
STOEL 

July 30.2007 

. 
BY HAND DELIVERY DOCKET I 
Mr. Christopher Msyer OO-AFC-~~Compliance Project Manager 
California Energy Cot~~rnission DATE JW " C 

1516 Ninth Street, MS-15 
Sacramento, CA 958 14 RECD. ~ u i3 

Re: 	 El Scguudo Power Redevelopment Yroject (00-AFC-14C) 
PSD Non-Applicability Determination for the El Segundo Power Rcdevelopment 
Project 

Dcar Mr. Meyer: 

Please find ellclosed hcrein Kur docketing a copy of a request for a Prevention 01' Significant 
neteriorarion ("PSD") Eon-Applicability Determination submilled to the U.S. Ellvironmential 
Protection Agency i"EPA j on July 27,2007. in relation to the proposed amendment to the Ei 
Segundo Power Redevelopment ("ESPR) project. 

Please contact mt:at the nun~hzrabovc should you have any questions. 

Very truly yours,&iq&&p2Seth D. Hi1 on 

SDH:f h2 

cc: 	 Mr. Cieorgc Pianilia, El Segundn Powcr 11LLC 



NRG EI Segundo Pnwer 11 LLC 
1 819 Aston Avcnuc. Suitc 105 
Carlsbad. CA 92008 

Direct Phone: 760.7 1 0.2 144 

July 27,2007 

Cicrarrlcl Rins 
Air Division AIR-3 
U.S. Environmental Proteciiun Agency 
75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco. CA 94105 

Subiect: PSD Non- Applicability Determination for the El Segundo Power 
Redevelopment Project 

Dear Mr, Kios: 

We are requesting written confirmation from the EPA that the proposcd amendment to the t;I 
Segundo Power Redevelopment (ESPR) project will not trigger Prevention of Signif cant 
Deteriomtion (PSD) review. 

Background 

On December 2 1 ,  2000 an Application for Certilication (AFC) for the ES PR project was 
submitted to  he California Energy Commission (CEC). As part of the permitting process for 
this proposed iacility an Application fox a Determination a f Cornpliancc (DOC) and Permit to 

C'onstruct (PTC) was submitted to the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(SCAQMD) on December 20,2000. The ESPR project consists of the proposed replacement 
of two existing boilers at the El Segundo Generating Station (Units 1 and 2) with two new 
natural gas-fired combined cycle gas turbines. The proposed new equipment was capable of 
generating up to approximately 647 megawatts (MW) and would have increased the plant's 
overall capacity by approximately 297 M W .  A cornplcte description of the ESPR project was 
included in the South Coast Air Quality Management District's (SCAQMD) engineering 
evaluhon for the propostrl LSPR project. A copy of this document was submittcd to the 
EPA on November 29: 2001. As pm of the air quality regulatory analysis prepared by the 
SCAQM D, the SCAQMD reviewed the applicable requiremenrs of the PSD regulations and 
concluded that the ESPR project did not trigger PSD review. ?'his conclusion is discussed on 
pages 36 and 37 ol'the May 2 5.200 1 P/C Evalualion that was included as part of the 
Novemkr 29,2001 package submittcd lo the EPA. Copies of thc yrtinent pages from the 
SCAQMD engineering evaluation tlrt: included as Allachmerii 1 for your reference. As 
discussed in the SCAQMD engineering evaluation, because the net emission increase for the 
propod ESPR project was below the PSD significance levels for SOX and NOx. the projcct 
did not trigger PSI3 review. The SCAQMD did not include CO, VOC, and PMlo in the PSD 




























































































































































































































































































































