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State of California 

State Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission 

 

 In the matter of: 

 Mission College Data Center  Docket 19-SPPE-05 

 

 

Robert Sarvey’s Comments on the Proposed Decision 

      

The PD recognizes that, “The Project Site is within the jurisdictional boundaries 

of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD), which regulates the 

stationary sources of air pollution in counties that include Santa Clara County.”  The 

analysis in the proceeding is based on the BAAQMD’s 2017 CEQA Guidelines.   

BAAQMD sent a comment letter on the IS/MND issued for the Mission College Data 

Center.1  In the comment letter BAAQMD urged the Commission to require backup 

generation that did not include diesel fuel.  BAAQMD provided similar comments on the 

Sequoia Data Center urging the commission to not allow diesel fuel use for backup 

generation.2  In the Walsh Data Center BAAQMD also provided a letter requesting no 

diesel use for backup generation at the facility.3  

Despite BAAQMD urging the commission to not allow diesel fuel for backup 

generation for the last three data centers permitted by the CEC the CEC continues to 

ignore BAAQMD’s recommendation.  

All of the air quality impacts from the project are related to the use of diesel fuel 

in the backup generators.  The current every day use of diesel engines continues to 

degrade the project area which currently hosts 49 data centers.  CEC Staff’s IS/MND  

states that the project area is in the upper 90% of communities impacted by diesel 

particulate in the State of California. The CEC has now approved an additional four new 

data centers with 178 diesel generators totaling over 489 MW.   The CEC approved the 

                                                                 
1 Attachment 1 
2 Attachment 2 
3 Attachment 3 
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McLaren Data Center on November 7th 2018 with its 47- 2.5 Mw diesel generators.  On 

February 4th 2020 the CEC approved the Laurelwood Data Center with its 56- 3 MW 

generators.  The Walsh Data Center up for approval on August 12 has 32 - 3MW 

generators. The Commission now proposes to approve the Mission college Data Center 

on August 12, 2020 with its 43 - 2.5 MW generators.  Total generators approved by the 

commission with this project would be 178 diesel generators totaling 489 MW.   The 

Sequoia Data Center approved by CEC Staff proposes for approval 54 - 2.25 MW diesel 

generators.      

All of these projects are a few thousand feet from each other in an environmental 

justice community but the PD fails to even mention the other projects much less require 

any analysis of their cumulative impacts.  

 

Emergency Operations are reasonably foreseeable and must be modeled. 

As stated in the PD on page 19, “The IS/PMND does not contain an analysis of 

air quality impacts caused by the use of the Backup Generators for providing power in 

the event of an interruption of electrical service from SVP.”  The PD also states on page 

22, “In sum, we find there is evidence supporting the IS/PMND conclusion that the 

Backup Generators would operate very infrequently, if at all, for emergency operations.”  

The PD also states that, “The IS/PMND stated that the historical probability of an 

outage of a data center in SVP’s service territory is 1.6 percent per year.”   If the project 

operates for 20 years the probability of an outage is 32%.  The PD’s conclusion that, 

“the Backup Generators would operate…… if at all, for emergency operations.” is not 

supported by the evidence in the record.   

The PD then states, “Mr. Sarvey also claimed that there are other reasons why 

backup generators operate in emergency mode at data centers, including 

uninterruptible power supply failures, human error, weather impacts, and other 

emergency conditions and that these events should have been evaluated in the 

IS/PMND.141 Mr. Sarvey states in support of his claim that Staff’s analysis relied 

exclusively on power curtailment by SVP to determine the probability of the Backup 

Generators operating. Mr. Sarvey offered no examples of outages to data centers that 

Staff did not consider.”  That statement is also not supported by the evidence in the 
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record as the record reflects staff did not consider any examples of an outage of data 

centers outside of power curtailment by SVP.  

The PD also dismisses an outage at the data center due to a PG&E PSPS 

shutoff.  The PD claims that, “Further, there is no evidence that the potential for future 

increases in the number and severity of wildfires will lead to SVP or Project outages.” 

The evidence shows that SVP’s generating assets outside of Santa Clara including their 

geothermal resources were impacted in 2019.  There is absolutely no evidence that 

future PSPS events will not affect SVP operations. 

 

Under the PD’s significance determination, no amount of GHG emissions is significant. 

 

  For commercial/industrial land use development projects, BAAQMD 

recommends a numerical significance threshold of 1,100 MTCO2e/yr.    The CEC Staff, 

applicant and the PD fail to use this numerical significance level arguing that it is based 

on AB 32 and the emissions from this project will not occur until 2021.   Therefore, that 

significance level is not applicable.  The projects emissions are estimated to be 133,721 

MTCO2e/year or 121 times the current BAAQMD land use GHG significance level.  AB 

32 requires the state board to adopt a statewide greenhouse gas emissions limit 

equivalent to the statewide greenhouse gas emissions levels in 1990 to be achieved by 

2020.    Newer legislation requires the state to lower GHG emission by 40% over 1990 

levels.  Despite that the CEC would replace BAAQMD’s current GHG land use 

significance of 1,100 MTCO2e/yr with no significance level even though the projects 

emissions are 121 times BAAQMD’s current significance level.   Under the PD’s 

reasoning there is no level of GHG emission that would be significant.            

