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BEFORE THE | LLI NO S ENVI RONMENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
IN THE MATTER OF: PROPOSED )
| SSUANCE OF A STATE CON- )
STRUCTI ON PERM T FOR AMEREN )
ENERGY GENERATI NG COVPANY )

REPORT OF PROCEEDI NGS taken at the
heari ng of the above-entitled matter, held at
355 East Chicago Street, Elgin, Illinois,
before Hearing O ficer Paul Jagiello, reported
by Janice H Hei nemann, CSR, RDR, CRR, a notary
public within and for the County of Du Page and

State of Illinois, on the 12th day of April, 2001,

conmenci ng at the hour of 7:00 p.m

APPEARANCES:
MR, PAUL JAG ELLO, | EPA Hearing Oficer;

MR. CHRI STOPHER ROMAI NE, BOA, Manager, Air Permt
Secti on;

MR. MANI SH PATEL, BOA, Engineer, Permt Section;

MR, MARK GERBERDI NG, Conmunity Rel ations.
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HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO  Good eveni ng,
| adi es and gentlenen. W are going to start the
public hearing now. Welconme to this hearing.

My name is Paul Jagiello, and I will be the
hearing officer for this evening's hearing.

Let the record reflect that it is now
approximately 7 o' clock p.m, Thursday, April 12,
2001. This hearing is being held to provide an
opportunity for the public to understand and to
comment on a permt application for the
construction of an electrical generation facility

to be |ocated at 1559 G fford Road in Elgin

Cook County, Illinois.
This hearing will be conducted in
accordance with the Illinois EPA s Procedures for

Permit and Cl osure Plan Hearings, which are
codified at 35 Illinois Adm nistrative Code, part
166. This hearing is being held in order that the
public may be inforned about the proposed permt
and to nmake comments to the Illinois EPA for its
consi deration when reviewi ng the permt
application.

The conduct of tonight's hearing wll

be as follows: First, oral statenments will be made
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by the Illinois EPA representatives. Next,
representatives from Anmeren Energy Generating
Conpany can make statenents if they wish. At the
conclusion of the statenments there will be a period
during which relevant questions will be addressed
to any of the speakers. Questions asked of the
speakers must be franmed as questions, relevant to

t he subject presented, and not repetitious.

Arguing or dialogue with any of the speakers will
not be al |l owed.

After the question period, there wll
be an opportunity to nake statenments. Anyone who
wi shes to make an oral comment nmay do so so |ong as
the comments are relevant to the i ssues which are
addressed at this hearing. Please indicate that
you wi sh to make a coment on your registration
card. People will be called forward to nake
comrents in the order in which they have conpl eted
their registration cards.

There are also public comment forns at
the registration table for your convenience if you
wi sh to use them O herwi se cormments witten on
standard 8 1/2-by-11 paper will be acceptable.

When subnitting photographs, data, plans or other
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docunents for the record, please put your nane for
i dentification purposes.

Anyone aski ng questions or naking
comments will first please state their nane and, if
applicable, any governnental body, association, or
organi zation that they represent for the neeting
record. Also for court reporter purposes, would
you pl ease spell your name, your full nanme. Well
your first name and then spell your |ast name. |If
you are representing yourself only, you can state
that you are an interested citizen or a resident of
what ever town that you are a resident of.

There are a nunber of people who may
want to nake statenents, and there will be a nunber
of peopl e asking questions. To give everyone a
chance, | ask that we can |inmt our questions or
comments to five mnutes per person. But | ooking
at the size of the crowd tonight, I don't think
that that's really going to be an issue.

Once the hearing is adjourned today,
the hearing record will remnmain open until m dnight
May 12, 2001. During that time, all relevant
witten comments, documents, or data will be

accepted and entered into the hearing record.
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Pl ease send all witten coments to the Illinois
EPA in care of Brad Frost, Community Rel ations,
1021 North Grand Avenue East, Post O fice Box
19276, Springfield, Illinois, 62794-9276.

| also want to state that everything
that is being said tonight will be transcribed
verbatimby the court reporter. For the court
reporter to do her job, it's inportant that only
one person speak at a tinme.

| realize that the subject of
toni ght's hearing can be enptional and people may
have strong feelings. However, for this hearing to
work, it must remain civil and proceed in an
orderly matter, so | ask for everybody's
cooperation.

Wth that having been said, at the
present time |I'mgoing to introduce the first
speaker. First speaker is M. Chris Romaine. And
M. Romaine is with the Illinois EPA, Bureau of
Air, permt section. Chris.

MR. ROMAI NE: Thank you. Good evening. M
nane is Chris Romaine. Thank you for comn ng
tonight. As you know, we are holding this hearing

on a draft permt. That neans that we have
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7
conducted our review of the application and believe
that it's entitled to an air construction permt.
However, for significant applications, |ike peaker
power plants, we do hold public coment periods
with hearings. This provides an opportunity for
the public to provide comments on our proposed
actions in case there are aspects of it that we
haven't adequately considered. So we are | ooking
forward to hearing your comments this evening.

| guess the next point is just a
clarification. CObviously, we are here fromthe
I1linois Environmental Protection Agency. This is
a construction permt application dealing with
em ssions and air pollution control issues. The
I1linois EPA has a very specific role in the
approval process for power plants, and it is
limted to environmental matters like air pollution
whi ch we are discussing tonight. There are
certainly other aspects of power plants that are
not within our jurisdiction such as the |oca
approval, building codes, other aspects of the
pl ant that woul d be under the approval of the |oca
community. W do not have a role in those types of

decisions. So what we are really interested in
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hearing tonight is the specific coments focusing
on air pollution control and emni ssions issues.

My final point is that we will try to
do our best to answer your questions tonight.
However, if we can't, we will take the question
back with us to Springfield to consult with our
experts. At the end of this proceedi ng when we
deci de what we are going to be doing we will
prepare a responsiveness sunmmary that will address
the significant issues that have been raised, and
we will send it out to people that have conpl eted
registration cards. That's why it's inportant that
even if you don't want to speak tonight that you
should still fill out a registration card.

Thank you again, and that conpletes ny
remarks.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO At this tinme
M. Manish Patel is going to make his statenent.

MR. PATEL: Thank you. M nanme is Manish
Patel, and | ama pernit engineer in the Bureau of
Air. Good evening, everybody. | would like to
give you a brief description of the proposed
project. Aneren Energy Cenerating Conpany has

requested a construction permt for an electric
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generation facility, Elgin Energy Center in Elgin.

The proposed facility is designed to
function as a peaking power station. Peaker plants
generate electricity in peak demand peri ods and at
ot her tinmes when other power plants are not
avail abl e due to schedul ed or unexpected outages.
In Illinois, peak power demand occurs during
daylight hours on hot sunmer weekdays due to the
power demand for air conditioning.

The facility would use four gas
turbines to generate up to 540 negawatts of
electricity. Electrical generators on the shaft of
the turbines would directly produce power. One of
t he advantages of a turbine, unlike a steam power
plant, is that it can be quickly turned on or off
and respond in response to changi ng demand for
power .

The facility will only burn natura
gas, which is the cleanest comercially avail abl e
fuel. Natural gas does not contain significant
anmounts of sulfur or ash as present in coal and
oil. The pollutant of interest for burning natura
gas is nitrogen oxides or NOx. NOx is formed when

nitrogen and oxygen in the atnosphere conbine
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10
during the high tenperature of conbustion. The NOx
em ssions fromthe turbines would be effectively
controlled by | ow-NOx burners. The maxi mum NOx
em ssions of the turbines are |limted to no nore
than 15 parts per nillion when operated at norma
rated capacity and 25 parts per mllion with wet
conpressi on when power augnentation is needed.

The project is not considered a major
source because the permtted em ssions of
pollutants fromthis facility would be |l ess than
the maj or source threshold. For projects that are
not major, an air quality study is not required by
applicable rules. However, Ameren has perforned an
air quality study to deternmine the air quality
i mpacts fromthe project for pollutants other than
ozone. The study indicates that air quality would
conply with ambi ent standards. Wth respect to
ozone, the facility should not have any effect on
Il ocal air quality, as ozone forms gradually as
precursor conpounds react. This facility would be
addressed as part of Illinois' programto roll back
NOx em ssions fromelectric utilities, as needed to
conply with the ozone standard in the Chicago area

and in areas downw nd.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

11
In sutmmary, the Illinois EPA has
reviewed the materials submtted by the Anmeren
Energy Generating Conpany and has determ ned that
the application for the project shows it wll
conply with applicable state and federal standards.
We have prepared a draft of the construction permt
that sets out the conditions that we propose to
pl ace on the facility to assure continuing
conpl i ance.
In closing, we welcome any conments or
guestions on our proposed action. Thank you.
HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO At the present
time Aneren has representatives present. | see
M. Rick Smith of Aneren Electric Generating
Conmpany. M. Smith.
MR. SMTH. Thank you. M nanme is Rick
Smith. |'m manager of generation devel opnent for
Anmeren, and | have with ne tonight two coll eagues
al so from Aneren representing Ameren Energy
Generating Conpany. | would like to introduce
M. Steve Harvey, and M. Steve Wiitworth of Ameren
Services Conpany in St. Louis, Mssouri.
I have just a few brief remarks about

the project. W are proposing to construct four
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sinmpl e cycle conbustion turbines. These are
Si enens Westinghouse Wh01D5A machi nes. They will
fire only natural gas. W have selected a site in
Elgin in an existing industrial park, which is in
close proximty to existing transmssion facilities
and future natural gas pipeline facilities.

This | ocation was previously
identified by ConEd a few years ago as a good site
for serving northern Illinois electric custoners.
We have no plans to expand the site beyond the four
D5A's proposed in the air permit. W still await
sonme approvals fromthe City of Elgin. The city
council needs to take action on zoning matters, a
devel opnent agreenent, and enterprise |oan
ext ensi on.

Ameren has held three public workshops
already to dissemnate and provide information to
the public at large. W have worked extensively
with local nmedia, newspapers, radio, so forth. The
timng of the project is we would expect to begin
construction at the site as soon as practical upon
receiving the air pernmit and city approvals.
Construction will require 12 to 18 nmonths from

start to conplete finish.
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We still expect to be able to operate
these units for the sunmer of 2002. The need for
this plant is related to the load growth in
[Ilinois, in particular northern Illinois. And
it's our intent to serve the peak demand periods as
di scussed earlier in this neeting.

I think that this project represents a
safe, clean, reliable project that will provide for
future electric needs of the state, in particular
northern Illinois, and appreciate this opportunity
to come before you tonight.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO Thank you. At
this time the speakers are all finished. So does
anybody have any questions?

(No response.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO No questions?
Yes. We would appreciate -- Could you pl ease
just --

MS. OWEN: Excuse ne. | thought the
guestions were asked by the people that signed up
by the cards. |Is this sonmething different?

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAGQ ELLO.  Well, there is a
qguestion period and then the coments we were going

to go by what's -- by the people signed up by the
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card.

MS. OWNEN: There was no category where you
coul d say questions on the card. You are just
assum ng anybody who signed up on the card is just
goi ng to have coments?

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO:  You kind of |ose
me. Do you have a question?

M5. OAEN: Yes. Several. Thank you. It
used to be -- Well, we have different hearing
officers. M understanding al ways was that the
peopl e that signed up to speak did not only sign up
to speak to conment but also to ask questions, and
t he questions would be taken in order of the cards.
But you seemto --

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO  Yes, |'m going
to have a question period, get the questions done.
And if anybody wants to nmake a statenent, they can
just cone up and make their statement. That's the
way | would like to do this.

MS. ONEN: Good. I'mglad to clarify that
because then | need to raise my hand that | have a
guesti on.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO And if you would

just stand up or --
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MS. ONEN: But | would like to defer to the
| ocal Elgin people first. That was ny next
comment. | do have a question. But if sonmebody
here is fromElgin, | would think that this is an
air hearing in Elgin, they should come first.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO:  Okay. Thank
you.

The gentleman in the back. You have a
question?

MR. NOLAND: Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO I f you could
pl ease stand at | east and spell your name for the
court reporter.

MR, NOLAND: M nane is M chael Nol and. I
woul d actually prefer to defer to this lady and to
anybody el se who has questions before ne.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAGQ ELLO  That's fine.

Ma' am your nanme is --

MS. ONEN: My nane is Verena Onen. |'m
fromWnthrop Harbor, Illinois, in Lake County.
I''ma nenber of the Lake County Conservation
Al l'i ance.

Wuld you like to stand up. | have to

shuffl e paperwork, that's always hard.
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Since we have a new hearing officer,
and |'m so used to having sonebody el se that nmaybe
we should talk with you about a few things. First
about your five mnute time |limt, is that also for
guestions?

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO. At this point |
think with the nunmber of people here in the crowd |
don't think the time limt is going to be a
problem And | did state that | think at the tinme
| said that in ny opening statenent. So if you
want, just ask your questions.

MS. OWEN: Thank you. First of all, |
woul d I'ike to make a question and a coment at the
same time. It is ny understanding that these air
heari ngs are neant for neani ngful participation of
the public. And | think the | EPA needs to be a
little nore respectful of the public when it cones
to these hearings and not hold those hearings
during Holy Week and Maundy Thursday when people
are in church. | also find it interesting that
there used to be letters out there with a
| etterhead where people can send their coments
i nstead of have to taking notes. | really don't

expect an answer.
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I have several questions. | would
like to start with questions where | don't expect
an answer tonight, but | would Iike this to be on
public record, please. | requested through ny FO A
a full application, and | again for the third tine
in arowdid not receive the air nodeling on the
cunul ative effects. | called M. Rommine and he
contacted the nodeling section, and | received a
letter by M. Kaleel. This letter is two pages and
it indicated if any further questions to contact a
M. M chael Reichel, which | did. M. Reichel was
very friendly on the phone for a while and then
deci ded that maybe he should not be talking to nme
even though | pointed out to himthat I was only
aski ng questions on public docunments. He suggested
| ask these questions because he could not assure
me that he would give nme any answers and, if he
did, in what formthese answers woul d be given.
Therefore, | request that my questions be answered
in the responsiveness summary, please.

One of the questions | had on the air
nodel ing was that it was supposed to assume wor st
case scenario. In the application, Aneren

identified three scenarios, 100 percent |oad at
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59 degrees, 100 percent |oad at zero degrees, and
75 percent |oad at 59 degrees. So the worst case
scenario, 75 percent |load at zero degrees, was not
addressed. | would like to know why this was not
done.
The second question | have --

MR. ROMAINE: | think | can answer that.
The scenario that was addressed, 75 percent |oad at
59 degrees, is a worse scenario than 75 percent
| oad at zero degrees.

