and approval to LADOT 2 Souther
4 - Diistrict Office at telephone (310) 752-4355. The plan shall show the losation of any roadway or

sidewalk closures, trafhic detours, haul routes, houts of operation, profective devices, warning signs,
| and access to abutting properties. -

SCATTERGOOD GENERATING STATION SITE

Harbeot Generating Station site, LADOT concurs with the DEIR that no trafiic mitiearion is required

S this site sinee there will not be any significant teaffic impact. The contracior shal subrnit a similar

e i [ constuction worksite teaffic control pla for review and approval 1o LADOT s Western District
B Offics at tefephone {3100 575-8138.

A f‘z) '[ Recauss the construction and uperational relaved traffic of this site will be less than that for tihe

VALLEY GENERATING STATION SITE

& 5" Becanse the construction and operational related traffic of this site will e lass than that for the

Habor Generating Station site, LADOT concurs with the DEIR that no traffic mirigation iz required

fior this site since there will not be any significant traffic impact, The centractor shall submit a similar

Jrf L [mnstrumlon worksite traffic control plan for review and approval to LADOT"s Bast Walley District
Office at telephone (§18) 756-8441.
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Darren Stroud - December 27, 2000 . |

If you fuve any further questions, you may contact Ed Chow of my staff at (213) 240-3074,

Sincerely,

Robert T. Takasaki
Senior Trangportation Engineer

pe

erRTT_ S ES \DRF.RMI

co:  Council District No. &
Conngil District Mo, 7
Council District Mo, 15 .
East Valley District, DOT- I
Southern Digtrict, DOT .
Western Disict, DOT
West LA Programs Section, DOT ] .
Valley Programs Section, DOT : -
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COMMENT LETTER 4: LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Response 4-1: The SCAQMD appreciates the Los Angeles Department of
Transportation’s (LADOT’s) concurrence that the amount of construction traffic at
the Harbor Generating Station will not have a negative impact on peak hour traffic
and that a more detailed traffic study is not required.

Response 4-2: The SCAQMD acknowledges the LADOT’s recommendation to
prepare and submit a construction worksite traffic control plan to the LADOT prior
to starting construction at the Harbor Generating Station. The LADWP will prepare
and submit the traffic control plan to the LADOT as requested.

Response 4-3: The SCAQMD appreciates the LADOT’s concurrence that the no
traffic mitigation is required for the Scattergood Generating Station site as there will
be no significant traffic impacts.

Response 4-4: The SCAQMD acknowledges the LADOT’s recommendation to
prepare and submit a construction worksite traffic control plan to the LADOT prior
to starting construction at the Scattergood Generating Station. The LADWP will
prepare and submit the traffic control plan to the LADOT as requested.

Response 4-5: The SCAQMD recognizes the LADOT’s concurrence that the no
traffic mitigation is required for the Valley Generating Station site as there will not
be any significant traffic impacts.

Response 4-6: The SCAQMD acknowledges the LADOT’s recommendation to
prepare and submit a construction worksite traffic control plan to the LADOT prior
to starting construction at the Valley Generating Station. The LADWP will prepare
and submit the traffic control plan to the LADOT as requested.
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o

STATOD QF CALUFQRNrA—YHE PESQURGES ASESSY

— Responses to Draft EIR Comments

GRAY DAVIG. GorEANDE

CALIFORMNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

45 FROMONT, GLITE 2000

SAH FRANCISCO, &5 B4195- 2219
VOICE AND TOD (616 B04- 200
PR {4659 QO4- Sa00

December 27, 2000

. . - SCADMEBE.. nmeeort: Erasie Gific
South Coast Aw Quality Management District s T
Attention: Mr, Barry R, Wallerstein, D, Bov, b c01Ye Rl Edaasy

Exacutive CTicer
21863 Bast Copley Drive
Diamond Bar, CA 17654182

RECEIVED
0 -2 P258
T
i
Yo 1 by e yond i, 114
Tmfespas: G i, e

Re: Comments oe Log Anpeles Department of Water and Power*s (LADWTP) Elecirical
Gencrating Stations Modifications Project Draft Environmental Impact Report

- - -{EXR}, SCH 2009101003 for (a) Harbor Generating Station; b}-Senttergovd- ~ - -—— - —— .=

Generatiog Station; and {¢) Valley Generating Station,

Dear Mr, Wallerstein:

Coastal Commiission staff has reviewed the Environmental Inpact Beport (BIR) for Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power's (LADWE) proposal to modify operations at three generating
stations in Los Angeles. The EIR outlines the LAIYWPs plans to: 1} install five 47-Maga-Watt
(MW) combustion turbines {CT=) cach with zelegtive catalytic reduetion (SCR) air potlhution
eouteo] systems at the Harbor Generating Station (HGS); 2) mstall SCR. systerns on three existing

units gt the Scattergood Generating Station
Valley Generating Statton (VG3).

