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Subject: STARWOOD POWER PROJECT (06-AFC-10) PMPD COMMENTS 

Attached are staff's PMPD Comments for the proposed Starwood Power Project (SPP). 

Starwood Proof of Service List 

Mail List: 7221 7222, 7223 


Proof of Servlce List (Revised on ~ ! l * , / ~ ) ~) 
filed with Original ocument. Mailed from 
sacramento on 173~ O Y  1-



Page 52.First Item on Table page (last item in Federal Section of Table). 

Staff suggests moving this item to the hazardous materials section, as staff believes 
that the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act LORS is not 
appropriate for the air quality section. It is appropriate for the hazardous materials 
section as it is only triggered through the manufacture, process, or otherwise use of 
listed toxic materials, which do not have to have any air quality component, or air 
quality releases. 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Page 57. Operational Impact Mitigation. 

Mitigation for operational irr~pacts of wastewater evaporation pond should include 
both BIO-I I (Evaporation Pond Monitoring) and BIO-10 (Evaporation Pond Design). 
Specification of water quality and wildlife usage action is provided. Changes 
proposed as follows: 

Staff suggests the following revision: 

Mitigation: The Project Owner shall design and monitor the evaporation pond 
avoid impacts to-fwwater quality and prevent wildlife usage. Conditions BIO-10 and 
BIO-11. 

Page 60. Short-term Construction Disturbance, first paragraph. 

The CDFG has determined that the kit fox may be impacted by construction and 
operation of the project, requiring habitat compensation. The CDFG had a relatively 
minor, secondary role in determining impacts and recommending mitigation for 
SJKF. 

Staff suggests the following revision: 

The USFWS and CDFG kas have determined that the kit fox may be impacted by 
construction and operation of the project, requiring habitat compensation. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Page 87. Condition of Certification CUL-5, first paragraph, first sentence. 

Staff suggests the following revision: 

Prior to and during the start of pre-construction site mobilization; construction 
ground disturbance; construction grading, boring, and trenching; and construction, 
the project owner shall provide Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) 
training to w : s ,  