MS. OWNEN: The |ower the tenperature the
nore NOx you have? That is no |onger correct.

MR. ROMAINE: In fact, what we are nodeling
when we are doing these worst case scenarios is
| ower em ssion rates but also |lower flow rates.
And because of the way the dispersion works
di spersion is an exponential function of the flow
rate. So that quite often one of the |ower |oad
operations results in the higher concentrations.
So, for exanple, | guess this, you know, even
t hough the emi ssions mght be 75 percent of the
maxi mum at reduced | oad operation the di spersion
characteristics would be 75 percent squared or

about half as good as at full | oad.
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MS. ONEN: So if | understand your comment
right, the worst case scenario is 100 percent | oad
at zero degrees. |Is that what you just told ne?

MR. ROMAI NE:  No.

MS. OWEN: Then you have to repeat your
answer or give it to ne.

MR. ROMAI NE: The worst case scenario would
be a scenario of low flow rate

MS. OVWEN:  You need to explain how | got
low flow rate into 75 or 100 percent | oad and what
it has to do with the tenperature in order for ne
to understand your answer.

MR. ROMAINE: Well, in terns of what's
going on in the turbine, the dispersion is caused
by a conbination of the nmonentum and the buoyancy
of the exhaust gases. |If there are, in fact, |ess
exhaust gases, then there is |ess buoyancy and | ess
momentum  So the |lower the |oad, the | ower anount
of gas going through the turbine, the potential is
there that, in fact, that would have the highest
anbi ent concentrations because the dispersion would
be the worst.

M5. OAEN: Good. Now, which ones of these

three scenarios that Ameren suggested for the air
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nodeling is the worst case scenari 0?

MR, ROMAI NE: The 75 percent at 59 degrees.

MS. OWNEN: Ckay. Aneren did the air
nodeling for the basic screening. And |I'm reading
froma letter received Decenber 26, 2000, it says
"I f maximum conmbi ned i npact on either CO or SO2
exceeds the significant inpact level, then an
additional nore realistic analysis needs to be
done, " which is called an ISE3. Then when | called
M. Reichel, | asked himwho did the nore invol ved
air nodeling; and he said that the Agency did.
really have a problemwith that. |If this is part
of the application, there is no reason for the | EPA
to spend nmy tax dollars in doing air nodeling for a
power company.

MR, ROMAI NE: Okay. The nodeling that
Ameren perfornmed denonstrated that the facility
woul d not have significant inpacts. |If Areren were
a mj or source, that would be all the nodeling that
was required. This further nodeling anal ysis that
was requested of Ameren to al so address other
proposed sources in the area goes beyond the normal
requirenents for nodeling. |It's true that we

normal |y require applicants to do it, that is
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certainly our preferred approach. 1In this case for
some reason, |I'mnot sure if it was delay in
transmitting that information to Areren or what,
the individual that was reviewing it, M chae
Rei chel, decided it would sinply be sinpler to do
it hinself.

In terns of our obligation to review
permt obligations, | can't say that it's
i nappropriate for us to do an evaluation that is
specifically addressing concerns expressed by the
public as to what is the cunul ative inpact of
facilities. And in this case, it did go beyond
what woul d have been necessary as Aneren has
denonstrated that their facility by itself wouldn't
be significant.

M5. OAEN: There are other facilities that
were not significant that did their own air
nodel i ng as you know.

MR, ROMAINE: That is our preferred
approach. | agree.

M5. OAEN: Thank you. And this is my |ast
air nodeling question. | apologize that it takes
so long. M next concern was and, unfortunately,

he had the paperwork |I'mreading fromand you do
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not. | should have maybe nmade a copy. But | had
concerns about the increase on PMLO on the combi ned
one, which increases by 10 percent fromthe sinple
nodel , while everything else only increases by a
fraction of a percent. And | asked M. Reichel to
explain to me how a power plant that burns a | ow
ash fuel has such an inpact on particul ate.

(Di scussion outside the record.)
MS. OVWEN:. So that was ny other question
He did not answer it. And | would like an answer
an expl anati on.
| said that their nmore increased
nodel i ng i ncreased the particul ate matter by
ten-fold fromthe sinple one, while -- and this is
a low ash fuel -- while the CO and NOx, which
expected to only increase by |less than one percent,
instead of ten fold; and he wasn't able to answer
that question. So |I'm asking that now, you have it
on the record, to get answered in the
responsi veness sunmary.
MR, ROMAINE: | think it, if | understand
what was done for the nodeling, what it's show ng
is that the conbined i npact of the other nearhby

facility, ABB Grande Prairie, and this facility
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are, in fact, much larger than this facility by
itself. Now, that's not to say that those inpacts
are still not less than the USEPA significance
I evel . But given the very |ow inpacts that Ameren
has by itself the inpact of ABB is |arger

MS. ONEN: And the tons of NOx and CO t hat

ABB emits do not show up in the nodel then, just

PMLO?

MR. ROMAINE: In ternms of the different
contaminants, | would certainly show that it
confirnms that. |If you look at the -- W are

| ooki ng at a 24 hour average. And so what's
happened in terns of the other pollutants in terns
of the 24 hour average? |If you |ook at the Aneren
facility by itself, its maxi num 24 hour inpact is
.04 micrograns per cubic neter. |If you |look at the
combi ned inpact, the level junps to 12. That would
not be unexpected if you realize that ABB is

nearby and has the potential to burn oil. But
maxi mum i npact woul d be to address again a worst
case evaluation for those periods of tinme when ABB
was burning oil. So that behavior is very simlar
to the behavior that we are seeing for PMLO on the

24 hour, where Aneren by itself is very small; but
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when you | ook at the conbined inpact, it goes up to
2.2, which is still half of the significant inpact
I evel of 5, but again is much |arger than sonething
on the order of .2.

MS. ONEN: | will just take this as an
answer. |t still doesn't make no sense to ne,
but --
That's what | did. Let's see, yes.
The application received October 26, on page 2 of
2, which is page 3, No. 14, it says, "Does this
application request perm ssion to operate an
em ssion unit during mal function or breakdown?"
And it says, "Yes."™ In your permt,
do you allow themto run during mal functions and
br eakdowns?
MR. ROMAI NE:  No.
MS. OWEN: Upset conditions?
MR PATEL: W did not specifically give
t hem perm ssion to operate during mal function and
br eakdown.
MS. OWEN: But you do give them perm ssion
to run during upset conditions. Wuld you explain
to me what the difference is between upset and

mal f uncti ons?
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MR, ROMAINE: Well, let nme first interject
that the specific forms that are being addressed
here are going to a provision of Illinois' rules
that allow a person to continue operation during a
mal function that results in enissions that exceed
an applicable emssion limt if needed to protect
personnel, provide an essential service, or prevent
signi fi cant damage to equi prnent.

There are no regulations at the state
| evel which restrict this facility. |In that sense,
this facility does not require mal function
aut horization in the sense that's being tal ked
about by this particular provision.

MS. ONEN: Is the answer still no to ny
question? Are they allowed to run during upset or
mal f uncti on conditions?

MR. ROMAINE: | guess in terms of the
permt that has been provided, let nme just check
no. It sinply allows -- requires conpliance with
the pernmit enmission limts at all tinmes except
startup and shut down.

MS. ONEN: Good. If the answer is no, al
these questions in here are not valid. Good.

Saves tine.
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I"'msorry. |I'musually better
organi zed. | had a | ong day yesterday.

Ah, the permit. I'mafraid you wll
have to explain the reduced load to ne again. In

all other nodes than power augnentation and start-
up there is no hourly rmultiplier. Therefore,
assunme that if they run at reduced |load they wll
have to still meet the limts of the permt?

MR, PATEL: | believe they are not all owed
to operate below 75 percent | oad.

MS. ONEN: That's not 100 percent | oad,
that's 75 percent load. So as far as your Agency
is concerned, they are not going to be emtting any
nore at 75 percent |oad than there would be at base
| oad?

MR. PATEL: The enissions will represent
t he worst case so they should neet at 75 percent.

M5. OVEN: And in this case, 75 percent is
wor st case other than the air nodeling question
had; is that correct?

MR, ROMAI NE:  No.

MS. OAEN: No. | didn't think so.

MR, ROMAINE: |t depends whether you are

tal ki ng about worst case for purposes of nodeling



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

27
or worst case for the maxi mum anmount of enissions.
Whi ch context are we using the termworst case?

MS. ONEN: We are using the worst case in
this case, at 75 percent load will they enmit nore
or not than 100 percent for purposes of this
permt?

MR. ROMAINE: The limtations | believe
that are set in the permt reflect the maxi num
en ssions all owed under any node of operation. M
belief, in fact, is that NOx em ssions woul d
actually go up somewhat at reduced |oad but the
limt that has been selected, for exanple,
acconmodates that as it is a maxi mum nunber for NOx
em ssi ons.

MS. ONEN:  And | think the same principles
apply for CO  You were |ooking at the data. |
don't think -- [Is 100 percent the worst case for
CO or is it 75 percent?

MR, PATEL: The COIlimt 66 pounds per hour
is the worst case for in all cases. Between 75 to
100 percent, they should be neeting at any | oad.

M5. OAEN: Really. | think I wll conment
on this in witing because this will take too |ong.

I'"m | ooking at their estinmated conbustion turbine
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performance sheet, and | totally disagree with what
you had just said; but I will comment on this in
writing.

MR. ROMAINE: Well, | guess there are
certainly conditions on this sheet that show
em ssions higher than 66 pounds per hour; but those
are, in fact, operation at 50 percent |oad. As
Mani sh has indicated, the permt does not allow
operation at below 75 percent load; and it
certainly doesn't allow em ssions to go above
66 pounds per hour

M5. OAEN: As | said, | will coment on
this in witing.

What is a quick start? That's on
page 4.

MR. PATEL: Whenever a facility gets a
request to i medi ately deliver power, they have to
start quicker than normally what they woul d take.

MS. OWEN: What woul d you expect the
effects of a quick start to be?

MR. PATEL: They should be nmeeting the
factor given in the condition 5 -- I'"msorry,
not 5 -- condition 3e, "ii," B, to have start-up

em ssion factors for NOx, CO and VOM
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MS. OVWEN: Stay on that page.

MR, ROMAINE: | think the general -- Qur
under standi ng or concern is that due to a quick
start, in fact, there could be higher emissions in
actuality but those emi ssions should still be
within the factors that have been established for
startup given the conservatismthat was used in
establishing those factors. It's sort of a
practice that can be inposed to mninze en ssions
fromstartup. Certainly our understanding is that
turbines have the ability to start up quickly in
energencies, just like cars have the ability to
accelerate quickly. 1It's better on the car, it's
better on the em ssions characteristics if it's a
nore ordinary startup. And we are sinply saying
except in enmergency circunstances, as would occur
if there is a |loss of power unexpectedly, Ameren
shall use the normal node of startup

| guess the other comment | woul d neke
is that turbines are a little bit nore regul ated
t han aut onobiles. The manufacturers of turbines
wat ch their machi nes carefully. | know Genera
Electric does. And if there are quick starts, they

do require nore frequent nmi ntenance to account for
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those starts. So a quick start is not sonething
that a facility wants to do routinely because it
does increase the ampunt of nmintenance they are
going to have to put on the nmachine.

I guess | would ask since we are
accommodating an interest Anmeren has expressed do
you want to add anything to that on the issue of a
qui ck start?

MR, HARVEY: No. | nean that basically
covered it. | nmean you have got a normal start-up
cycle that you try to go through to maintain
operation of the equi pnent properly according to
manuf acturer's specifications. And there are
abilities on some machines to go through quicker
starts knocking off a fewmnutes. |In this case,
you are only talking a 20-m nute start-up cycle in
the first place. So there is not a lot of tinme you
are going to shave off of that for any kind of
qui ck start per se. It's not going to be like a
mnute or two. That's really all there is to it

MS. OWNEN: So your 20-m nute startup would
be reduced to 18 would you say if you only shave
off a minute or two?

MR, HARVEY: |If you can shave off a nminute
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or two depending on the operational features of the
equi pnment. You know, conparing a hot start to a
cold start. But if you had a cold start, went
through it on a 20-m nute cycle and the unit was
of f for some period of tinme where you could keep
something warm there is a possibility you could
reduce a few m nutes off of that startup

MS. ONEN: Let ne ask a real sinple
question. How quick is a quick start? Normal is
20 minutes. How quick is a quick start, plus/mnus
a mnute?

MR. SMTH: On these machines we really
can't answer that question. Because it's a matter
of how well the machine starts when you start it,
how well it behaves in getting equi pnent operating
properly. In this context of this permt |anguage,
if ConEd were to call us and say, "We need an
engi ne on just as soon as possi bl e because we | ost
a transformer at a substation," we will do
everything we can to get that engine on as soon as
possible to support them W are required to do
t hat under the Open Access Transm ssion Act, and
that's really the context here. And on these

particul ar machi nes, we do not have special ability
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to go to 10 minutes or 15 mnutes. It's a matter
of shaving seconds and half mnute increnents off
of the start-up tine at best.

MS. OWEN: You are shaving seconds off but
you are increasing pollution, but the EPA stil
thi nks you are going to neet the hourly
restriction?

MR SMTH | didn't say we are increasing
pollution. I'mjust trying to say there are
operational things.

MS. ONEN: |'m saying are you increasing
pollution? |If | quick start my car, you can see
bl ue snmoke out of ny tailpipe. Now, if you quick
start your turbines, will you increase NOx, CO and
VOowR

MR. SMTH. The start-up sequence isn't
terribly different whether you are pushing it or
not .

M5. OAEN: So the answer is no

MR. SMTH. The answer is you are going to
get under the start-up procedure that you have from
t he manuf acturer?

MS. ONEN: If this is so benign and nothing

happens, why is it in the permt?
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MR. ROMAI NE: Because our belief it is
sonmet hing that can be done to ninimze em ssions.
In this case maybe it is benign, maybe it's
excessi vely burdensone on this facility given the
nature of these machines.

MS. OWNEN: Ckay. Yes. We do need to talk
about 2, 3, whatever that -- Can't you nunber your
permts 1, 2, 3, 4, instead of all these letters
and nunbers? The one Mani sh nmentioned before,
page 3 of 12, the start-up factors.

Got it? | understand the thinking
about the hours being for startup instead of
counting as one to count as 1.2. If | look for the

NOx nunber, which is 120 percent during an hour

that includes startup. | don't understand why it
is not 12 hours. Because if | look at VOM it's
1200 percent and 700 for CO If you -- As a basis

for your hourly multiplying factor, why did you
pi ck NOx?