(8G8); and 30 install one 47-MW CT with SCE. at the

The Coastal Commission has coastal development permit jurisdiction over the proposed projects
at the HGS and the 5G5S feilities. Thess two projects therefore must be evaluated fior their
conformity with the Chapter 3 policies of the California Coastal Act. Cur comments follow

below:

GCENERAL COMMENTS

1 1. A more detailed description of each proposed project is necessary to evaluate the propased

5-1 jrojects” consistency with the Coastal Act. For instance, please mclude acrial phetographs,

|~ the proposed project.

wetland delineations, and any pther explanations of sensitive resources possibly affected by

2. The EIR shonld mote thoroughiy deseribe how LADWY? would medify the drainage pattern,

5_'2 how the proposed project will effect sucface and subsurface flow, and whether these

__ proposed project

alterations will innvo bve contaminated soils. Will unoff and percolation fake place over
contarninated soils? 15 pamping of wetlands enrrently taking place, and if so, at what rate? In
suramary, the EIR should explicitly address how waters of the State will be impacted by the

H-5-1 January 2001
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Appendix H — Responses to Draft EIR Comments

Califoreis Cosial Commission Comments on Los drpefes Dipartment of Fater and Powar s (LADWE} Efectrica!
Gemerating Stations Madiffcaions Profect Dvey® Emvbrosmensa! Tmpact Repart (K1), SCHE 20600 7l (68
Dacermber 27, 2000

Page 2of3

3.

5

é.

o |

‘°||°°||

12

I3

Please explain the status of consultations with State and federal resource agencies such the

11.5. Fish and wildlife Service, the Regional Water Cuality Contre] Board, the Depariment

of Toxic Substances Control, and the California Drepartment of Figh and Game.

HARBOR GENERATING STATION

Existing petrolenm storage tanks at the HiGS sitc will be decommissioned and removed to
make room For new squiprent.  Mlowever, the EIR contains no description of how this

. ectivity will take plage, and nu analysis of the potential effects of decommissioning on

coastal resources.

4. The EIR should deseribe the nature of any ternporary erozion and sediment control measures,
or best management prichicss sssociated with these proposed projects.

Given the EIR s cmphasis on air quality inprovements, and increased efficiency, it i unclear

fiom the EIR why LADWE is proposing simple-cyele CT rather than more efficient
combined eyale CTs. (2-9) Please explain this technological selection m the EIR.

The EIR makes g “conservative assumption” for the removal of 2,000 cubic yards of

contamninated $oil Beneath oil tanks, but doesn’t explain the basis for this assumption. (Pg. 2-

10) Please explain this assumption in the EIR.

What four actes of land offzite will be affected by the construetion and dermolition activities,

and are these acres 1o the coastal 2oneT (2-100)

Five new cooling towess, and an unnamed number of smokestacks will be constructed as pat

of the proposed projeet, but oo discussion of visual impaets is included in the ETR. Please
include a visual impacts analysis in the final EIR. (2-11)

1¢r. The EIR states that “the sea waker cooling system will not be modified by the proposed

project.” {3-3%) Does this mean that take and discharge will neither qualitatively nor
guattitatively change? Will the temperature or volume of discharges change?

. Discharge limitations for fhe constituents of coneem presented in Table 3.8-1 appear high
relative o State and federal water quality standards, Pleasc clerify in the final E1R, whether

the proposed divcharges will meet State and federal standards for chronic toxicity.

