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Rc: Sycamore Cogeneration Company (84-AFC-61 
Petition for Insignificant Air Q,ualitv Amendment 

near Mr. Meyer.: 

This petition is being ssubmittcd to  allow Syca~nor-eCogeneration Company 
isyenmore) to  replace the existing dry low NOx combusturs in Units 1,2, 3, and 4 
with Gcneral Electric (GE) enhanced dry low NOx (DLNl+I combustors. Sycamore 
has applied for SJVAPCD Authority to  Construck for these modifications and 
expccts SJVAPCD appruval in early September 2007. The Compliance Project 
Manager pre,viously receivcd a copy of the SJVAPCD application and the EPA 
notification of PSD non-applicability. For this reason copies of' thcse docunlents ace 
not included with this petition. The CEC is un the distribution list for the final 
SJVAPCL) permit. 

The petition does not require the additiun, elimination or nlodification of any  
co~lditionsof certification. Furthermore, the pruposed change poses no potential fur 
adverse er~vironmentaIimpacts. Under these circurnstanccs, pursuant to Seeti011 
1769 (a1 (21, CEC Staff havc the nutharity to  approve the proposed chfinge without 
full CEC! approval providing a 14-day notice is providcd to  the docket, each 
comn~issioner.and any party on the post-certificatiun mailing list. 

If you have any questions, please contnct Daniel Beck at (661j 615-4660 or  David 
Skin of CH2M IIII,L a t  (510)587-7767, 

DLB: klz 

Attachment 
xc: D. Stein, CHZM HILL - (wlnttachmerll) 



1,O OVERVIEW 
Sycamorc Cogel-leratinn Company (Sycamore) reccivcd original approval (84-AFCd) in 
Dccember 1986 from the CaIifomia Energy Conunission (CEC) fur a 300 megawatt (MW) 
cogeneration plant in Kcrn County, California. The facility consists of four (4) 75 M n 7  
(nominal) natural-gas fired Genera1 Electric Frame 7EA combustion turbines equipped 
with dry L.uw NOx (DLN) combustors, feu r (4) unfired heat recovery stcan1 genera tors 
(HRSGs), tach capable oC generating up to 450,000 pounds per hour (lb/hr) of steam for 
delivery to the adjacent oilfield operator tor use in enhanced oil recovery and ancillary 
equipment. Sycamore is nwned jointly by Chevron and Edisoii Mission Energy. A post- 
certifica lion prtitivn for the operation of two of tl~r four rombustion turbines (units 1 end 
4) in simple cycle modc and rerllnval of a requirement to meet cxplicit cogetlera tion 
efficiency criteria was apprvved by the CEC on Dcccmber I, 2W4. A post-certification 
petition to t=xtt?nci flexibility for Units 2 a i d  3 to also oprrate in either simplc cycle or 
cogeneration modc was approved as m hiigruficant change on July 2hf2O0h. 

Thit; petition is being submitted to allow Sycamc~re to replace thc cxisti~~g dry low NOx 
combustors in Units 1,2,3, and 4 with GencraI Electric (C F':) enhanced dry Iow NOx 
(DLNl+) combustors. Sycamor~ has applied fur SJVAPCD Authority to Construct for 
thcsc modificalions and expects SJVAPCD approval in early September 2007. The 
Compliance Project Managcr previously rrceiveil a copy of the SJVAPCD applira tion and 
the EP A notifica tinn of E D  nun-applicability. For this reason copies of these documents 
arp not incIucIed with this petition. The CEC is nn the ~Iistrihution list for thc final 
SJVAPCD permit. 

Sycamore and GE expcct that the I >I .Nl+ combustors will allow S~camore tn achieve 
compIiance with the SJVAPCD Rule 4 7 0  retrofit requiremrn t of ppm NOx at 15% 0 2  by 
the cumpIiance date of Apd 30,2008. 'l'he petitiun dues not require thc addition, 
elimination or mnd if ication uf any conditions of certification. Furthermore, the proposed 
change poseb: no potential for adverse environmental impacts. 

'l'his petitiun for a post-certification amendment is king submitted undcr the provi~ions 
of Section 1769 of TiLk 211, California Administrative Codc (CEC K tilrs of P m c f i c ~  unli 
P r n r ~ d ~ ~  rr and Po.wur Pllan f Site Certificafiorr. Reg rrln lii~jls) to seek a minor modification to the 
air quality conditions of certi f ira t ion. Because the proposed amc~~dr~~ent  does not require 
a change to any ci~nditions uf certification, pursuar-tt to 5rr lion 1769 (a) (2), CEC Staff havc 
the authority to approve thc proposed rha tlge without full CEC approval, providing that 
a 14-day noticc is ma& to the docket, each commissioner, and any party on the post- 
certification mailing list. The petition is organized tu address the mformatioml 
requirements of Scction 1769 i11 the urrIer they appear in thc scctinn. 'l'he requirement 
appears in bold italics foIIowed by a narrative response. 

SEPTEMBER 2007 SYCAMORE (84-AFC-6) OLNI+ AMENDMENT 