MR. PATEL: Because NOx is governing and
it's the highest nunber if you add NOx from
turbines and fromthe heaters.

MS. ONEN: | did sone really easy math,

quite sinple. | assuned turbines would run, what,
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12 and a half hours a day. |Is that sonewhat
aver age?
Well, you don't have to answer that.
So that would give us about 460 start-ups a year
whi ch cones down to about 127 tons of CO. If you
run the remai ni ng roughly 5200 hours on 66 pounds
an hour of CO, you add another 171 tons, which
brings it to 298 tons of CO. In my eyes, this
pernmt does not ensure that this is, indeed, a
synthetic m nor because you don't know how nany
times they will start up. And your funky start-up
multiplier of 1.2 does not address the CO
em ssi ons.
MR. PATEL: The start-up nunbers were --
m ni mum start-ups were taken at 240 start-ups tota
of conbined four turbines, and the permt limt --
M5. OAEN: It's no limt on start-ups in
the permt, though. You assune a certain nunber of
start-ups, so did I. Now whose assunption is
right? There is no limt on the nunber of
start-ups in the pernmit. They can turn these
things on and off every two hours and you don't
address this in your permt. You assunme 240.

Let's take ny nunber of 460 because we get to
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al nost 300 tons of CO. Wiy do you assune 240
start-ups, based on what? | base my start-ups on
the running hour of 12 and a half hours a day.
Somebody have a cal culator? What is 5,744 divided
by 16? You are still over the 250 ton limt.

MR, PATEL: Well, they have NOx, CM and
they will approach NOx limt first.

M5. OAEN: |'mtal king about CO. | know
they have NOx CEMs, that | understand. And that's
why you picked this. | amworried that since they
do not have CO nonitors and the CO of 700 percent
is only the 1.2 hours instead of the 7 hours it
needs for startup will be over the synthetic m nor
and you wouldn't know it. And this permt the way
it is witten does not ensure the public that this
is not a PSD proposal .

MR. PATEL: Let's say if we go and
cal cul ate based on your nunber they will approach
NOx Iimt first, then CO So they cannot operate
nore than what is allowed and they have NOx CEMs.
Nox CEM i s required.

M5. ZINGLE: Their nunber is higher. But
the CO nunber is higher.

MS. ONEN: It's higher.
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MS. ZINGE: For each proportion of NOXx,
they do a little bit nmore CO

MR. PATEL: Right. But based on the NOx
nunmber, NOx normal pounds per hour numnber, and the
start-up factor, they will reach NOx nunber at
235.5 before.

MS. ONEN: It's 240 start-ups you just told
me. | amnot assuming 240 start-ups. | have ny
calculator. 1 will sit down and do the nunbers.
' m assuning 460 start-ups. Either way the
start-ups are not limted in the permt.

MR. PATEL: But at 240 they will reach this
nunber. And at 240 start-ups CO wi |l be maximum
237 ton.

MR, ROMAINE: And | certainly want to
confirmthat. One of the things that isn't
i mredi ately apparent in these permits is just how
eni ssion cal cul ati ons are done. These permts are
based on the maxi mum permitted em ssions of the
facility. You know, these em ssions are, in fact,
the maxi mumthey are allowed. They reflect the
guar antees by the manufacturer, the numbers that
they are standi ng behind the turbines saying that

t hose machines will not emt those nore than that
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anount .

The nunber that is of greatest concern
here is the nitrogen oxide em ssion nunber. That
is the emssion limt where, in fact, testing cones
out closest to the number. So Manish's statenments
that NOx is going to trigger it is certainly
accurate. Wen you look at howthis unit is
tested, the conparable turbine at Rocky Road, for
exanpl e, tested out with CO em ssions on the order
of 2.5 pounds per hour. So to provide for the
necessary technical margin of safety on CO which
is related to NOx, there is a substantial margin of
safety in the permtted nunbers for CO

MS. OWNEN: You just said 2.5?

MR. ROMAI NE:  Yes.

MS. ONEN: | say as to 66, interesting.
However, your coment on the turbines, | have to
say since you nentioned the manufacturer's
guarantee, those manufacturer's guarantees are only
for new and clean turbines. And |I'm sure you are
aware of that.

MR. ROMAINE: And it's our belief that
t hose nunmbers can, in fact, be continued to be

achieved with proper mai ntenance of a turbine.
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MS. OWEN: Thank you. | just have one
qui ck question for Aneren. Can you sell the
electricity to |l ocal custoners that your power
plant will produce?

MR SMTH | missed that. Can you sell to
whont?

M5. OAEN: To local, to residenti al
customers, to local custoners, to people in Elgin?

MR SMTH. W are not a retail conpany.

MS. OWEN: However, sonme parts of Aneren

MR. SMTH: That is correct.

MS. ONEN: So the people here do not get
the benefit that other people get that deal with
what ever branch of Ameren is a retailer to at |east
get sonme of the electricity for the pollution they
are getting in their towm. | don't think that's
fair.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO  Anybody el se
with a question?

M5. ZINGLE: M nane is Susan Zingle. 1'm
executive director of the Lake County Conservation
Al liance. | guess | have sonme questions for

Ameren. Do you al ready have the turbines at |east



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

39
contracted for?

MR SMTH. Do you want us to respond to
direct questions? This is your hearing.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAGQ ELLO.  Yes. No, that's
fine.

MR SMTH  Yes. W own the turbines.

MS. ZINGE: And do you currently have
contracts for the electricity that you wll
gener ate?

MR. SM TH:  No.

MS. ZINGLE: Do you expect to be able to --
You tal ked a | ot about need in the area and serving
northern Illinois, which nmeans you nust be doing
busi ness with Conkd, but you have no contract wth
Conkd yet?

MR SMTH | really prefer not to get into
our commercial business and di scuss contracts and
who our potentials are of that nature.

MS. ZINGE: For benefit of the people
here, I will say that |'mgoing to get confused on
the date but Representative Novak, who is chair of
t he house deregul ation committee, held hearings |
guess about two weeks ago on the situation of need

for electricity in Illinois. ConkEd was one of the
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conpanies that testified at that hearing. And they
stated that they have enough contracts to carry
their electrical needs through the year | believe
2004. Mbst of that testinony was repeated and
reported in the papers in front of the City of
Chi cago at hearings they had | ast week al so.

So | ask again, how are you going to
sell power to northern Illinois custoners unless
you contract with ComEd, who has stated that they
have all the power they need through 20047

MR, SMTH. Once again, | amnot going to
get into our commercial conpetitive business
i nformati on.

MS. ZINGLE: Well, it goes to the sales
effort that's made to the city. They have only
dealt with one peaker plant. W have been
following this around forever.

When you go before a city board or you
have open houses and you tell people you are going
to serve their needs, | think you need to be ready
to stand up and prove how you are going to do that.
In fact, your power could be sold to Onhio, Indiana,
Pennsyl vani a, New York, anyplace. And | don't

necessarily -- | don't object to that. But | do
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object to the marketing techni que that makes peopl e
believe that you are protecting them from bl ackouts
and your power is going to be used here when you
don't have those contracts in place yet. And
want to nmake sure the city understands that
before -- It may not change their minds, but they
need to nmake a deci sion based on accurate
i nformati on.

MR SM TH. We have not given out
i naccurate information, and we have not given
i nformati on here that we are here to save them from
bl ackout s.

M5. ZINGLE: Throughout the pernmit there is
a couple of places, again back to the quick starts
and to the ever popular reference to the 160 tons

that tal ks about energency need or when, you

know -- to determ ne power demand. Actually,

Chris, | guess this is for the EPA. To work on
some nmethod of, in fact, limting those energencies
to Illinois' situations. |If, in fact, they need

qui ck start because the power |ine has gone down
here and they generally are serving | oca
custoners, then I"'mnore willing to accept the

extra pollution. If, in fact, New York City
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doesn't get their ten turbines deployed and calls
on them for power, | don't care so nuch, or
California or Wsconsin. [If, in fact, we are going
to have extra pollution here, let it be in response
to an emergency here. And | don't knowif it's
possible for you in these permits to word that that
way, that Illinois needs cone first and they better
be cl ean when they are selling for everybody el se.

MR ROMAINE: [|I'mnot sure it's possible
for us to do that. |'malso not sure we want to
get into that business because the consequence of

that woul d be that peaker plants in |Indiana and

W sconsin that could supply power to Illinois
woul dn't supply to Illinois in an energency. W
are all in the power systemtogether, and | think

the nore | hear about it the stronger the
transm ssion grid is going to become and, you are
right, I think power is going to go further and
further distances and making a distinction between
this geographic |ine between Illinois and |ndiana
is going to beconme increasingly difficult.

M5. ZINGLE: | don't disagree except that
on data that's published by the USEPA Il linois now

| eads any state in the nunber of these pernits that
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it has pending. And | think Texas is next with --
and don't quote ne on the nunbers -- but 40 sone
and California is all the way down in the 20s
despite the urgency of their situation. Indiana
got to the point where they had ten permts pending
and they have just passed siting standards through
their house, | don't knowif it wll make the
senate or what they have to do to enact it, because
they are concerned about this great influx of al
these power plants at 10, and we are at 60. So
nost of the power is going to -- W are becom ng
the electrical generating capital. | may not care,
but I do care froma pollution standpoint. And
they have to -- By 2004 they will have to go get
credits and they have the trading program And
can understand it will guarantee that the region
i nproves. It doesn't do anything for us here.

MR. ROMAINE: | guess I'mgoing to --
Totally off the subject. | think the fact those
concerns exist it probably is better directed at
what the role of Illinois is in terms of the coal -
fired power plants.

MS. ZINGLE: OCh, | agree. | agree. And

again off the subject, but at yesterday's hearing
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pi cked up a copy of the policy, the draft policy
paper, and we are going to pursue policy issues.

But policy is reflected in these permts. You are
maki ng policy. And the fact that Il1linois doesn't
have a power policy shows up. You are nmaeking it by
default, which is not a criticism but we need to
start to think about it.
MR. ROMAI NE: Okay. | agree. Thank you.
MS. ZINGLE: GCkay. On the very first page,
par agraph 1b, 40 CFR 60.332 is ice fog. Are you
really going to be running in Decenber and
January if you are a peaker that runs on hot sunmmer

weekdays, and can we sinply delete that reference?

MR, ROMAI NE: We caught it. [It's not in
there.

MR. PATEL: It's not in there.

M5. ZINGLE: It's not in there?

MR. ROMAINE: We did it right this tine.

MS. ONEN: What is the letter between?

MR. PATEL: Al, which is --

MR. ROMAINE: We did it right this tine.

M5. ZINGLE: Good. |[I'msorry. Thank you.

Excuse ne while | go through my notes. On page 4,

of 12, again back to my questions about quick
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starts and energencies, are those required to be
reported separately also? And if they are not,
could they be so we can track Illinois need versus

out of state need and see what we are supplying

peopl e?

MR. ROVAI NE: We can consider that.

MS. ZINGLE: Okay. Thank you.

MR. ROVAI NE: However, based on the
comrents and what | have heard this evening, |I'm

wondering if we have nade it too conplicated in
regard to these particular turbines.

M5. ZINGLE: | can't answer that. On
page 4, paragraph D, this one seems kind of
circul ar. "The permittee shall mamintain the
turbines in accordance with witten procedures
devel oped and maintained by them" So | assune
they are a reputable conpany and that the standards
will be high; but in fact, shouldn't there be sone
reference to the manufacturer's standards there so,
in fact, they get cleaned nore frequently after
qui ck starts or all the rest of the standards we
t al ked about?

You | et them make the rules and then

say they have to follow their own rules.
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MR. ROMAINE: That's correct.

MS. ZINGLE: As a teenager, | loved that.

MR. ROMAI NE: Qur concern is that if
sonmething, in fact, goes wong that we can
determ ne whether, in fact, it's a consequence of
poor mai ntenance. W are not in a position, we
don't have the expertise, to deterni ne whether
turbines are naintained properly. Certainly I
woul d expect that the manufacturer would be a | arge
source of information for this, and we can
certainly make a reference to the manufacturer
But our primary goal is to hold themto a witten
procedure so they can't cone back to us later and
say, "Oh, we didn't change the bearing, we didn't
replace the oil." |If there is witten procedures,
as there is for an autonobile that says every
30,000 nmiles you replace XYZ, if you don't replace
XYZ, it's very clear that you didn't do the
requi red mai nt enance.

MS. ZINGLE: But since you don't have the
expertise and neither do | to judge the adequacy of
the rules they set up, shouldn't we let the
manuf acturer do that for us and then have them

submit it in witing? And Rick is shaking his
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head.

MR, ROMAINE: It's sonething where, in
fact, the manufacturer may have sonme ideas. In
fact, Ameren may want to go beyond that. W don't
want to prevent them from goi ng beyond if they
think that's appropriate.

MS. ZINGLE: Nor would I, but there is a
circular elenent to that.

MR, ROMAI NE: But you pointed out it's
circul ar.

MS. ZINGLE: |'msure they are reputable,
but that's fairly standard actually and not every
conpany that comes here is that reliable.

On page 5, paragraph 8C, there is just
a line here that |I don't understand that | would
like to have explained. Wat is the mninmum or
avoi ded cost of a purchaser?

MR. ROMAI NE: \When sonebody is generating
electricity, | believe there still is provision at
the federal |evel that says the local utility has
to accept that power. So if you have a windm || or
a water turbine and you are connected to the grid
and you can put power onto the grid and you are

generating power, they have to accept it because
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it, in fact, displaces power they woul d otherw se
produce. However, they don't have to pay you any
nore than what it would have cost themto replace
t hat power; and that's their mninmmcost. They
don't have to pay you any negotiated price, any top
dol lar price. They can say at that particul ar hour
we were generating power with our base |oad units,
the cost of producing the | east expensive power was
two cents per negawatt, we are going to pay you 2
cents per megawatt.

That arrangenent flips when this
facility is able to say it's ready to neet its
contractual obligations. At that point it is
sel ling power, sonebody conmes to it who needs power
in the Chicago area, presunmably Contd is the nost
likely person, and says, "I need power today, what

can you provide it to ne for," and they can
negotiate the price and say "W are only prepared
to put power at certain price. |It's going to cost
so much for natural gas. |It's going to cost so
much to operate the turbine. Today the cost for us
to provide power is going to be 10 cents per

megawatt unl ess you have had some |ong-term

contract. Do you want to pay 10 cents per
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megawat t ?"