. The EIR states that “minimal additional wastewater will be discharged to the ronicipai
sewor. Please quantify “minimal.” (4-21)

SCATTERGOOD GENERATING STATION

. Is the impotability of the groundwater at the SG5 related to the histore opertion of the
facility, and will this water quality status be exacerhatad by the proposed project? {3-30)
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Cerrerating Stedions Madifeations Project Draft Environmented fmpact Repord (EFR), SCHE 20000 (008
Lecember 27, 2000

Fage 3 of §

14, The EIR states Huat “the seq water conliog gystern will not be modified by the proposed
5-14 projece” {3-39) Does this mean (hat intake and discharge will neither qualieatively nor
guantitatively change® Will the temperature of discharges change?

15. The BIR states that “In sceordancs with ihe Theemal Plan, EADWE conducted a thermal

effects study. The BWOCB-approved study demonstrated that wastes discharaed from the
5-15 803 were in compliatce with the Tharmal Man and the beneficial uses of {he receiving
wakers" (3-52) When was this report produced? Is it available for Cosstal Commission peer
review? What is the cument discharge's affect on coastal imaring resources? Please cite
stodies and other source makerials,

16, Discharge limitations prosented in Tabls 3.8-2 appear high relative to Stale and federal water
5-16 quality standards. Please clarify in the final EIR whelber the proposed discharges will meet
Srare and Tederal standards for chronic oxicity.

Thank you for the oppectunity (o cemment on the proposed EIIL. Feel frec to call me . (415)
a04-5249 or Alison Ticttmer at (415) 904-520% should sou bave any further questions about
these commments.

Jincarely,

VA

hiichac]l Bowen
Coastal Permit Analyst
Encrey & Ooean Resources Unit
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COMMENT LETTER 5: CALIFORNIA COASTAL
COMMISSION

Response 5-1: The Draft EIR includes a comprehensive project description
that meets the requirements set forth in the CEQA Guidelines § 15124. The
Draft EIR describes the project location, including site maps and site plans, as
well as a description of the equipment and modifications proposed at the three
generating stations.

As discussed in the Draft EIR, the proposed project includes modifications
that are similar in nature to the current uses and are consistent with the current
land use provisions. Proposed project actions at the Harbor Generating
Station and the Scattergood Generating Station will be conducted within the
confines of the existing facilities that have been operable for approximately 50
years. Other than boring a two-inch pipeline under a two-lane road, no offsite
improvements are proposed as part of the project. The proposed project will
not result in the encroachment of wetlands or other sensitive receptors.

Response 5-2: The proposed project improvements will occur within existing
facilities. As stated in Section 4.8.4 of the EIR, stormwater will be controlled,
and neither surface water or groundwater resources will be adversely affected.
Refer to Section 4.10.2 of the EIR which states that in the event that
contaminated soils are encountered during the project site construction-related
activities, the soils will be managed in accordance with all applicable local,
state and federal rules and regulations.

Response 5-3: The proposed project permitting process is being handled by
the applicant and consultations with state and federal resources agencies are
being conducted. It should be noted that the proposed project improvements
will be conducted at existing facilities, resulting in little or no impacts to the
environmental resources under the purview of the resource agencies listed in
the comment. The commentator is referred to section 2.5 and Table 2.5-1,
which identifies permits, approvals, and other requirements applicable to the
proposed project and the actions taken to meet these requirements. All
appropriate agencies were sent notices regarding the availability of the Notice
of Preparation/Initial Study and the Draft EIR.
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Response 5-4: A Construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan, which
meets the State of California permit requirements, will be developed and
implemented for the construction activities associated with the proposed
project.

Response 5-5: The existing petroleum storage tanks will be decommissioned
and removed in accordance with applicable regulations. These activities are
not expected to significantly impact coastal resources. Sections 2.4.1 and
4.10.2.1 of the Draft EIR include an analysis of the possible effects of
construction in the Harbor Generating Station tank farm. Each of the
environmental area analyzed also includes a determination of whether
construction activities, which includes tank decommissioning, would have a
significant adverse effect on the environment.

Response 5-6: The LADWP has proposed simple-cycle CTs rather than
combined-cycle CTs because the simple-cycle CTs can be brought up to full
load in a shorter time period. This is important to the LADWP’s ability to
provide service in a time of need.

Response 5-7: As stated in the Draft ER, it was estimated that as a worst-case
scenario approximately 2,000 cubic yards of contaminated soil may be located
beneath the existing Habor Generating Station storage tanks and may require
excavation as a result of the proposed project. This estimate was determined
by calculating the dimensions of the tank bottoms and potential contamination
depth. However, as stated in Section 4.10.2.1 of the Draft EIR, soil
assessment activities conducted at the Harbor Generating Station indicate
minimal impacts to soil and groundwater from past operations.

