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Dear Mr. Rundquist:

Enclosed are Pacific Gas and Electric Company's responses to the California Energy
Commission Staff's Data Requests 20-24 that were issued on February 2, 2009.

Should there be questions or comments concerning this matter, please contact Charles Price at
(530)934-9007.

Regards,

e

Tom Miller
Project Manager
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Introduction

Attached are Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s responses to the California Energy
Commission (CEC) staff’s Data Requests (DRs) 20 through 24 related to PG&E’s License
Petition Amendment which was submitted to the CEC on August 14, 2008. DRs 20-24 relate
to air quality. The attached responses are presented in the same order as the CEC staff
presented them and are keyed to the Data Request numbers-(20 through 24). New or
revised graphics or tables are numbered in reference to the Data Request number. For
example, the first table used in response to Data Request 20 would be numbered Table 20-1.
The first figure used in response to Data Request 20 would be Figure 20-1, and so on.



Air Quality (20-24)

Background

The project owner provided a revised ERC list, specific to the emission reduction credits
(ERCs) that will be used to mitigate the amended project emissions that both included new
ERCs and eliminated the use of ERCs that were originally listed by the project owner. Staff's
accounting of the offset package shows minor deficiencies in PM10 and SO2 credits that
need to be rectified before staff can complete its analysis. Staff also believes that the offset
package should be adjusted to provide the most defendable mitigation and that additional
information is needed to fully describe the new ERCs being proposed by the project owner.

Data Request

20.

Staff believes that the use of NOx ERCs for NOx offsetting, whenever available,
should be used before using VOC for NOx interpollutant offsets. In fact staff's
original finding that the mitigation package was acceptable was based on the
amount of NOx ERCs being proposed. The project owner has decreased the total
available NOx ERCs and has substantially increased the amount of VOC for NOx
ERCs proposed. Staff notes that from the following ERCs from the original offset
proposal, totaling 41.31 tons of NOx ERCs are no longer being proposed while other
pollutants from these certificates are still being proposed for use, so staff believes
that the project owner should be able to make these NOx ERCs available for use.

NOx ERC Certificates no longer proposed from certificates otherwise still being
used: 06-01-02-03, 06-01-02-04, 06-01-02-05, 06-7-2001-1, 06-07-02-05, 06-06-
11-01, and 06-07-02-01.

In addition three of the original certificates proposed, totaling 6.39 tons of NOx
ERCs, are no longer proposed for use for any pollutants, but these four certificates
are more than compensated for by the four new ERC certificates credits being

proposed by the project owner.

Please provide a revised offset package to minimize the use of VOC for NOx
interpollutant offsets, at least to the proportion of NOx ERCs originally proposed to
offset the NOx emissions, or provide an updated analysis of the appropriateness of
the interpollutant offset ratio.

Response: Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has reviewed Staff’s concerns and has
revised the proposed emission reduction credit (ERC) proposal for the Colusa Generating
Station (CGS) project. Attachment DR20-1is a copy of an Authority to Construct permit
application to the Colusa County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) requesting approval
of this revised ERC proposal. Table 1 of Exhibit 2 of this application presents the ERCs being
proposed for the CGS project. Specific highlights of Table 1 are incorporation most of the
same ERC sources reviewed during the licensing of the project, use of the Highway 70
Stationary Source ERCs (for NOx VOC, and PMig), and the use of PG&E-owned stationary



CGS DATA RESPONSES 20 THROUGH 24

source ERCs from a compressor station in Tehama County. PG&E's proposal assumes using
approximately 102 tons of NO, and 67.7 tons of PMio ERCs! from stationary sources.

PG&E expects the APCD to approve the ATC modification request by the middle of March
and will forward a copy of any correspondence to the CEC when received.

Data Request

21, Given that staff believes that the use of stationary source ERCs, whenever
available, is more definitive, and the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) both support the use of stationary source
ERCs, they should be used before using the agricultural burn cessation ERCs.
Therefore, staff would want the project owner’s offset proposal revised to include the
Camptonville PM10 ERC source (certificate ERC-9937006-00T). Please provide a
revised offset package to minimize the use of agricuitural burn cessation ERCs and
that also addresses Data Request 24.