So at that point it becones a profit-
making facility that is serving the market rather
than sinmply a facility that has surplus power that
has to dispose of it in sone manner. This is
i mportant because when you test a turbine you have
to have a way to get rid of the power, you are
generating power. That's part of the nornal
operation. So for the shakedown period, you have
to be connected to the grid, that power has to go
onto the grid to denonstrate you can do it; but at
that point you are still not reliable so they are
not going to pay you top dollar, and that's when
you really get the avoi ded cost.

MS. ZINGE: Thank you. |I'mglad that you
decided to do the CEMs for NOx. | don't know what
triggered that. W ask to see it regularly, we
were glad to see it right up front w thout having
to conmplain. And then -- | think that's it.

Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO  I's there anybody
el se with questions?

MR, KOZI OL: George Koziol. 1I'ma resident

of Bartlett. And we recently inherited the ABA
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plant. And they are going to be generating power
full time, and they are selling it up to the grid
and we are not getting any windfall profits. |
mean our citizens aren't benefitting fromthe power
that's being generated. What nmkes this peaker
plant think that it's going to be able to go on
line and be profitable? And I'mreally concerned
al so as to where they are going to sell this power
to. If there is no interest in selling to |oca
communities, how can you build a plant and be
profitabl e?

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLG At this point |
don't even know if that's relevant to the issues.
| mean we are dealing with the draft permt for the
facility, correct? | don't know what
profitability, if that's even rel evant.

MR. ROMAINE: It certainly is not rel evant
to our permtting. This is no different than a
manufacturing facility that proposes to build a
site with em ssions, and we review the application
to see whether it conmplies with applicable
regul ations. |If it does, it gets a pernmt, can
proceed. We don't know whether, in fact, that

business is going to proceed or it goes bankrupt.
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MS. OWNEN: Excuse ne. | really need to say
sonet hing. Verena Oamen. You guys have been to so
many hearings, you know there are issues out here.
And it doesn't help that the Agency sticks the head
in the sand and pretend they do not exist. You
gi ve speeches about the need of electricity in
I1linois. There is need addressed in the permt.
Thi s gentl eman asked a question, and you pretend
this has nothing to do with the air hearing.
really object to that. | nean | won't even get
into noi se because in this particular case it's not
an issue. But you know there are issues out there,
and this is the only tine |ocal residents have a
chance to address a governnent body in asking for
help. And I don't |ike what you are doing here.

MR, ROMAINE: Well, | guess if you want ne
to give a personal opinion, the fact that 60 plants
have been proposed for Illinois speaks for itself.
Corporations are careful with their noney. They
woul d not be proceeding with these projects
considering investing in Illinois unless they
t hought they could nake a profit. W are not in a
position to say whether or not, in fact, there is

t hat need, whether there is a market for that
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commodity, that isn't our job. And | guess | will
let you -- And we are certainly not in a position
to tell you that it needs to be in this location
versus that location. W are not in a position to
address what has been done in the Village of
Bartlett versus the Village of Elgin. Al we are
doing is saying that they have subnitted an air
pol lution control application to us, they have
denonstrated they conply with the applicable
requi renents with regard to enmissions. They are
entitled to approval to proceed in terns of the
e ssi ons i ssues.

MR. KOzZI OL: Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO Yes, sir.

MR, BRAUN. Hi. M nanme is John Braun.
And I'"'mwith Field System Machining. | hear a |ot
of people tal k about benefit in the Elgin area. W
are an on-site machi ne repair conpany, and we do
specialize in turbine repair. W are on Aneren
UE's approved vendor list. W have done numerous
projects with them before. W are located in south
El gin. And we provide enployment for -- you know,
at peak tinmes anywhere between 50 and 60 enpl oyees.

And they are all in the local area. W also do
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busi ness with 30 conpanies in the Elgin area.

And annual |y per year we do anywhere between 5 to

10 mllion in business. So there is an indirect

econom ¢ i npact .

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO  Anybody el se

with a question?

Yes, sir.

MR. NESVIG MW nane is Bud Nesvig. |

would like to ask really two questions.

One, |

have heard this before at other hearings; but

basically the IEPA, if |I'mnot mstaken, is saying

that what they are doing at the present

time is

just determ ni ng whether or not the operation wll

be such that it will not pollute beyond certain

Il evels. But | believe that whoever you are

permtting has sone responsibility greater than

t hat .
This gentl eman over here |

answered Ms. Zingle on the basis that t

bel i eve

his

information as to where he's going to sell the

power is none of our damm business. | believe it
is our business. You will be tending to help
pollute the area in Illinois. And | totally

di sagree that you are going to cause or be
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partially responsible for causing ny grandchildren
to get certain diseases, and | would |ike to know
who do | have to contact that does have sone

authority as to assuring us that the power is

going -- that needs to be produced is going to stay
in the State of Illinois.

MR ROVAINE: |I'mlost. | don't care if
that power is going -- where it's going. If it's

causi ng problens for your grandchildren, we are not

going to cause -- issue a permt even if it is
benefiting Illinois.
MR. NESVIG | understand that, but you can

at least tell us who |I can contact that would be
concer ned.

MR, ROMAINE: At this point ny
understandi ng with deregul ation of electricity, the
concern appears to be whether the transition to
deregul ation is functioning, whether the transition
to market is working properly. So it would
presumably be individuals that are overseeing that
transition. | think there are a nunber of
i ndi vidual s doing that, certainly the |legislature
is interested. | think the power conpanies are

interested. There are public interest groups that
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are looking at that. | don't know how many
different groups are tracking transition. At this
poi nt given the problenms in California certainly
the federal government is very interested in that
i ssue.

MR. NESVIG Well, let ne read a statenent
just to make sure we have it on the record, which
follows into this same area. That within nmy vision
of what is practical and reasonable we do and wil |
need additional electrical power than can be
avail able fromthe present coal and nucl ear power
plants in Illinois. Regardless of how often the
I1linois Environmental Protection Agency and
[Ilinois Pollution Control Board tell us that
natural gas-fired electric power plants pollute
| ess than coal plants, they do pollute. W nust
keep the pollution to a mninumto not harm our
fellow residents in Illinois any nore than
necessary.

| believe that we should require that
I1linois coal-fueled electric power plants must be
updated to include the nost current pollution
reduction technology. This may require the State

of Illinois to share, if not conpletely pay for
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that cost. It is a fairness issue. The State of
Il1linois agreed to grandfather the plants at the
then pollution creation level. It was a m stake.

The State of Illinois also allowed
ConkEd to sell their coal-fired plants, which they
did, to Mdwest Generation, EME, LLC. The latter
is a subsidiary of Edison International, which al so
owns Sout hern California Edison. Southern
California Edison is threatening bankruptcy and
doesn't seemto recognize that their parent
organi zation paid $4.8 billion for the Contd
coal -fired plants in Illinois. | believe that the
$4.8 billion originally cane from Sout hern
California Edison rate payers. Selling the
coal -fired plants would soften Southern California
Edi son's i dea of bankruptcy.

On the basis of inproving the health
or at least not causing any nore deterioration of
our health than is necessary in Illinois, the
governor should rule that no electric power
produced in Illinois can be conducted outside the
State of Illinois for any reason. This includes
the output of any nuclear power plants. The out put

of the nuclear power plants would reduce the need
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for electric power produced by using fossil fuels.

Therefore, there would be |ess
pollution in Illinois. As Conkd and ot hers
produci ng electric power within Illinois have
contracts to provide electric power to users
outside of the State of Illinois, they my be
al l owed 90 days to cancel the contracts. |If this
is a financial burden on those with these
contracts, ConEd woul d be required to conpensate
them by using the funds from stranded costs as
necessary.

Now t hat ComEd is able to extend the
life of its nuclear power plants and increase their
output, the State of Illinois nust recover the
stranded costs that are now not due ConEd as wel
as from ot her nucl ear power plant owners in
I[1linois. |If additional electric power is needed
for the use in Illinois, | suggest that we

negotiate with Canada and invest in sone of their

hydroel ectric power to be delivered to Illinois.
Thank you.
MR. ROMAINE: | think | need to respond to

one of the general thenes in that conment. W have

progressed beyond the stage where we are dealing
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with local air quality problens. And |ooking at

things -- Well, the local problens have been
solved for the nmobst part. 1'mnot saying
conpletely, but -- So what we are focusing now on

air pollution control is regional problens. The
i ssue for the Great Lakes is not the inpact of
I[1linois. [It's the inpact of Illinois, Indiana,
M chi gan, W sconsin, and Canada. W have

i nternational agreenents with Canada.

Part of the problemin California is
the distribution of power there. They have relied
upon power from WAshington in the northwest with
hydr opower during the time when they have a
surplus. \Wien California has a surplus, it has
traded its power back and forth. The problemis
that the arrangenents aren't functioning properly.
And certainly sinmply to draw up stakes and start
building walls isn't going to solve probl ens when
what we really need is reductions in overal
em ssi ons.

The NOx SIP call, which is one of the
important initiatives that's going on now, realized
| think what everybody knew from commpn sense,

t hough, that the enmissions in Indiana circul ate
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through Illinois, the emissions fromlllinois
affect Mchigan. M chigan affects Pennsyl vani a.
Pennsyl vani a affects New York. New York affects
Maine. You can't sinply draw a line. And
certainly in ternms of the health studies that are
done on coal -fired power plants, the concern is not
the power plant next door. The concern is that you
l[ive in a country that depends on coal -fired power
plants. And it doesn't really matter if you are
within five mles of the coal-fired power plant or
25 nmles of a coal-fired power plant because you
are still living within 200 niles of 25 coal-fired
power plants. |It's not a big impact, but it's one
of those factors that's affecting you.

So | can't responsibly suggest that we
simply look at Illinois boundaries. And certainly
in terms of that issue, people downstate Illinois
supply power to Chicago. Should we shut down the
power plants south of Springfield 200 m|es away
from Chi cago and stop shipping up power to Chicago?
No. We are in this together. W benefit from
Chi cago. You benefit fromour power. So the
guestion is how do we work together to achieve the

envi ronnental goals of reducing em ssions as wel
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as providing a reliable power supply. That's
nothing to do with this hearing. |It's nothing to
justify this particular project. Just don't focus
on that if you are solving the power problems. |If
you want to worry about a particular power plant in
your back yard, though, go right ahead, that's fine
with me.

MS. ZINGLE: You opened the door. You will
be sorry. You touched on sonething near and dear
to my heart. Each one of these is small. And so
you are living right next to it, you are not going
to die fromit, it doesn't -- You know, each
i ndi vidual plant isn't the question. The question
is the cunul ative effects of all these plants. And
when is the I EPA going to start to | ook at that?

We have been asking for that since we had

M. WIlliams in McHenry County two years ago. \Wen
are you going to respond? | take that back

that's not you personally. Take that back

MR. ROMAINE: That's a good concern. And
all | can tell you is that as you are aware | think
the legislature is |ooking very seriously at those
i ssues during this session.

MS. ZINGLE: Not really.
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MR, ROMAINE: | think our Agency is |ooking
for |l eadership fromthe legislature in this regard.
MR NESVIG | would like to make one
conmment. You indicated something about producing
power in southern Illinois and bringing it up to

Chicago. Nothing in my statenent would stop that

from happening. Al | would like to do --

MR. ROMAINE: |'m suggesting if you don't
want -- Why should | suffer pollution for Chicago?
I live 200 mles away. | enjoy Chicago, but there

is no difference between people living ten mles
over the line in Indiana. W are all in this urban
area together.

MR, NESVIG Well, basically in ny view at
| east, you can rationalize this many which ways,
but the basic -- The anmount of power that at |east
has been permitted, not necessarily in operation
yet but permitted, is way nore than the State of
[Ilinois for its own use will need. And |I'm also
wel | aware that Conmkd does sell power at the
present tine outside of the state. | can prove
t hat .

MR, ROMAI NE: Thank you.

MS. OVEN:  May |7
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HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO  Is there anybody
el se that has a question besides Ms. Onen? We can

get to her, but anybody el se?

MS. BUTTSTADT: |I'msure | will have nore
gquestions after | hear nore. |'mlearning a |ot
every day. M nanme is Sheri Buttstadt. [|'ma

resident of Elgin. Even though | do serve on the
city's planning and devel opment conm ssion, | am
here as a resident, not with that hat on. | don't
want there to be any mistake if any city officials
read this. This is me as a resident comenti ng.
| appreciate all the information

that's been avail able on your Web site, and the
[Ilinois Pollution Control Board's Web site.
only wish that during our public hearings here in
El gin that nore of the comm ssioners and nysel f had
been aware of some of the information. |'m not
sure the best way to do this. | have questions --
I may start with the permt first. And then I'm
sorry if some of this is disjointed. Unlike these
know edgeabl e ladies, this is my first tinme.

M5. ZINGLE: Not your |ast.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Let ne see if | can back up

here a second. |In the first page of stuff that |
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downl oaded fromthe EPA site and that's the project

summary, it's on page 1 of that, it tal ked about

the facility being designed to function during peak

times. And it said that it may occur throughout

the year although the facility is expected to run

primarily in the sunmer

t hat because of infornmation

nonths. | am confused by

got at our public

hearing here in Elgin when it came time for the

zoning of this facility.

We needed to change the

zoning fromwhat it was to a community facility.

And in that

pages, it repeated it.

i nformati on on severa

It was under the data and

informati on sheets. And these were docunents that

were submtted to the State of

I'llinois EPA. It

said that the percent of annual throughput,

53 percent of it was going to be between

Decenber and February.

And when | read -- where

does it say -- primarily in the sumer nonths and

see 53 percent during the winter, |'m confused.

And | would ask the EPA to |ook at that. M

understanding is during the cold seasons from what

I have been trying to read, when this stuff hits

the air during wnter

be hi gher.

mont hs,

the NOx | evels wll
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When | discussed this with the

officials at one of their -- at their |ast open
house, since that was the only one as a resident |
was aware of, and they have held three but they
were not in any newspaper articles that | could
find -- they explained that they had figured that
in their calculations, and | would ask that the EPA
rel ook at that and make sure that those
calcul ations take that into effect. | don't know
if that has been --

MR, ROMAINE: | think we are getting
erroneous data on that particular data. It is not
sonething that's relevant to the issuance of the
permit. |It's sonething that's been requested for
pl anni ng purposes. | think we will formally
request at this point that Aneren clarify that
pi ece of information that they have subnmitted on
the form

MS. BUTTSTADT: That was in a packet they
gave us that showed it had been submitted to you.