Response 5-8: The four acres of offsite land associated with the Harbor
Generating Station is located within the coastal zone (see Figure 2.3-4 for
exact location); however, this area will only be used for temporary equipment
staging and parking during construction activities. The temporary use of the
four acres of land will not result in a significant impact to the land.

Response 5-9: As determined in the Initial Study, the proposed modifications
will occur within the existing Harbor Generating Station and will be consistent
with the current visual characteristics of the Station. The Harbor Generating
Station is located in a highly industrialized area. The predominant land uses
include container storage, petroleum storage, bulk handling of petroleum coke,

H-5-5 January 2001



Appendix H — Responses to Draft EIR Comments

coal, sulfur, etc. As discussed in the Initial Study and Draft EIR, the new
exhaust stacks will replace aboveground fuel storage tanks. This replacement
is not expected to have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista,
substantially degrade the existing visual character of the site and its
surroundings, or create a new source of substantial light or glare. Therefore,
the proposed project will not result in significant adverse visual impacts in the
harbor area.

Response 5-10: Based on information provided by the LADWP to the
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the Harbor Generating
Station sea water cooling system intake and discharge will not change
qualitatively or quantitatively as result of the proposed project. In addition,
the temperature of the discharge of the sea water cooling system will not
change as a result of the proposed project.

Please also note that RWQCB provided comments in response to the Notice of
Preparation/Initial Study (NOP/IS) for the proposed project. The data
requested in the comments on the NOP/IS by RWQCB are included in the
Draft EIR. RWQCB did not submit comments on the Draft EIR.

Response 5-11: The discharge limitations listed in Table 3.8-1, including the
chronic toxicity limitation, are contained in the current NPDES permit. These
discharge limitations were established by the RWQCB based on the State
California Ocean Plan under which the facility is regulated. As previously
stated, the project will not result in a change to the discharge at the facility.

Response 5-12: The quantity of the additional wastewater, which will be
discharged to the municipal sewer system from the Harbor Generating Station,
is not available at this time as final facility engineering is being completed.
However, based on experience with similar projects, the quantity of additional
wastewater is not expected to result in a significant impact to the municipal
sewer system. It must be noted that prior to operation, LADWP must receive
a discharge permit from the City of Los Angeles. Conditions would be placed
in the permit such that any discharge to the municipal sewer system from the
proposed project meets all requirements of the City of Los Angeles.

Response 5-13: As the Scattergood Generating Station is located adjacent to
the coast, shallow groundwater beneath the station is not potable due to the
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salinity of the groundwater. The proposed project activities are not expected
to impact groundwater at the site.

Response 5-14: Based on information provided by LADWP to the RWQCB,
the Scattergood Generating Station sea water cooling system intake and
discharge will not change qualitatively or quantitatively as result of the
proposed project. In addition, the temperature of the discharge of the sea
water cooling system will not change as a result of the proposed project.

Response 5-15: The LADWP Thermal Plan study was performed by LADWP
from November 1971 through November 1972. The requirements for the
study and technical report were formulated by the RWQCB. All field work
and analyses were carried out in accordance with specifications provided by
the RWQCB. The report was finalized in April of 1973 and submitted to the
RWQCB. Upon the finalization of the study report, the RWQCB reviewed the
report and concluded that “the waste discharges from the power plant are in
compliance with the state Thermal Plan and beneficial uses of the receiving
waters are protected as required by Section 316(a) of the Clean Water Act.”
The Thermal Plan is on file with the RWQCB and a copy is available at
LADWRP.

As previously stated, the proposed project will not result in a modification to
the quality or quantity of the sea water cooling system discharge which has
not changed since the time the Thermal Plan study was performed. In
addition, the facility’s NPDES permit requires annual monitoring of the
receiving water environment (including temperature evaluations) to ensure
that continued operation of the facility has not impaired water quality or the
beneficial uses.

Response 5-16: The discharge limitations listed in Table 3.8-2, including the
chronic toxicity limitation, are contained in the current NPDES permit. These
discharge limitations were established by the RWQCB based on the State
California Ocean Plan under which the facility is regulated. As previously
stated, the project will not result in a change to the discharge at the facility.
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