Response: Please see the response to Data Request No. 20 above for a description of the
current ERC proposal. Specificaﬂy, PG&E assume the use of the stationary source PMyo
ERCs from the Camptonville would have a reduced benefit to the local environment.

Data Request

22. In order to adequately update our analysis, and the Appendix A Table associated
with condition of certification AQ-SC7, please identify the crops associated with
each of the four new Emerald Farms agricultural burn cessation ERCs.

Response: The Emerald Farms agricultural burn ERCs are based on field used to grow rice
-and wheat crops.

Data Request

23. Staff's accounting of the project owner's annual SO, mitigation proposal shows a
total of 31,329 Ibs of ERCs proposed, while the revised annual emission limit in
District Condition 26 is equivalent to 31,380 Ibs, which means there is a deficit of 51
Ibs to meet staff condition AQ-SC7 requirements. Please identify ERCs or revised
annual emission limit proposed to cover this minor mitigation requirement deficit.

Response: As noted in the response to Data Request No. 20, which shows PG&E is
providing a total of 31,400.9 pounds of SO, ERCs.

Data Request

24, Staff's accounting of the project owner’s annual PM10 mitigation proposal shows a
total of 77.89 tons of PM10 ERCs proposed after application of the applicable
distance ratios, while the revised annual emission limit in District Condition would
require 78.36 tons (103.36 tons emissions minus 25 ton offset threshold) of PM10
offsets per District rules, which means that there is a deficit of 0.47 tons to meet:
District offset requirements (please note that staff believes that the District’s latest

1 These values do not include any distance ratios and are face values fromthe -ERC cettificates.



CGS DATA RESPONSES 20 THROUGH 24

version of Condition 27 has an erroneous PM10 value). Please identify ERCs or
revised annual emission limits proposed to cover this minor deficit.

Response: The response to Data Request No. 20 shows that PG&E is providing 78.36 tons of
PMjp ERCs after incorporating the required District distance ratios.

AN
\



BNY Pacific Gas and
q FElectric Company®

Colusa Ganerating Stalion
Jon Maring

Sr. Diractor —Fossll Plant Conslruclion,

Povrar Generatlon

February 13, 2009

Harry A. Krug

Director of Alr Qualily Standards

Colusa County Alr Pollution Control District
100 Sunrise Boulevard, Sulte A-3

Colusa, California 95932-3246

Reference: Coltisa Generating Station .
_ Project No. 5727461

Subject:  Request to Modify Determination of Compliance

Dear Mr. Krug:

P.O. Box 3908
Maxviell, CA 85955

630-934-9012
Internal: 334-9012
Foax: 630-934.9023

CGS09-.-0019
Flle 3.1.6.1

Based on comments recelved from the California Energy Commission (CEC) on the proposed
Emission Reduction Credit (ERC) package submitted to the Distrlct, Pacific Gas and Electric
Company (PG&E) has revised its ERC package for the Colusa Generating Station (CGS).

Exhibit 1 contains a completed Authority to Construction Application and a check for the-
amount of $180.00. Exh|blt 2 presents the list of ERC sources and a demonstration that
sufficient ERCs are held by PG&E to satlsfy the District's and CEC’s mitigation requirements,

Should there be questlons or comments concerning thls matter, please call Jerry Salamy of

CH2M HILL at (916)286-0207 or myself to discuss.