MR. ROMAINE: It was. And what it -- Yes.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Does that 53 percent mean
that they will be running then primarily during

Decenber and February?
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MR, ROMAI NE: That's what they have said,
yes. | think that it's worthy of clarification
because certainly at this point it appears that
there is normally adequate supplies of power from
nucl ear, coal-fired plants in Illinois nost tines
during the winter. | think there are some tines
when there may be a little bit of shortage, but
it's nowhere |ike the sumrer where you have t hat
very large increase in demands due to air
conditioning. And our experience has been that
peaki ng plants, these natural gas-fired turbines,
can only afford to operate when they are a very
hi gh demand whi ch occurs mainly in the sunmmer.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Even though it shows that
53 percent of their tine --

MR, ROMAINE: That's why | think that they
didn't think about what they put down there.

MS. BUTTSTADT: They put it down on four
di fferent sections.

MR, ROMAINE: Well, do you want to explain
it, Steve?

MR. SMTH: ['Ill respond by saying we wl|l
clarify in witing, send you sonmething that you can

help clarify it; but what I"'mreally saying is that
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the estinmates were done based on sonme rationa
bases at the tine they were subnmitted to you, and
we will go back and review those assunptions we
have made and update that for you.

MR, ROMAI NE: Thank you.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Well, this packet was only
a couple days different fromwhen their permt was
dated in your files. | wll be happy, if you need
to give you copies of what we have and what | was
given as a conm ssioner and is on public record as
part of our comunity's public hearing if that
woul d hel p.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO If you want to
make that a public hearing exhibit, we would be
happy to accept it and nmake it part of the record.
It's up to you.

MS. BUTTSTADT: | can submit that any tine
before --

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLC You can subnit
it tonight if you want or --

MS. BUTTSTADT: | don't have extra copies.
This is the only copy.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAQ ELLO.  Then what |

suggest is you can make a copy and send it down to
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Brad Frost down in Springfield.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Before May 12?

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO.  Yes.

M5. BUTTSTADT: Thank you. In the permt
on page 2 of your summary -- and | had this
question later on -- it addressed VOM em ssi ons of
being 11.7, but | thought |I had read, and | could
go through all this and find the page of
information that said that they would be linmted to
ten. And then later on in their application | find
that as | went through it they nention the anmount
of VOM that woul d be generated by the ancillary
heaters. | believe they are used to heat the
water. And that they would -- That's referred to
on page 4 of the actual permt. The VOMfromthe
two indirect heaters won't exceed 11.9. So on site
for this facility we'll have the heaters emtting
11.9 plus the generators emtting 11.7. Do |
understand that correctly, or is that not right?

MR, PATEL: Did you say VOM 11.9?

MS. BUTTSTADT: On page 4 of the permit it
speaks to emi ssions fromthe two indirect heaters.
And if |I'munderstanding correctly, are the

i ndirect heaters used to heat -- when we went to
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their open houses, | thought | understood that
indirect heaters are what are used to heat the
wat er before it's used for wet conpression
generation or --

MR. SMTH: The indirect heaters are used
for heating the natural gas --

MS. BUTTSTADT: So are those enissions for
the indirect heaters, is that added to or is that
already included with the VOM enmi ssion linmts?

MR, PATEL: Well, let nme clarify. That
11.9 tons fromthe heater is the NOx emi ssions, not
VOM The VOMis 1.4 ton per year

M5. BUTTSTADT: |'msorry. | have it here
in my notes the correct way. So would that 1.4
then be added to the 11.7 giving us 13.1, which, if
my math is right, is 3.1 over the 10 limt?

MR. PATEL: Right. VOMfromthe turbines
are 11.7 tons per year.

MS. BUTTSTADT: And aren't they linmted to
10 to be considered a --

MR. PATEL: | don't understand the 10.
VWere is that com ng fronf

M5. BUTTSTADT: Let ne see.

MR, ROMAI NE: Yes. For purposes of --
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MS. BUTTSTADT: On page 3 of your summary,
it says that this is because em ssions of the
facility is not being considered to be a new
partici pating source under Illinois Em ssion
Reducti on Market Systenms. This is because
em ssions of VOM are expected to be below ten tons
per season, May through Septenber. And we have
al ready established that the bulk of -- | mean
there is not clarity there and that these figures
al ready show that they are going to be over that
ten tons. That's conflicting information that |'m
conf used.

MR. ROMAINE: Again, it's the difference
bet ween actual and permitted em ssions. VOMis a
pol |l utant where, in fact, we expect the actua
em ssions to be |l ower than we have pernitted them
Based on the Dynergy -- | nmean Rocky Road turbine,
that test showed .7 pounds per hour of VOM The
actual VOM emi ssions as tested fromthis turbine at
Rocky Road was about a quarter of what has been
permtted here.

MS. BUTTSTADT: So they will be permtted
ten, is that correct?

MR, ROMAI NE: They have a pernmit that
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allows themto go over ten. |If they do go over
ten, they will have to conply with the provisions
of the Em ssion Reduction Market System Qur
expectation, however, is that their em ssions wll,
in fact, be below ten so that they do not have to
participate in the Em ssion Reduction Market
System

M5. BUTTSTADT: And if this is being
conpared to the Rocky Road or Bi g Road, whatever,
it was --

MR, ROMAI NE:  Yes.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Are they the sane
manuf act urer?

MR, ROMAI NE: Actually three are the sane
manuf acturer. The fourth one, if | understand
correctly, is the sane nodel. [It's the newest
version of the Siemens Westinghouse or newer but
that's the same generation.

MS. BUTTSTADT: When you say three of
their -- Is it three of Ameren's are the same?

MR. ROMAI NE: Rocky Road has four turbines.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Okay.

MR. ROMAINE: The first, second, and fourth

turbines are Sienens Westinghouse 501Ds. However,
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when you get to the last letter, that deals with
the nodel. The newest one at Rocky Road is the
fourth one, and that's the one |I use for conparison
to Aneren's, which are al so new Sienens
West i nghouse units.

MS. BUTTSTADT: So you are conparing apples
to appl es.

MR. ROMAI NE: The ol der Sienens
West i nghouse do not perform as well

MS. BUTTSTADT: That just seened
conflicting, and | just wanted that answered. |
appreci ate you clearing that up.

On page 2 of the summary still the
application indicates that NOx enissions typically
would be -- this is in section 4, |ast sentence --
no nmore than 15 parts per mllion and 25 ppmwi th
wet conpression.

And again |I'm confused by the
di screpancy in -- And | will try and |locate it.

Is that being used as an average when in parts of
this application it tal ks about that the ppm for
NOx will be 26.2 and in that it exceeds the 25. So
is there -- They are allowed -- | nean even

during startup, it |ooks like they go up to 70 ppm
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And if there is no restrictions on startup, how
does that allow -- | nean they don't seemto be
falling into that range.

MR. PATEL: Well, the word "typically" is
i mportant here. On a normal routine operation
they are expected to neet these nunbers.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Okay. And that does not
take into account during wet conpression or during
startup or if it's on a day before they start to
clean and it's dirty?

MR. PATEL: They have even hi gher pounds
per hour nunber during startup

MS. BUTTSTADT: So you take -- The
enmi ssions are | ooked at on an annual basis and not,
say, it's a 100-degree day and Conkd says, "Flip
the switch, we need power" and we have an ozone
alert day and they are punping out 70 ppm on one of
t hose days and that neans that anmount which would
normal |y be spread out over a long period of tine
is just going to hang. And whoever is within 2 or
500 miles woul d be exposed to that |evel of
em ssions? Am | understandi ng how it works?

MR. ROMAI NE:  No.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Okay.
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MS. OWEN: Yes.

MR. ROMAI NE: There are annual emi ssion
limtations. Wen we talk about tons per year
that is annual. That's adding up each hour, every
single hour they have to stay bel ow the tons per
year nunbers. In addition, the facility is subject
to pound per hour nunbers. We have set the pounds
per hour nunbers for periods other than startup and
shut down, those are al so specific nunbers that need
to be net when it's operating other than startup
and shut down.

Finally, there is a new source
performance standard, the federal new source
performance standard |inmts the em ssions again on
a short termhourly basis to 75 ppm So there is a
conbi nati on of both short-termlinmts and annua
[imts.

MS. BUTTSTADT: And so | get this clear
are start -- \Where in permitting and sitting
| evel s of standards are the start-up em ssions
taken into consideration?

MR. ROMAI NE: The start-up em ssions are
addressed by the work practices that require

Aneren to take neasures to nminimze em ssions
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during startup. G ven the difficulty with
determ ning en ssions of startup, there is a great
deal of uncertainty about them W have a fairly
good idea, but the most they could be we have
required Aneren to, in fact, take a very
conservative assunption and presune that em ssions
during startup are at that |evel.

So those contribute at a high | eve
toward the annual em ssions. But because startup
is afairly short period of tinme, we do not expect
there to be any effect on anmbient air quality. And
in fact, when you |l ook at nitrogen oxides, the air
quality standard is on an annual basis.

And as we said, in terms of ozone, the
problemin the Chicago area dealing with ozone is
the fact that we have nmillions of cars, hundreds of
busi nesses, coal -fired power plants.

MS. BUTTSTADT: | understand.

MR, ROMAINE: We are dealing with 1,000
tons per day of NOx, a thousand tons per day of
VOM And this is a small piece of it in terms of
the overall picture.

MS. BUTTSTADT: And | think that's what

concerns a lot of people is that all those smal
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bits add up to tons of bits.

MR, ROMAINE: And in ternms of what's being
done for those, that's where the NOx SIP call that
I nmentioned is inportant. There is a programin
pl ace that is designed to substantially reduce
em ssions overall fromcoal-fired power plants.
These peakers would al so be part of that program
And that program in fact, does not just limt
itself to Illinois, it addresses 22 states, 28
st at es.

MS. OVNEN:. 29.

MR. ROMAINE: It is an eastern United --
nort heastern, M dwest, northeastern program just
to reduce overall and get the benefits as it
i mproves ozone everywhere and also as it reduces
ot her pollutants that are caused by nitrogen
oxi des.

MS. BUTTSTADT: | have, you know, | think
we are all -- W are all here because we are
concerned about the air. One thing | did learn
during the open house with Aneren, and |'m gl ad
that they are converting a coal plant into, you
know, deconverting it fromcoal and turning it over

to a cl eaner source, part of my concerns and
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guestions, it goes back to need. And | know that
that doesn't -- |If you let me go through this, it
does cone back to the enissions.

During our conmi ssion hearings, part
of it was a denonstrated need. And | voted no on
that, and I think a | ot of people are questioning
the need. And when you look at a map that's
available at the IPC site as part of their
i nformati onal order to the Governor that was done
in Decenber, it showed 67 permits in Illinois. And
it showed the anpunt of wattage that we currently
are capabl e of producing. And then you go to
ConEd' s site and you | ook at the total ampunt of
wat tage that they needed during their record peak
time, and that was sonmewhere approxi mately
21,000 negawatts. Currently the peaks, that was
as of Cctober, had the ability to produce 27,000
megawatts. So we al ready just in peaker plants
have nore than enough in Illinois to produce the
power that we would need in Illinois alone just
usi ng peaker plants, which is not an efficient way
and we don't want to see that happen

My concern |inks to sone testinony

that was given by Dr. Overbye during the Illinois
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Pol l uti on Control Board hearing in Joliet. And he
pointed to the fact that by not |ooking at where we
are siting these facilities and perhaps overl oadi ng
our transm ssion systens that building nore peaker
plants could, in fact, | ead to brownouts.

My concern related to enmissions -- |
told you | would get back to emi ssions -- is that
if we have all of these plants and we keep adding
just another one and anot her one because they are
just a little, they are under that 250 threshold,
is that they're generating power outside of
I1linois. During testinony, sworn testinony at the
pl anni ng comm ssion, a public neeting, they
answered a question, that, yes, they could sel
power and they do plan on selling power to other
states. That could cause Illinois to have to draw
on our coal plants even nore than naybe necessary
and that concerns nme for people's health and
safety.

And |'m not so rmuch concerned with the
bottom i ne of the conpany, they are meking good
busi ness deci sions; but |I'm concerned that adding
nore peaker plants will ultimately negatively

i mpact the health of residents and people who work
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inlllinois. | think that by adding nore and
permtting nore is a grievous error on our part.

I will go back to my questions.

Sorry. Gve ne a podium and | get dangerous.

I wanted to clarify the total anpunt
in the permt is 235.5 tons per NOx if | understand
this version of the permt correctly?

MR. PATEL: From the turbines, yes.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Fromthe turbines. What
happens if they have niscal cul ated or what happens
if there is a lot nore start-ups anticipated, a | ot
nore wet conpressions than anticipated? To hit
that 250 threshold they only need a 6 percent error
to push themup to that amount. Wat kind of --
What's to prevent them from getting over that
anmount ?

MR. ROMAI NE: The technical answer is that
t here woul d be conti nuous em ssion nonitoring to
measure -- very accurately nmeasure the em ssions.
But the other point again is potential em ssions.
This is the nost they would be permitted for. This
woul d represent, as | see it, that period of tine
when it's extraordinarily hot, where the other

pl ants are not in comission, where M dwest
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Generation for some reason isn't able to provide
coal -fired power plants. Peaker plants are
i nsurance policies in that regard. They want to be
permtted to operate as much as possible. But if
you | ook at the way they have actually operated,
t hey have operated much | ess.
If you |l ook at Rocky Road, for
exanpl e, again that's close by, that's permtted
again for something on the order of 240 tons per
year of NOx. Based on the data that was reported
to the USEPA under the Acid Rain Program stil
prelimnary they only enitted about 40 tons | ast
year. So the fact that people are permtted for
that doesn't nean they actually emt at that |evel.
MS. BUTTSTADT: That was | ast year and that
was a very | ow draw.
MR. ROMAINE: Right. So it varies
dependi ng on what the need is.
MS. BUTTSTADT: Okay.
MR. ROVAI NE: And the nunber we have in the
permt, hopefully, has been devel oped. And
assune that they have developed it to represent the
nost they believe that plant would ever be called

upon to operate.
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MS. BUTTSTADT: | believe it was M. Harvey
expl ai ned some of that to ne during the open house
| was able to attend. But ny question still is if
we have anot her horrendously hot sumer. And al
these things fall in, worst case scenarios, and,
yes, they are nonitoring at -- Say they get up to
that 250, are they shut down? Do those nonitors
kick in and turn things off, or do they keep
functioning and then sone type of penalty conmes in
for themgoing over the Iimt? Wat?

MR. ROMAI NE: Last case.