 

The PD fails to mention that the environmental analysis does not consider the 

Cumulative Impacts from six Santa Clara Data Centers 

 

A “cumulative impact” is the environmental impact resulting from the 

incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present and 

reasonably foreseeable future actions that can result from individually minor but 
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collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time (40 CFR 

1508.7).  The analysis should define and justify the geographic scope of the area 

affected by the cumulative impact (14 CCR § 15130(b)(3)).  The evidence does 

not support the PD’s conclusion that there is no significant GHG impact because 

it fails to consider the cumulative impact from the six Santa Clara Data Centers 

being permitted by the CEC which is never even mentioned in Staff or applicant’s 

analyses.  Energy Commission staff has already determined there is no 

significant impacts from any of these data centers as it has issued IS/MND’s for 

all of them.  The only evidence concerning cumulative impacts in the proceeding 

is contained in Exhibit 300 pages 5-7 and is completely ignored in the decision, 

As stated in exhibit 300: 

  
“The projects GHG emissions combined with the estimated GHG 
emissions from just the other CEC Santa Clara Data Center projects is 

833,803 MTCO2e/yr.4   Those cumulative emissions of 833,803  
MTCO2e/yr  from just the data centers alone would be 1.8  times higher 

than SVP’s high 2030 GHG target of 485,000 MTCO2e/yr  and 3.2 times 
higher than the SVP low 2030 target of 275,000 MTCO2e/yr. 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

                                                                 
4 Table 1 Santa Clara Data Centers Before the CEC.  
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Table 1 Santa Clara Data Centers Before The CEC 

Project                CEC #       Testing      Construction       Other           Electricity    

Mission College    19-SPPE-05             3,8755               1,2316                 2,6637               136,3848 

Laurelwood           19-SPPE-01             2,5839               1,04310                1,60011               170,17012 
Sequoia                  19-SPPE-03             4,30113                1,39514              5,64015               170,86516 

McLaren                 17-SPPE-01             5,04417                 2539                1,04818                116,84819 
Walsh                      19-SPPE-02             2,31320                970 21                  75622                108,39623 

Lafayette                20-SPPE-02             5,00024                 76225                 1,81326               131,14027 Totals   

Total MTCO2e/yr                             23,116                7,940                    20,520               833,803         
28    

 

The six Santa Clara Data centers before the Commission have the 

potential to emit 833,803 MTCO2e/yr.   The combined potential emissions from 

these data centers represents almost 3% of the electricity sectors low 30 

MMTCO2e a year 2030 target and about 1.6% of the electric sectors high GHG 

2030 emission target of 53 MMTCO2e.” 29  The PD and the analysis in the 

proceeding ignore the large GHG impacts from the agency’s  actions approving 

multiple data centers which emit up to 833,803 MTCO2e/yr  representing  up to 

                                                                 
5 Exhibit 200 Page 209 of 402 
6 Exhibit 200 Page 208 of 402 
7Exhibit 200 Page 212 of 402 
8 Exhibit 200 Page 212 of 402 
9 TN 229584 Laurelwood Data Center Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration   Page 160 of 291 
10  TN 229584 Laurelwood Data Center Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration  Page 160 of 291 
11 TN 229584 Laurelwood Data Center Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration  Page 163 of 291  
12 TN 229584 Laurelwood Data Center Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration  Page 163 of 291 
13 TN 231651 Sequoia Data Center Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 169 of 322 
14 TN 231651 Sequoia Data Center Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 169 of 322 
15 TN 231651 Sequoia Data Center Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 168 of 322 
16 TN 233095 CEC Staff Responses to Committee Questions Page 16 of 39 
17 TN  223911 McLaren Data Center Project Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Dec. Page 106 of 329  
18 TN  223911 McLaren Data Center Project Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Dec. Page 106 of 329 
19 TN  223911 McLaren Data Center Project Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Dec. Page 106 of 329 
20 TN 232078 Walsh Data Center Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 173 of 352  
21 TN 232078 Walsh Data Center Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 172 of 352 
22 TN 232078 Walsh Data Center Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 176 of 352 
23 TN 232078 Walsh Data Center Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration Page 176 of 352 
24 TN 223041-1 LBGF SPPE Application - Part 1  Page 118 of 194 
25 TN 223041-1 LBGF SPPE Application - Part 1  Page 118 of 194 
26 TN 223041-1 LBGF SPPE Application - Part 1  Page 120 of 194 
27 TN 223041-1 LBGF SPPE Application - Part 1  Page 120 of 194 
28 Exhibit 300 Pages 6,7 
29 Exhibit 300 Pages 6,7 
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3% of the electrical sectors targeted 2030 emissions.  The PD fails to respond to 

the testimony provided that demonstrates that the projects cumulative impacts 

are significant.  

The analysis and the PD also ignore the cumulative impact of the diesel 

and NO2 health and air quality impacts from the six Santa Clara Data centers.   

 

 

                                                                                          Respectfully submitted, 
                                                                                        

 
 

                                                          
 
                                                                                           Robert Sarvey 
                                                                                           501 W. Grant Line Rd. 

                                                                                           Tracy, CA. 95376 
                                                                                            sarveybob@aol.com 

                                                                                (209) 836-0277 
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Attachment 1 TN 233079 Bay Area Air Quality Management District Comments - 
Comment Letter for Mission College Data Center MND – Mission College Data Center 

Exhibit 301 Pages 1-3 
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Attachment 2 - TN  232242 Bay Area Air Quality Management District Comments - 
Comment Letter for Sequoia Data Center MND Sequoia Data Center Exhibit 301 
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Attachment 3 
Exhibit 503   TN # 232507   

Bay Area Air Quality Management District Comments - Comment Letter for Walsh Data Center MND 
 

https://efiling.energy.ca.gov/GetDocument.aspx?tn=232507&DocumentContentId=64529
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