Exhlbits

cc: Flle No. 3.1,6.1
Dale Rundquist, CEC
Shaheerah Kelly, US EPA Reglon IX




COLUSA COUNTY AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT
100 Sunrise Blvd,, Suite F, Colusa, California 95932, Phone: (5}0) 458-0590, FAX (530) 458-5744

APPLICATION FOR AUTHORITY TO CONSTRUCT

Please provide all pertinent facility information requested in the application checklist attached. Incomplete
applications are not acceptable, Once approved, this authority to construct authorizes facility operation from the
start-up date for a maximum period of 90 days until the permit to operate is issued. Please notify the District by
letter when you ave ready to operate so that we may verify that the facility was constructed in accordance with the
plans submitted to the District and observe the equipment in operation before we issue a permit to operate. This
fom must be received and accepted, and application fees paid, prior 1o start of operation,

PERMIT TO BE ISSUED TO: Pacific Gas and Electric Company

MAILING ADDRESS: 5025 Delevan Road, Maxwell, CA 95955
LOCATION OF FACILITY: Legal Location: Sec_35_Twn_I8N_Rge 4W
TYPE OF FACILITY:

SUMMARY LIST OF PROPOSED EQUIPMENT CHANGES (attach permit information checklist):
Revision to the emission reditction credit package aind Conditlon 26.

CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE - START: _ September 2008 .~ COMPLETE:  October 2010

SIGNATURE OF RESPONSIBLE MEMBER OF FIRM: U/m ﬁ/ 4.

4 v :
oate ] 2lizjaq (
NAME (please print): Jon Maring C/

TITLE OF PERSON: Senior Director, New Generation

'‘CONTACT PERSON: Chales Price

TELEPIIONE NUMBER: 530-438-2789 FAX: (' ) -
FOR DISTRICT USE ONLY

PERMIT: Accepted O Denied O

PERMIT NUMBER: APPLICATION FEE: $155.00

PERMIT CONDITIONS (also see attachment):

In the absence of specific permit conditions to the contrary, the throughput, fiel and material consumption,
capacities, and hours of operation described in the permit application will be considered maximum allowable limits.
All equipment, including process and pollution abatement equipment, must be propesly maintained at all times. The
approved permit to operate does not guarantee that the proposed équipment will comply with the air pollution
control regulations.

SIGNED: DATE:
Hany A, Kmug
Director of Air Quality Standards : 06/06/01




Exhibit 2

Revisions to the Offset Pool

Subsequent to the approval of the original offset package, negotiations with
Emerald Farms resulted in acquisition of significant ERCs. These ERCs come
from curtailment of agricultural burning on property adjacent to the Project site.
Applicant requests that these ERCs be added to the pool from which offsets may
be drawn to offset emissions from the Project.

In reliance upon the agencies’ approval of the VOC:NOx offset ratio of 1.4:1, and
the agencies’ analysis which indicated that this ratio results in an environmental
benefit, the applicant has finalized its purchases from the original pool. In
finalizing these purchases, some options were exercised, while others were
allowed to expire unused. At this time, there are no options left to exercise. |
Applicant requests that those ERCs for which offsets have expired be removed
from the pool from which offsets may be ‘drawn, because they are no longer
under applicant’s control.

Some of the offsets that were allowed to expire were direct NOx emissions. In
order to meet new CEC requirements, applicant proposes to add sufficient NOx
offsets from PG&E's Tehama ERC holdings to bring total direct NOx offsets up
to the levels contained in the original package.

There are also small shortfalls in PM10 and SO2 offsets. Applicant proposes to
add sufficient offsets from PG&E's Tehama ERC holdings to meet those
requirements.

The following tables demonstrate compliance with all offset requiréments using the new
offset pool.

Table 1 lists all of the offsets in the proposed pool. Because more VOCs were purchased
than needed, some of those offsets will be retained by PG&E. The retained offsets will be
the entire ERC balance from a number of certificates, plus a portion of the Highway 70

ERCs.

Table 2 summarizes the allocation of offsets from the pool (offsets to be.surrendered,
offsets to be retained).

Table 3 demonstrates that the surrendered offsets will meet both CEC and District
requirements.