M5. BUTTSTADT: What happens?

MR. ROMAINE: |f they shut down, that's
their choice. But we would not shut them down. W
shut things down when there is a threat to health.
We | ock down buil di ngs when people don't dispose of
asbestos properly because there is a clear threat
to health. This facility is being pernitted at
I evel s that it does not pose a threat to health
even if it operated for nore than 250 tons per
year. So we would take the appropriate enforcenment
action to deal with the fact that they operate as a
maj or source

And when peopl e operate as a nmjor
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source that didn't have the appropriate pernmts for
maj or sources, the adninistrative consequence is
you have to go through permtting as a mgjor
source. You have to do the full scal e nodeling.
You have to do the analysis of other inpacts. You
do have to show the best available contro
technology. So that is sort of the administrative
consequence.

The ot her consequence of our penalty
policy is that you should not profit from your
nonconpl i ance. So we would go through a
calculation to try to determ ne how nuch Ameren
profited by inproperly operating and extract that
fromthem What that neans is there is no
financial incentive -- There should be no
financial incentive for themto operate out of
conpl i ance.

MS. BUTTSTADT: |Is there a penalty on top
of that?

MR. ROMAI NE: Then there can be a penalty
on top of that.

M5. BUTTSTADT: There could be?

MR, ROMAINE: Certainly.

MS. BUTTSTADT: What type of penalty?
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MR. ROMAI NE: That depends again on
enforcenent discretion, on the gravity, what the
ci rcunstances were, why it happened. Wen we get
to the stages of penalty, we work through our
attorney, who is the Attorney General for the State
of Illinois, and between us we agree as to what is
our penalty request and it gets negotiated out
t hrough the enforcenment action

MS. BUTTSTADT: Ckay. Sone of the things
that | have marked as questions have already been
answered, so | appreciate your patience as | try to
go through these quickly. On page -- it starts on
page 7 and goes to page 8. It tal ks about specific
determ nations of emissions. The part that | had a
guestion on goes over onto page 8. "As part of
this plan, the Pernittee may set forth a strategy
for performng em ssion testing of selected
turbi nes provided that all turbines are fitted for
testing;..." Wy doesn't the EPA set the strategy
and pick the turbine?

| know when we do code enforcenent

here in our community we don't |leave it up to the
| andl ords to tell our code enforcenent officials

what apartnent they can cone inspect or what, you
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know, part of the house that's been reported as
bei ng nonconpliant. The city sets the policy, and
the city tells them when and where they will
inspect. They try to work with themin scheduling,
but why woul dn't the EPA set that strategy?

MR, ROMAINE: | think | would say we do
But we would again like to start with a proposa
for them The purpose of the test plan -- We
will make it clear that we do have the ability to
approve or di sapprove that strategy. Obviously,
the goal here is --

M5. BUTTSTADT: Kind of |ike ny kid saying,
"CGCee, nom |'mgoing to set the -- You can cone
ook in my roomonly when |'"mgoing to |l et you do
that." But no, it's -- | make the rules. It's
kind of like the fox watching the hen house.

MR. ROMAINE: It may not be clear

MS. BUTTSTADT: On page 9, it says that The

permttee shall nmaintain records related to the

startup of the turbines. And item"c," part "ii,

"Whet her operating personnel for the turbines or

air environmental staff are on site," does this --
This |l eads nme to believe, and maybe you can answer

or maybe sonebody from Aneren, is there not going
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to be sonebody on site 24 hours a day? O are
personnel viewing this fromoff site?

MR SMTH. Qur plan is to have people on
site, operational people on site whenever we are
operating any or all of the units.

MR, ROMAINE: | guess | need to comment
that there are peaking facilities, in fact, that do
have the ability to renote start that can start
equi pment w t hout havi ng personnel on site.

MS. BUTTSTADT: That's why | asked. At the
open house they showed us sone of the -- discussed
some of the security and that some sites had that
ability, and I wasn't sure what was going to happen
at the one in our community.

MR, SMTH. And point of clarification,
Ameren does own peaker sites that do not have staff
on site.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Right. That's from what |
had heard, your comments at the neeting, | wanted
to see what was going to be happening in our
comunity. On page 9, item"e," section "v," it
tal ks about "Seasonal em ssions of VOM (May through

Septenber) fromthe facility." Does that nean that

the rest of the tinme is not counted or --
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MR. ROMAINE: No. This is an additiona
requi renent. The Eni ssion Reduction Tradi ng System
is focusing in on em ssions during the five warner
nont hs of the year, which is when Illinois suffers
an ozone problem generally really in June, July
and August. So this is specifically addressing
that issue to -- They have to provide data to us
to confirmthat the actual em ssions of VOM for
those five nonths were less than ten tons. If they
conme back and tell us they were ten tons per year
or per season or nmore, then they will trigger the
requi renents of the Enission Reduction Market
System and they will have to become a
partici pati ng source.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Okay. |I'mstill confused

why it's again they are only required to report --

This is under "e," it says, "The Permttee shal

mai ntain the follow ng records:” Shouldn't records

be mai ntained on a year-round basis and not just

seasonal em ssions for VOM May through Septenber?
MR. ROMAINE: Yes. And if you look at "e,"

iii, that addresses records for the annua

em ssions. This is an additional requirenent

sayi ng not only do you have to keep annual records
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for everything, we want the special records because
we specifically need this data to address
applicability of the Em ssion Reduction Market
System

MS. BUTTSTADT: So you want it separated
out ?

MR. ROMAI NE: Yes.

MS. BUTTSTADT: So separate, okay. On item
1l4a, it says, "The Pernmittee shall notify the EPA
within 10 days if the total NOx or CO em ssions
fromthe plant go above 160 tons." Does it take
ten days to figure that out? |Is that standard?

MR. ROMAINE: That's pretty standard

MS. BUTTSTADT: Is it?

MR. ROVAINE: | don't think it takes ten
days to figure it out, but it probably takes ten
days to get it to the right person to sign and get
the copies. And if you work for the Zoning
Commi ssi on, you understand how paper takes a while
to filter through.

MS. BUTTSTADT: | was a census taker. |
wor ked for the federal governnent. |It's taken ne
three nonths to get paperwork for treatnent for a

back injury. | understand paperwork.
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In that packet that went to the EPA
with the different cal culations, there was a sheet
that is start-up calculations. And it was show ng
for the 20-m nute cycle sonme of the em ssions. And
when the unit -- Maybe | need to get this
clarified. Earlier you had said that they -- Do |
understand correctly that they would not be all owed
to function during mal functions, that that would
not be pernitted?

MS. OWEN: Yes.

MR, ROMAINE: Yes. Yes. That's right.

MS. BUTTSTADT: From earlier questions.

So if it's malfunctioning in any way or for
what ever --

MR. ROMAINE: Well, we define nmalfunction
in terms of excess emi ssions. That's what is of
concern to us. There may be ot her aspects of
mal function where they would turn off the equi prment
because it's not working right. But our only
concern is if they keep operating equi pnent when
the em ssions are above acceptable |evels. That
isn't permtted.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Okay. | scribbled and

was trying to wite it very quickly here. Now I
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have got to try to read my own witing of things I
hadn't thought of asking before.

In Aneren's comments about why they
are needed, they tal ked about the | oad growth in
IIlinois. And does the | EPA take into
consi deration the information fromthe |IPC
i nformational order from December, or is that cross
Agency? And what they put out in their
i nformati onal order, does that apply at all to your
deci si ons?

MR. ROVAI NE: When we are involved in
permtting, we have to | ook at the regul ations and
| aws that are adopted. What the | PCB was
addr essi ng was whether, in fact, there should be
addi ti onal regul ati ons on peaker plants. And they
suggested that there be further investigation to
see whet her there should be --

MS. ZINGLE: They did not.

MS. ONEN: No, they did not. They nade a

speci fic recommendati on.

MS. ZINGLE: |'msorry.
HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO. Ms. Owaen -- If
you could just answer, please. | mean you had an

opportunity once. W can give you another
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opportunity. But if you just et M. Romai ne
answer the question, we would appreciate it.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Fortunately, | kind of
agree with them because | spent a lot of tine
reading their docunent. And I'mjust -- The word
"need" keeps being nmentioned, and |I'mjust very
concerned of that. And ny question to the EPA, and
it doesn't have to be answered here tonight, but
whoever reviews these and cones up with the answers
and nmekes the decision ultimtely, please,
hopefully, the need issue will be addressed.

In part of the docunentation that
calcul ated their em ssions, it mentioned sone of
the things didn't need to be calculated if the
em ssions are exhausted through air pollution
control devices. Are those being utilized with
these type of turbines?

MR. PATEL: No. Can you repeat your
question?

MS. BUTTSTADT: Okay. In the docunents
that were turned over to the EPA, and | think the
cover letter to that was dated October 23 -- and
will get copies of this, although it should be on

file with your Agency -- |I'mtrying to find the
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page where | read it from Yes. It was subnitted
to your departnent by a M chael Menne on
Decenber 23. They were asking to be able to
operate during mal functi ons or breakdowns.

I"'mtrying to see if there is a page
nunber on any of this. [It's on page 3 of 3 under
em ssion information. And itens 52 through 63 need
not be conpleted if enissions are exhausted through
air pollution control equipnment.

MR, PATEL: Right. What -- | think |
under st and what you are aski ng now.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Okay.

MR. PATEL: What it is saying is if they
have any add-on control equi pnment then these itens
need to be addressed in the IPC 260 form which is
the control equiprment form separate. Wich they
do not have any add-on control. So Aneren's
information is present in this formitself.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Wuld those additiona
controls, is that what the IPC is talking about
when they tal k about B-A-C- T, BACT?

MR. ROMAINE: That is certainly one of the
things they are considering, yes.

MS. BUTTSTADT: |s that sonething Ameren
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can do?

MR SMTH  Qur viewis that conbustion
control, |ow NOx burners, is BACT for these
machi nes.

MS. BUTTSTADT: That's the best that you
can do for those machi nes?

MR. SMTH. As defined under the way the
rul es work, BACT for these machines will be | ow NOx
burners.

MS. BUTTSTADT: COkay. That's kind of Iike
M. Cdinton defining what "it" is.

MR. ROMAI NE: Let ne just junp in.

MS. BUTTSTADT: When you say the way the
rules are now, we know - - We | think all in this
room are dancing around. W know the rules aren't
what they should be. It's a new industry and your
busi ness is meking a wi se business choice to take
it, you know, be in an advantageous position to,
bottom i ne, nmake nore noney, which is a |ot of al
busi ness goal s.

My question, though, is like when I
ask nmy kids "Is it clean,” is it the cleanest it
can be, neaning their room |In your case, |I'm

asking are these turbines functioning the best that
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they can. 1Is it the best air pollution contro
devi ces avail abl e? Not under what the current
rules say but what is available on the market. It
m ght not be the nost cost effective for you; but
as a resident, that's not ny concern.

MR, ROMAINE: Well, unfortunately, the

regul atory definition that we are dealing with
i ncludes cost effectiveness in determ ning what's
best. And what the Board specifically said was
that the rul e-nmaki ng proceedi ng would provide the
opportunity to further assess whether BACT shoul d
apply in these instances including whether inposing
it would be econonically reasonable and technically
feasi bl e.

So certainly there are other turbines
out there. Ceneral Electric has a larger turbine
that does achieve 9 ppmw th conbustion
nodi fications. At this point intinme we are not in
a position to address those questions because there
is not arule that requires best available contro
t echnol ogy - -

MS. BUTTSTADT: Right.
MR, ROMAINE: ~-- to require applicants to

dempnstrate that this General Electric turbine
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wouldn't fit in this circunstance. |In that regard,
we have not eval uated best available contro
technol ogy. And obviously, they are entitled to
their opinion at this point because we haven't nade
t hat determ nati on.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Okay. Wen you consider --
When you say cost effective or, you know, when you
are looking at the financial end of it, is it the
financial constraints on the corporation that's
applying? O are the health costs to the residents
and workers in Illinois part of those financia
consi derations? The ampunt that it costs --

MR. ROMAI NE: Actually neither.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Neither

MR, ROMAI NE: When we get to the point of
determi ning cost effectiveness, it's sinply
conmparing the amount of pollutant that is reduced
and the amount that it costs and then eval uating
whether that's in the range that is typically
expended for this type of control

MS. BUTTSTADT: When you say the anount of
pollution that is reduced and the amount that it
costs --

MR. ROMAI NE: Right.
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MS. BUTTSTADT: -- what "it" are you
referring to, the machinery or the pollution?

MR. ROVAINE: Well, the amount that would
be reduced. What woul d be the difference from
going to 15 ppmto 9 ppmif you got, let's say, a
General Electric turbine. And then how nuch nore
it would cost to get the General Electric turbine,
woul d there be other costs for this project. And
you woul d be conparing that to say what is -- It's
a cost effectiveness, so nmany dollars to reduce a
ton of emni ssions.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Okay.

MR. ROMAINE: And | think that's what the
Board, as | read the order -- (Obviously, the order
cones out of different -- At sone point it says
BACT, at other points it says the rul e-maki ng woul d
assess. So it's not the clearest opinion in the
wor | d.

MS. BUTTSTADT: That's why we need the
Governor, and | hope he reads this.

MR. ROVAINE: And in fact, this was an
i nquiry hearing that was requested by the Governor

MS. BUTTSTADT: ©Oh, | understand.

understand politics very well. You can ask for
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sonmet hing, but then you can leave it sitting on the
kitchen counter till after you are reel ected.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO.  Ms. Buttstadt,
can | just ask you, please, Ms. Buttstadt, can you
give us an idea how nmuch | onger you have, very nany
nore questions? |'msure the people here have no
probl em and we woul d be happy to listen to your
qguestions and answer themif we can. | would just
like to find out if there is anybody el se out there
with questions. And then we have people here, a
list of people who would |Iike to make conments. A
| ot of people have already nmade comrents when they
are asking the questions, so maybe this isn't a
concern; but | would just |ike to make sure
everybody gets up and gets a chance to say what
t hey want here.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Okay. | just have a couple
nore here. Let nme find ny place here.

How many permits are currently -- How
many peaker plants are currently permtted in the
State of Illinois? | know in your EPA Wb site it
says that there were 67 but that was as of OCctober
of last year. And a bunch of these are --

MR, ROMAINE: | have not added it up. |
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have a current version | could add up at the break,
which | assunme is coming soon.

MS. BUTTSTADT: |s there any
possibility -- Is that document avail able on your
Web site?

MR, ROMAI NE: No

MS. BUTTSTADT: |Is it possible along with
the copy of this for that to be sent to ne at a
| at er date?