Total offsets for each ozone or particulate precursor are equal to or greater than
the Project emissions, on an annual basis (CEQA mitigation requirement);

Total direct NOx offsets are equal to or greater than the direct NOx offsets in the
original pool (CEC Staff requirement);

Total offsets for VOC, NOx, and PM10, after adjustment for distance, are greater
than or equal to the project emissions, less 25 TPY allowance, on an annual basis.
Quarterly Offsets for VOC, NOx, and PM10 are each greater than or equal to the
quarterly project emissions, less a portion of the 25 TPY allowance.




Compliance with District offset requirements results in surplus CEQA mitigation for
VOC and PM10; compliance with CEQA mitigation requirements for SO2 results in
surrender of more offsets than required under District regulations.




Tablel

PGE&E Credils Available (Offset Pool) ' Adjusted for Distance
_ Annual Anrval
Pollutant Q1 (Tb) Q2 (@b) Q3 () Q4 (Ib) dbs) Polluant Q1(b) Q2(b) Q3() Q4(h) (lbs)
Davis ”
Ranches NOx 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | NOx 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
06-7-2001-1 vOC 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | voC 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
>20 <50
miles PM10 15,7914 12,735.0 5,094.0 17,319.6 50,540.0 | PM10 10,5276 8,490.0 3,396.0 11,546.4 33,960.0
0.667 SO2 27522 22236 889.4 3024.1 88893 | SO2 18348 14824 5929 2,016.1 59262
JonChaney | NOx 23041 1,696.9 6785 2,307.8 6,787.3 { NOx 17534 | 14141 5654 19232 56561
06-01-02-01 voC 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | voC 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
<20 miles PM10 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0833 so2 4451 359.0 143.6 4882 1435.9 | sO2 370.9 299.2 1197 406.8 1,196.6
Gumersfield ) _
ENT NOx 5616.0 4529.0 18116 6,1594 18,116.0 | NOx 46800 | 37742 | 15097 51328 15,0967
06-01-2-02 | VOC 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | vocC 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
<20 miles PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.833 sO2 1,183.0 958.1 3832 1308.0 38323 | SO2 990.0 798.4 3193 1,085.8 3,193.6
Baber ’
Maxwell
Ranch NOx 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | NOx 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
06-01-02-03 voC 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | voC 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
<20 miles PM20 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0833 So2 2125 1714 68.6 233.1 685.6 | SO2 1771 1428 572 1543 5713
Ranch NOx 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 | NOx 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
06-01-2-04 vOC 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 | voc 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0-
<20 miles PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | PMIO: 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0
0.833 -SO2 508,1 4097 163.9 .. 5572 1,6389 | sO2 484 3414 136.6 4643 1,365.8
LewisRanch | g -
Baber Estate | NOx 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | NOx 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
056-01-2-05 vOC 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | voc 0.0 0.0 0.0. 0.0 0.0
<20 miles PMI10 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | PM10 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.833 SO2 1795 1448 57.9 1969 579.1 | SO2 149.6. 1207 483 164.1 4826
Lewis Ranch )
Pixie Baber NOx 809.0 6255 261.0 887.3 2,582.8 | NOx 6742 523 275 7394 21523
06-01- 02052 | VOC 00 0.0 0.0 00 | voc 00 |. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0




Tablel

PG&E Credits Available (Offset Pool) Adjusted for Distance
Annual : Annual
Pollutant Q1(b)  Q2@b) Q@b  Q4(b) (Ibs) Pollutant Q1) Q@) B@) - Q4(b) (Ibs)
<20 miles PM10 980.2 790.5 3162 1,075.0 3,161.9 | PM10 8168 | 658.8 2635 8958 2634.9
0.833 SO2 171.1 138.0 55.2 1877 552.0 | SO2 1426 115.0 46.0 1564 460.0
Baber
Garrette ‘
Ranch NOx 587.8 4741 189.6 644.7 18962 | NOx 489.8 395.1 158.0 5373 1,5802
06-01-02-06 vOoC 5313 428.5 171.4 5827 1,713.9 | VOC 4428 357.1 1428 485.6 1428.3
<20 miles PM10 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
. 0.833 S02 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | SO2 00 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Babér Webb ) .
Ranch NOx 15772 1,271.9 508.8 17298 5,087.7 | NOx 13143 1,059.9 4240 1445 4,230.8
06-01-02-09 vOC 14255 1,149.6 459.9 15635 45985 | VOC 1,187.9 958.0 3833 13029 38321
<20 miles PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.833 SO2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | SO2 .0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Jim
LaGrande NOx 1,3190 11482 567.0 1,448.9 4,483.1 | NOx . 1,099.2 956.8 4725 1,2074 3,735.9
06-01-03-01 voC 1,1922 . 11107 634.7 13115 4,249.1 | vOC 9935 925.6 528.9 10929 3,540.9
<20 miles PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.833 SO2 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | SO2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Jerry Maltby | NOx 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | NOx 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
06-06-11-01 vOoC 4,087.7 32965 1,318.6 44833 13,186.1 | VOC 34064 2,747.1 1,098.8 3736.1 10,9884
<20 miles PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0
0.833 SO2 956.7 7715 3086 10493 3,086.1 | SO2 7973 642.9 2572 874.4 2571.8
Tuttle
Gordon
Ranch NOx 0.0. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | NOx 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
06-07-02-01 voC 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | VOC 0.0 oo | 0.0 0.0 0.0
<20 miles PM10 00 0.0 -0.0 0.0 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0833 .| sO2 336.8 306.0 1663 3703 11794 { SO2 2807 255.0 138.6 308.6 982.8
Tuttle
Helphenstine
Ranch NOx 0.0 85.8 1438 23 231.9 | NOx 0.0 715 1198 1.9 1933
06-07-02-02 voc 0.0 151.7 2542 41 410.0 | VOC 0.0 1264 2118 34 341.7
<20 miles PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Retzined

Retained

Retained




Table 1

PG&E Credits Available (Offset Pool) Adjusted for Distance
‘ » Arnmual Annual
Polutnt Qi)  Q2(b)  Q3@)  Qa(b) (1bs) Polluant QI(b) Q2(b) Q3(b)  Q4(b) (Ms)

0.833 sO2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | sO2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Charles: ' -

Tuttle NOx 1.6 118.8 3528 32 4764 | NOx 13 99.0 2940 27 397.0

06-07-02-03 vOC 5.1 210.0 ‘8575 57 1,0783 | VOC 43 175.0 714.6 4.8 898.6

R <20 miles PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

0.833 .SO2 0.2 24.9 622 07 88.0 | SO2 02 20.8 51.8 0.6 733

Tuttle -

Williams

Ranch NOx 0.0 60.9 1021 1.6 164.6 | NOx 0.0 508 85.1 .13 1372

06-07-02-04 vOC' 0.0 107.7 180.4 29 291.0 | VOC 0.0 89.8 150.3. 2.4 2425

<20 miles PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.833 SO2 0.0 12.8 214 03 34.5 | SO2 0.0 10.7 17.8 03 28.8

Jack De Wit NOx 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | NOx 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

06-07-02-05 voC 1,033.1 8332 3333 1,133.1 33327 | vOC 860.9 694.3 2778 9443 2,777.3

<20 miles PM10 0.0. 0.0 0.0. 0.0 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.833 SO2 2418 195.0 . 78.0 2652 780.0 | SO2 201.5 1625 65.0 221.0 650.0

Highway 70

Industrial )

Park NOx 35,000.0 35,000.0 35,0000 35,000.0 | 140,000.0 | NOx 233333 | 233333 | 233333 23,3333 933333

08-05-36,37,

39 yoC 350,000.0 | VOC

>20'<50 -

miles . PM10 33,5000 33,5000 33,500.0 -335000 | 134,000.0 | PM10 22,3333 | 223333 | 223333 23333 89,3333
0.667: 502 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | SO2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

wal - ' .