MR, ROMAI NE: No

MS. BUTTSTADT: No?

MR. ROMAINE: There it is.

MS. BUTTSTADT: ©Ch, thank you. You guys
are very accommodati ng. Thank you very mnuch.

When you were doing the nodeling, we
have tal ked about considering the facility in
Bartlett. But as we are sitting here in Elgin, we
not only have Bartlett's to contend with but we
have one in East Dundee. There is one in Aurora.
There is one being proposed in Big Rock. |s that
considered in the cunul ative effect when we are
| ooki ng at how these are permtted, all of those in
t he area?

Because |ike you said earlier, you
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know, the people right -- You know, |'m not
fighting necessarily on an issue that's a
not -i n-ny-back-yard thing, we are a gl oba
conmunity. W are not -- It's not just us. |It's
the cunul ative effect of all these plants, 67
permtted. They only consider within how many --
How is that figured out? Wy is that?

MR. ROMAI NE:  Sinply judgnment by the
nodel i ng group, and they did not select to nodel
the Big Rock facility. Standard Energy Ventures as
they proceed will have to do their own nodeling to
address the other facilities that are already in
front of it.

MS. BUTTSTADT: Who are they that does this
det erm ni ng?

MR. ROMAINE: The air quality planning
group within the Illinois EPA

MS. BUTTSTADT: The air quality planning
group?

MR, ROMAI NE: Right.

M5. BUTTSTADT: Well, then hopefully --

MR. ROMAI NE: However, | guess the other
point is that the cunulative nodeling given the

| evel s of inpacts fromthese peaker plants and
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gi ven the background | evels and what we are show ng
by modeling, the cunul ative inpacts are not show ng
anyt hing of particular concern. You are nodeling
very small things together. And the real concern
inlllinois is the existing levels of air quality,
too many cars or too many cars w thout adequate
em ssions controls, concern over, obviously, power
pl ants has been expressed. There are just a |ot of
peopl e in an urban area.

MS. BUTTSTADT: |In relation to BACT, do you
know if in a conmunity that's a hone rule
comunity, do they have the authority to ask for
stricter standards than what the EPA does going
nore along the lines of what the IPCis
recommendi ng? As a home rule community, do we have
that ability?

MR. ROMAINE: |'mnot famliar wth what
the specific authorizations of a hone rule

comunity are

MS. BUTTSTADT: Okay. | just -- That's a
guesti on.

MR. ROMAINE: | don't know that they are
prohibited. | don't know that they are all owed.

just don't know the |egal issue.
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MS. BUTTSTADT: And one last thing, in sone
of the information that Aneren distributed in their
packets at the various places | was at when we
collected stuff, We went to the G bson site, there
was an article in there that had the headline about
"Are we ready for blackouts" or sonething. And it
was addressi ng brownouts and bl ackouts and ki nd of
i nsinuati ng that peaker plants by it being placed
in this packet would help prevent those.

In that it talked -- on the second
page of it it talked about that since 1995
70 percent of conservation neasures have been
termnated. And that's a large part of the problem
is we are not conserving. W are just building
nore plants and playing solitaire on conputers and
runni ng nore power instead of conserving. Does the
| EPA ever get involved in conservation nmeasures, or
are you sinply regul atory?

MR, ROMAINE: We do get involved in
conservation neasures. |It's not one of the things
that I think we take the lead on. The Depart nent
of Commerce, Conmunity Affairs, | think has a
stronger role in conservation.

MS. BUTTSTADT: The which?
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MR. ROMAI NE: Departnment of Commerce and
Community Affairs takes a stronger role in
conservation measures as part of our pollution
prevention efforts. So we do extend our viewto
| ook at energy conservation as wel |

MS. BUTTSTADT: | woul d encourage you to do
nore. And | will come back and | know that's a
funding issue, and that is totally out of all of
our hands. So that does it for now. | appreciate
your patience. Thanks.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO | just want to
find out where we are at. | have six cards here
for people who want to make statenents, and | want
to see what these people plan on doing.

Ms. Zingle, are you going to nmake a
st at ement ?

M5. ZINGLE: Not so nuch a statement but a
couple other things canme out that I would like to
tie sone | oose ends together with three or four
nore questi ons.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO. Ms. Owen, are
you going to make any coment ?

MS. OWEN:  No.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAGQ ELLO. M. Nesvig, are
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you going to make any comments, qui ck coments?

MR. NESVIG  No.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO.  Ms. Buttstadt,
you are finished?

MS. BUTTSTADT: | wll have one conment.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO.  Okay. Sandy
Justis, do you have any comments?

MS. JUSTIS: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO  You do. Ckay.
And M chael Noland. M. Noland?

MR, NOLAND: No. That's ne. | just wish
to ask a few questions.

M5. OVEN: For creature confort, could we
maybe have a five mnute break?

(Wher eupon a recess was had.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO M. Nol and, you
had a coupl e questions.

MR. NOLAND: Thank you. M nanme is M chae
Noland. | live here in Elgin. And | think nost of
nmy questions have been answered. And the one that
I"mgoing to ask you now | think has been answered
at least three or four tines. And every tine |
have heard it, | have to tell you, and | know

have read this before, |I'msure that | have read
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but participating in this process for

me, | want to hear

it for nyself

because I'mfeeling like a prize fighter that's

been knocked down about three or four times and

wants to get

up but probably shouldn't. But I'm

goi ng to anyway.

the Illinois Environnenta

not going to be the entity that

Do you nean to tell nme that the EPA

Protecti on Agency, is

nonitors eni ssions

fromthis site but that the proprietor is, that

Ameren in this case is going to be the one

reporting to you what their

MR.

VR.

MR.

em ssions are?

ROMAI NE: That's correct.

NOL AND: ' m down.

ROMAI NE: W oversee their reporting

They are subject to the Acid Rain Program The

USEPA oversees the nonitoring program we assist

that effort.

we are, in f

in

But in terns of the day-to-day work,

act, relying upon sources to carry it

out. If they fail to carry it

out properly, we

then institute enforcenent action for themto

correct it.
potentially

i ntentiona

There are penalties involved,

crimnal penalties if it was

faulty reporting.

So it's a serious
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violation. But in terns of the way the programis
set up for environnental issues, the first stepis
t hat people are supposed to be responsible and tel
what they are doing. OQur job is to make sure they
are doing it properly. And if they don't, then we
step in.

MR. NOLAND: How do you determ ne --

MR. ROMAINE: In ternms of em ssion testing,
I would also comrent that in terns of em ssion
testing, that is done by an i ndependent consultant.
It is neither us nor them they pay the tab. The
benefit of that, obviously, is you don't pay. And
on the other hand, they can't object to the results
because it's their consultant. They don't cone
back to us and say "But you didn't do the test
nmet hod properly." They paid for it. They better
have gotten the test nethod right and live with the
results.

MR. NOLAND: Who sel ects that independent
contractor to do the nonitoring?

MR. ROMAI NE: For the testing?

MR. NOLAND: For the testing.

MR. ROMAINE: We review the credentials to

make sure they have the right experience,
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equi pnment .

MR, NOLAND: Ckay. And it's based on their
reporting that you determ ne whether or not they
are failing with respect to the permt?

MR, ROMAINE: Yes. And you know, we can go
in. W do have inspectors. W can audit their
records. We can check hour by hour, select
particul ar hours, review the data. W can sit
periodically for an hour and oversee the
instruments. But ultimately given the nature of
these facilities, we could not, you will not pay us
to have an inspector at every polluting facility
24 hours a day to watch over them

MR. NOLAND: Nor would | expect you to. As
a taxpayer, | wouldn't stand for that |ong.

But et me ask you what criteria
det ermi nes whet her or not they are failing and what
causes you to enbark upon an audit?

MR. ROMAINE: |'mnot involved in that
directly. M suspicion is that we review the
conpl eteness of data. We |ook for gaps in
informati on. We | ook for m ssing records.

MR. NOLAND: But what causes you to | ook

for those m ssing records?
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MR, ROMAINE: That's part of the routine
i nspecti on.

MR. NOLAND: When do those occur?

MR. ROMAINE: A facility of this sort would
be inspected at |east once per year. |If we see
probl ems, which we would set up a nore frequent
i nspection --

MR. NOLAND: Do you give them advance
notice that you are comng for an inspection?

MR, ROMAINE: Usually for the annua
i nspection we do to nmake sure the appropriate
people are in sight to explain the records to us.

If we have further problens, we can, of course,
have unannounced i nspections as well

MR, NOLAND: Say that again. You would
have an --

MR. ROMAI NE: We can certainly have
unannounced i nspections as wel |

MR, NOLAND: And what woul d cause you to do
t hat ?

MR. ROMAINE: |f we believe, in fact, that
we are not seeing the correct information, that it
al ways seens that things are very squeaky cl ean

when we go there.
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MR. NOLAND: They do normally, they seem
i ke they are squeaky cl ean?

MR. ROMAI NE: Right.

MR. NOLAND: When is the last tine you ran
into a problenf

MR. ROVAINE: | don't know

MR. NOLAND: You can't remenber ever
havi ng --

MR, ROMAI NE: Again, in the permt section,
we are not in the field section, we don't go out
and visit plants. So | would have to again take
that back to Springfield and ask the field people
what type of experiences they have had at this type
of facility. | would coment, though, that the
federal acid rain programis well established.
believe that we are getting very good data out of
it, that it, in fact, is a very effective and
reliably inplenmented program

MR, NOLAND: \What nakes you believe that?

MR, ROMAINE: | think part of it is just
where the USEPA is doing their inspections, what
they are | ooking for, which does include a | ot of
routine i nspections of these type of facilities.

And it also deals with the nature of these types of
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systens, that these nonitoring systens generate so
much data that it's difficult to come up with fal se
dat a.

MR. NOLAND: You had nentioned earlier that
the 53 percent | think operating tine during the
wi nter stated by the applicant was not relevant to
the permt? Wat aml not -- | don't think I
real |y understand.

MR. ROMAI NE: That's what you heard.

MR, NOLAND: Wy is that not relevant?

MR, ROMAI NE: The pernitting process has
several functions. One function is to, in fact,
determ ne whether a person is entitled to a permt;
that is, whether they conply with the applicable
regul ati ons, the applicable laws or not. The other
function is to gather information about proposed
sources, about sources in general, to keep track of
where they are | ocated, what they are doing, what
their processes are, what types of em ssions they
are generating, the |likely anpunts of em ssions,
what types of controls they use. |It's sort of a
way to gather information.

One of the pieces of information that

we do request in permt applications is the
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di stribution of operation according to the year
That information has not been particularly useful
to our planning group. And in fact, |I'mnot sure
if they use it at present. \hat they have now
requested and what we do get as annual eni ssion
reports is information for operation during the
five summer nonths for the pollutants for which
it's inmportant, NOx and volatile organic materi al
So we get the information that's nore useful to us
as part of our annual emission reports. But we
still have questions that ask for this
di stributional issue in our permt application
forms.

MR, NOLAND: |If Aneren were to operate --
And if | understand correctly, they are through
this permt essentially asking to be able to
operate year-round; is that correct?

MR. ROMAINE: That's correct.

MR, NOLAND: Are they limted to a certain
nunber of hours that they are allowed to operate?

MR. PATEL: Yes. Both operating hours and
fuel use is limted there in the permt in the
draft permt.

MR. NOLAND: Wat woul d those be?



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

109

MR. PATEL: They have 8,220 mllion
standard cubic feet of natural gas usage per year
for conbined total of four turbines and 5,744 hours
per year total

MR. NOLAND: So it's kind of |ike 60,000
mles or five years, whichever cones first; is that
right?

MR, PATEL: Correct.

MR, NOLAND: |If they use all of the
materials, the fuel source, then they cannot
operate nore. But if they don't use all of those
materials or all that fuel within the 5, 000 or so
hours, and they expend all those hours, then they
cannot operate any nore although they may have al
this material left over?

MR. PATEL: That's an additional operating
[imtation on top of their emission limts.

MR. NOLAND: [|'m sorry?

MR, PATEL: On top of their em ssion tons
per year limt they have to indirectly verify
whet her they are neeting that tons per year

MR. NOLAND: One of the questions | have
regarding that: Wy is it that when we are

measuring their enissions we neasure not in output
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or not in the anmobunt of fuel that they use but in
the amobunt of hours that they are running? Can you
explain that? Do | understand the permt
correctly? And what are the advantages of one
nmeasur ement versus the other? And howis that a
benefit fromthe environnmental standpoint or a
detri ment ?

MR, PATEL: Well, the fuel limt and
operating hour limts correlate with each ot her

MR. NOLAND: Correlate with each other?

MR. PATEL: Right.

MR. NOLAND: Well, which standard do we use
to nmeasure, is it hours or is it by the amount of
fuel? 1t's ny understanding that, let's see, the
EPA has stated that they prefer to have permt
applications for peaker plants based on the
esti mated anount of natural gas that will be used
during operation because it is a nore accurate
met hod of cal culating the amobunt of anticipated
em ssions. This isn't the way it's done. |It's
done by hours, right? Not by the amount of fue
that's used. So what do you nean by they correlate
or they strictly correl ate?

MR. ROMAINE: This permit has both forns of
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limtations.

MR. NOLAND: Ckay.

MR. ROMAINE: Both linmtations apply. You
could be constrained by the nunber of operating
hours. You could be constrained by the fuel usage,
whi chever cones first.

MR. NOLAND: Ckay. And you will be
noni tori ng both?

MR, ROMAI NE:  Yes.

MR, NOLAND: How do you do that?

MR, ROMAI NE: Fuel use is readily nonitored
by just | ooking at fuel meters. You pay for
natural gas, and there are people are very
concer ned about how nmuch natural gas is being used.
In terns of operating hours, these equi pnent --

You are equi pped with instrunmentation that does
allow to be tracked how many hours it's been turned
on or not, but it's not as straightforward as just
going to a neter sonmewhere that says it used to say
3,000 and now it says, you know, 3,003, 000.

MR. NOLAND: |'mnot sure I'mreally clear.
Even though I'mdirecting ny questions to the board
here, | certainly would wel come a response from

Ameren, too, if they would be willing to join in
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in responding. You know, | guess ny question
really is how are you going to nonitor the anpunt
of fuel that passes through that facility.

MR. ROVAI NE: Fuel neters.

MR, NOLAND: You will go on site to --

MR. ROVAI NE: We can check the meters if we
want to. We would normally rely on their reading
the meters. The data is going to be there. The
bills are going to be there. So if we want to
check it, we would find it out.