Payne NOx 1,701.0 1,674.0 3,033.0 1,901.0 _ 8509.0 | NOx 1,134.0 1,2493 2,020 12673 56727

2001-26 voc 1,538.0 2,362.0 8,034.0 1.718.0 - 13,652.0 | vOC 10253 15747 5.356.0 1,1453 9,101.3

>20 <50

miles PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.667 502 360.0 395.0 489.0 4020 1,646.0 | sO2 240.0 2633 326.0 268.0 1,097.3

Baber Yuba

County . ]

Ranch. NOx 420.0- 707.0 641.0 501.0 2.269.0 ] NOx 2100 3535 3205 2505 1,134.5

9937006-00T vOC 199.0. 335.0 304.0 2380 1,076.0 | VOC 99.5 167.5 1520 119.0 538.0

>50 miles PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 | PM10 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Retained

Retained




Table 1

PG&E Credits Available (Offset Pool) Adjusted for Distance
Pollutant Q1 (ib) Q2 (Ib) Q2 (Ib) A4 () {Ibs) Pollutant Q1 (Ib) Q2 (ib) Q3 (1b) Q4 (1b) (bs
0.500 SO2 166.0 2790 254.0 198.0 | §97.0 | SO2 83.0 1395 127.0 99.0 448.5
Emerald ) )
Farms NOx 3,274.7 2,981.1 16264 3,600.9 12,4831 | NOx 2,7289 2484.3 1,355.3 3,000.8 95693
06-01-08-01 voC 2.959.9 2,9882 1,962.3 32625 11,172.9 | VOC 2A66.6 24902 1,635.3 27188 93108
<20 miles PM10 3,967.5 4,038.2 1. 2,685.0 43741 15,064.8 | PM10 33063 3365.2 2,375 36451 12,554.0
0.833 SO2 6927 629.9 3428 761.7 24271 | SO2 577.3 5249 285.7 6345 2026
Emerald
Farms NOx 465.9 3757 1503 510.9 15028 | NOx 3833 313.1 1253 4258 1,252.3
06-01-08-02 vocC 4.1 3396 1958 4618 14183 | VOC 350.9 283.0 1632 384.8 1,181.9
<20 miles PM10 -564.4 455.2 1821 619.0 1,820.7 | PM10- 4703 3793 151.8 5158 15173
0.833 502 98.5 795 318 | .. 108.1 3179 | sO2 §2.1 66.3 . 265 901 264.9
Emerald
Farms NOx 4,136.6 33380 13344 45369 13,3459 | NOx 3,472 2,781.7 1,1120 3,780.8 11,121.6
06-01-08-03 VOC 3,738.9 3,0152 1,208.1 4,100.7 12.062.9 | VOC 3,115.8 25127 1,006.8 34173 10,0524
<20 miles PM10 5.011.7 40417 1.616.7 SA987 16,165.8 | PM10 41764 3.368.1 13473 45823 13,474.0
0.833 SO2 §75.1 705.7 2823 959.7 25228 | SO2 7293 588.1 . 2353 79%.8 23523
Emerald ‘
Farms NOx 5761 5422 3159 63@] 2,0682 | NOx 480.1 451.8 2633 5283! 172835
06-01-08-04 vOC 520.7 557.1 3979 574.8 2,0505 | VvoC 4339 4643 3316 479.0 1,708.8
<20 miles PM10 698.0 7543 5458 7707 27688 | PMI10 581.7 628.6 454.8 6423 23073
0.833 502 121.9 1145 66.5 134.1 437.0 | SO2 101.6 95.4 554 111.8 3642
PGE credits
{Tehama) NOx 15,995.9 15,995.9 15,995.9 15,995.9| 63,983.6 | NOx 10,6639 | 10,6639 | 10,663.9 10,6635 42,655.7
voC 0.0 | vOC 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
>20 <50 _
miles PM10 3522 3522 3522 3522 1,408.8 | PM10 2348 2348 248 23438 9392
0.667 S02 18.0 18.0 18.0 18.0 720 | SO2 120 120 12.0 120 48.0

Retained

Retained

Retained




Table 2. Summary of ERC Pool

total, Ib

total, Ib

total, Ib

Pool from which offsets will be drawn

NOx 73584.9 70,825.0 62,7121 758656 | 282,987.6 | NOx 523979 | 499735 | 43,0416 54,2382 | 195,651.2
voC 105,152.5 104,385.0 1038121 106,942.6 4202922 | vOC 72,7211 71,8988 | 70,4864 74,1698 289,276.2
PM10 60,865.4 56,6671 44,2920 63509.3 | 225,333.8 | PMIO- 42)&47.2 39,458.0 | 304190 443958 156,720.0
802 93242 7.936.4 38827 10,257.6 314009 | SO2 7,193.1 6,081.2 2,9182 7.908.0 24,1005
ERCs retined by PG&E (from specified ERCs, plus 7729  IbVOC/quarter from Highway 70)
NOx NOx .
vVoC 253764 24,608.9 24,086.0 27,166.5 101,187.8 { VOC 195370 | 187148 | 173023 20,985.8 76,539.9
PM10 ' PM10
SO2 SO2

. Annual Annual
Pollumt Q1 () Qz (b) Q3 (Tv) Q4 (Ib) (tbs) Pollutant Q1(Ib) Q2() Q3(b) Q4(b) (Tbs)
To Be Surrendered .
NOx 73,584.9 70,825.0 62,712.1 75,865.6 282,987.6 | NOx 523979 | 499735 | 43,0416 54,2382 199,651.2
vOoC 79,7761 79.776.1 79,776.1 79,776.1 319,1044 | VOC 53,1841 | 531841 | 53,1841 53,184.1 22,7363
PM10 60,8654 56,667.1 44,2920 63,5093 | 2253338 | PM10 424472 | 394580 | 30419.0. 44,3958 156,720.0
SOZ 93242 7,936.4 38827 10,257.6 31,4009 | sO2 7,193.1 6,081.2 29182 7,908.0 "24,100.5




Table 3. Demonstration of Compliance

Total offsets,
ton

VOC for
NOx, Ton

Offset
obligation,
ton.

Allocation of
25TPY
allowance

(shortfall),

NOx 3679 35.41 3136 37.93 141.49 | NOx 2620 24.99 2152 27.12 99.83
VOC 39.89 39.89 39.89 39.89 15955 | voc 2659 2659 2659 26.59 106.37
PMI10 3043 2833 215 3175 | 11267 | PMIO pal?) 19.73 1521 220 78.36
502 4.66 397 1.94 513 1570 | so2 3.60 3.04 1.46 3.95 1205
NOx 877 817 19.54 634 4322 | Nox 14.78 14.01 18.53 12.57 59.88
vocC (12.27) (11.43) (27.92) (5.87) (60.50) | voc 2069) | (1961 | (25.58) (1759 (83.84)
PM10 PM10

502 s02

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Annual

NOx 4556 4358 5130 4427 18470 | NOx 4556 4358 51.30 4427 159.71
vocC 1230 11.63 11.84 11.76 4754 | voc 1230 1163 11.84 11.76 253,
PMI0 2554 25.78 26.02 26.02 10336 | PM10 2554 25.78 2602 2.02. 78.36
so2 407 335 3.89 3.89 1569 | 502 0.00
NOx 4556 | 4358 51,30 44.27 18471 | NOx (4.58) @s8) | (125 @458 [ (5.0
voc 1230 11.63 1184 1176 4753 | voc - (6.40) . (11.19) 276) | (25.00)
PM10 2554 2578 2602 26,02 10336 | PM10 4.32) (605 | (081 (3.82) (25.00)
so2 407 355 3.89 3.59 1570 | so2 . 0.00
NOx 0.00 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 | NOx 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
NOC 1531 1682 013 19.26. 5152 | voc 0.00 0.0 (0.00) 0.00 (0.00
PM10 489 255 (3.87) 573 931 | PM10 0.00 0.00 {0.00) 0.00 (0.
s02 059 012 (1.95) 0.00 | s02 3.60 3.04 146 3.95 12.05

$.00