MR, NOLAND: You would just pick up the
phone and ask themfor it?

MR. ROVAI NE: They keep the records. W
check the records. And if we want, we can verify
the supporting information.

MR, NOLAND: Ckay. But you don't do it as
a routine, as part of the permt, or as part of --

MR. ROMAINE: | don't believe that we
routi nely check people's statenents of fuel usage.
Maybe we do but | think we have better things to be
doi ng.

MR. NOLAND: Ckay. And the amount of
hours, how are you going to keep track of that?

MR, ROMAI NE: Again, they keep operating
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records.

MR. NOLAND: Their records, okay.

MR. ROMAI NE: They keep operating --

MR. NOLAND: Yeah, did | hear you correctly
before when you said that the issuing of the permt
was al so based on a cost effectiveness study?

MR. ROMAI NE: No.

MR. NOLAND: You don't do a cost benefit
anal ysi s?

MR. ROVAINE: We do not.

MR. NOLAND: Do you renenber that part of
your testinony before?

MR. ROVAI NE: The discussion was with
regard to what is involved in nmaking a
determi nation of best available control technol ogy.

MR. NOLAND: Right.

MR. ROVAINE: And | made the comment that
that is not a cost benefit analysis in ternms of
putting quantitative value on health benefits or
envi ronnental benefits. |It's sinply a cost of
control conpared to the nunber of tons of em ssions
el i m nat ed.

MR, NOLAND: And that's certainly not

sonmething that is incorporated in the pernmitting
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process?

MR. ROMAI NE:  No.

MR. NOLAND: Ckay.

MR. ROMAINE: If this were a major facility
and subject to best avail able control technol ogy,
that anal ysis would be perforned.

MR, NOLAND: Ckay. | understand. Did you
conmuni cate with the City of Elgin at all in the
permtting process? Are you required to
col l aborate with city staff?

MR. ROVAINE: No. W have not. W have
sent copies of our draft permit to themto allow
themto participate in this proceeding as well

MR, NOLAND: Is there any requirenent that
t hey participate?

MR. ROMAI NE:  No.

MR. NOLAND: You don't consider thema
necessary party as far as gathering information?
They don't subnmit any analysis or report to you
that is incorporated into the pernmt process?

MR. ROMAINE: There is no requirenment for
t hat .

MR, NOLAND: And | take it that you didn't

do any study or the Illinois EPA didn't do any
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studi es regarding local inmpact in relationship
to -- well, ongoing devel opment here in our
conmuni ty?

MR. ROMAI NE:  No.

MR. NOLAND: | guess one of the problens
that | have regarding the fact that there hasn't
been any city involvenent or that it's not part of
the permtting process, | have lived here for about
the last 20, 25 years and, of course, | have seen a
| ot of developnent, and | know that with reduced
tree canopy that heat levels raise or rise. And
know that, of course, the city is responsible for
that. That's not sonething that you are
responsi bl e for.

But in the issuing of permts for
plants like this, it would seemto nme that there is
sonme sort of synergy between devel opnent in the
community, that is the reduction of the tree
canopy, and the increase of em ssions due to these
pl ants; and that there is not sone type of
interface in analysis so to speak. And | hope I'm
maki ng sense.

In other words, you don't take into

consideration the local strains with respect to
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devel opnent here in our conmunity when you issue
the permit. And | guess that's nmore of a coment
than a question. But can you answer why is that?

MR. ROVAI NE: Because there are certain
issues with regard to projects that are under
consideration of local jurisdiction, sone that are
addressed at the state level. W don't address
whet her a comunity authorizes a new shopping
center to be put in, whether they are authorized to
pave areas, what their standards are for parking
| ots, how many trees they have to have, howit's
| andscaped.

MR. NOLAND: Well, no.

MR. ROMAI NE: There are many actions that
| ocal conmunities take that are under |oca
control. W sinply look at air pollution contro
projects to see whether the enmissions conply with
t he applicabl e regul ati ons and standards, whether
in fact, the project will pose a threat to anbient
air quality or the environnent.

MR. NOLAND: Is that wi thout respect to
| ocal conditions?

MR, ROMAI NE: The anbient air quality

standards are set assunming that there is a person
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that, you know, it's set for the npbst stringent
conditions, that there are people living at the
potential receptors fromthe project. So we are
not taking a | ess stringent position saying, well

because this is in an industrialized area, it's

entitled to emt nore. |It's the sane air quality
standards as if this was next -- right next to a
hone.

MR, NOLAND: | guess what |'mgetting at --

Let me see if | can phrase this in a better way.
In an ideal world, | probably would like to know
that | ast year between June and July or maybe for
the last ten years. You have gone out to Route 20
and Shal es Parkway, for exanple, which is pretty
close to where this facility will be |ocated, and
you took anbient air sanples fromthat
i ntersection, and you woul d have known what the
ozone quality or levels were at that site, and that
you woul d have taken that into considerati on when
you woul d have issued this permt. But | guess
that didn't happen, right, or anything like that
didn't happen?

MR, ROMAINE: It inherently happens and it

happens so early in the process that it isn't
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sonmething that's really thought about. W have
anbi ent nonitoring stations throughout the state.
Those ambi ent nonitoring stations are put at points
of maxi mum inpacts. We have sited our nonitoring
stations at the busiest intersections to see what
the air quality is around the busiest
intersections. |f we can show conpliance at the
busi est intersections, then we are confident that
we are not having trouble at other |ocations. W
have air quality nonitors near Mannhei m Road or
Schiller Park to some |ocation that is
extraordinarily congested by the airport. So if we
meet the air quality standard that's appropriate
for traffic at that location, it should be fine.

We have a nonitor at the base of the Sears Tower,
urban canyon. So by checking the worst spots --
We do not go out and nonitor every single |ocation
t hroughout the state. We rely on the information
that we do have for the quality of the air

We have a network of ozone nonitoring
stations that are designed to nmeasure where the
exceedances of the ozone air quality standard would
be occurring to see how far they extend, to see

whet her our efforts to reduce em ssions are, in
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fact, reducing the level or the geographic scope of
ozone exceedances. In fact, the western suburbs at
this point are not a place that are experiencing
exceedances of the one-hour ozone standard. It
continues to be a difficult problemsolving it
along the lake front. It's gradually noving cl oser
in close to the lake. But still if you live along
the | ake, you can end up with high ozone | evels and
certainly those high ozone |levels continue up
t hrough W sconsi n.

MR, NOLAND: Well, with respect to this
permt --

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO M. Nol and, |
guess I'mgoing to ask you if you can ask one nore
guestion or make one nore comment, we can wap it
up. There are four nore people that want to neke

statements or ask questions and it's now quarter to

10: 00.

MR, NOLAND: Sure. How |ong have | been
going? I|I'msorry. | didn't realize | had taken
t hat | ong.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO.  If you can just
ask anot her question.

MR, NOLAND: Sure. | really only have two
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nore questions. And the first one is in
relationship to what you just told us about the
anbi ent nonitoring stations. Wich anbi ent
monitoring station did you take sanples fromin
determ ning whether or not to issue this permt
for this facility?

MR. ROMAI NE: Because the nodel ed i nmpacts
of this facility weren't significant, we wouldn't
have to actually | ook at ambi ent nonitoring.
Because it's not significant, it neans the air
quality isn't going to change in any particul ar
manner. |In terns of what was | ooked at when we did
the cunul ative risk evaluation, we used a val ue
fromNOx in Brai dwood. W used a val ue of
particulate matter from actually Hoffnman Estates.
And then we used values for SO2 from Lisle.

MR. NOLAND: You had said that we should
|l ook to the legislature for devel oping | egislation
with respect to the cunul ative effects when we
responded to the earlier discussion. Do you
renmenber that?

MR. ROMAI NE: Yes.

MR. NOLAND: \What bills are before -- You

said that the |egislature was taking a proactive
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approach this session, | think that's -- or words
to that effect. And | don't nean to put words in
your mouth. But what bills? Do you know of the
bills in particular? Do you know, can you give
us --

MR, ROMAINE: | cannot keep track of bills
by nanme or nunber.

MR. NOLAND: Ri ght.

MR. ROMAINE: | am aware of at |east one
proposal that would require evaluation of further
reductions in enissions fromcoal-fired power
pl ants. Susan certainly has the details on it.

She comented during the break that she is not very
optimstic that it will be succeeding.

MS. ZINGE: And there is nothing specific
to peakers.

MR. NOLAND: | think I have your business
card. | can refer to her. Thank you for your
tine.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO.  Thanks.

MR. NOLAND: | have one other question
One last thing if I may. Sone other people had the
opportunity to address Aneren. May |? My |

address you?
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MR. SMTH:  Sure.

MR. NOLAND: | would like to ask one
guestion and maybe a foll ow up question

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAGQ ELLO  How about one?
One question, and then we are going to wap up. W
have ot her people.

MR, NOLAND: What did you do in the way of
outreach to the comunity? What have you done in
the way of outreach to the conmunity to |l et us know
about your plans here?

MR. SMTH. We have held three public
i nformati on workshops held in Elgin.

MR. NOLAND: \When were those?

MR, SMTH. They were in October. One was

in March.
MR. NOLAND: \What tinme of the day?
MR. SMTH: In the evening.
MR. NOLAND: All of thent?

MR SMTH.  Yes. And they were publicized.
We sent out individualized invitations for the
first two, and the last one that we just did was
publicized widely on the radi o and the newspapers
and with sonme letters to local officials. | have

nmet personally with certain nei ghborhood groups
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that have asked ne to come. And we have given
nunmer ous interviews to newspaper reporters and
radio reporters. W have net with city staff, city
council. We have been before the Pl anning and
Devel opnent Commi ssi on and recei ved approval for
the zoni ng change request that we made. | would
characterize their effort as being extensive in
conmuni cating with the public.

MR. NOLAND: The notice in the newspaper,
do you recall how nmuch advance notice the public
had?

MR. SMTH  Two weeks.

MR. NOLAND: | can tell you. Three days.

MR SMTH We ran it nultiple tines.
There were multiple ads and over a period of a week
or two. And we hit weekend -- You know, there is
al ways a decision as to what papers and what issue
of the paper should we use, what people read. W
don't really know that so we guess at it. But we
did take sone dailies, and we took out sone
weekends. And some of those ads ran two to three
days prior to the workshop, that is correct. Sone
of themran a longer tine period before that

wor kshop.
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MR, NOLAND: Ckay. Thank you very much.
HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO Thank you,
M. Nol and.
Sandy Justi s.

MS. JUSTIS: |I'm Sandy Justis, and
represent the Interfaith Council on Clinmate Change.
And we neet nmonthly here in Elgin, but it's
primarily a working group that works throughout the
Fox Val |l ey area.

| have a few concerns, just nostly
some comments. One of the first things that was
stated -- | have forgotten your nane. Patel or --
MR. PATEL: Manish. Manish Patel
MS. JUSTIS: Thank you. You introduced
this by explaining that this is the cl eanest
commercially produced electricity that we have

available to us. Now, is that availability based

on the -- what do you call it -- the deregul ation
situation that we have in Illinois right now about?
MR. PATEL: | believe | said cl eanest

commercially avail abl e fuel
M5. JUSTIS: |I'msorry. There is that
noi se, and | have a bit of a hearing |loss. Excuse

me. Say that again.
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MR. PATEL: | believe | said the cleanest
commercially available fuel is proposed to be used
inthis facility.

M5. JUSTIS: The commercially, nost
commercially available? O did you say --

MR. PATEL: Cl eanest.

MS. JUSTIS: GCkay. Cleanest. You said
cl eanest. | thought so. So you are saying that --
But | think that's based on the deregul ation
situation that we are in right nowin Illinois,
isn't it?

MR, ROMAI NE:  No.

MS. JUSTIS: No?

MR, ROMAINE: It's sinply saying that
natural gas is the cleanest comercially available
fuel at this time.

M5. JUSTIS: Here in Illinois?

MR, ROMAI NE: | think anywhere.

Ms. JUSTIS: Oh.

MR, ROMAINE: |'m not aware of |arge
suppl i es of hydrogen.

MS. JUSTIS: I'msorry. |I'msorry, but we
do have a gl obal warm ng scenario here in the gl obe

and locally. It affects everybody in this creation
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that we have. And | believe there is a fuel oi
conpany, fossil fuel oil conpany in Europe and in
Engl and, that just decided to put a billion dollars
into research and devel opment of solar and wi nd.
And to ne that's a comrercially avail able fuel

MR, ROMAINE: | woul d disagree

MS. JUSTIS: Disagree?

MR. ROMAINE: | wouldn't disagree that it's
certainly an avail abl e source of energy. But
clearly, this is a conbustion process. |t does
rely on fossil fuel. |f you have concerns about
gl obal warnming and fossil fuels, this continues
burning fossil fuels. There is no question about
it.

MS. JUSTIS: GCkay. | wanted to nake sure
that was cl ear because it just seemed as though the
first statement was |ike the cleanest comercially
produced electricity is what | heard and | wote it
word for word.

MR, ROMAINE: | wouldn't say that either
Qbviously, if you are using --

M5. JUSTIS: But ny second question that
led me to that is that based on the deregul ation

situation that we are in right nowin Illinois.
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When is Illinois, the date that the market is going
to be open for green power? Do you have that

avail abl e? Could you share that? |In terns of the

green -- deregulation situation that we are in
ri ght now.
MR. ROMAINE: | don't have the details on

t he deregul ation.

MS. JUSTIS: They could send that
information to me by May 12? | nean that is part
of the issue.

MR, ROMAI NE: That's not part of our

expertise in terns of the dereg bill. | would
pursue it with the Illinois Comrerce Commi ssion.
MS. JUSTIS: GCkay. That's an Illinois

Commer ce Conmi ssion. That's separate?

MR. ROMAI NE: Yes.

MS. JUSTIS: That's separate. | wanted to
ask, do you guys, Aneren, these particular
turbines, are they one-cycle turbines?

MR SMTH. The termof art would be sinple
cycle.

M5. JUSTIS: Sinple cycle. And then there
is two a two-cycle turbine?

MR. SMTH. There is another configuration
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that enpl oys conbustion turbines that is called
conbi ned cycl e.

M5. JUSTIS: Conbined. And ny
understanding -- and correct me if I'"'mwong -- |
ni ght not have this right. But 18 -- The single
cycle that what you call it, your --

MR. SMTH.  Sinple cycle.

MS. JUSTIS: -- sinple cycle, that is about
18 percent efficient at startup approxi matel y?

MR. SMTH: | don't understand what the
guestion is.

MS. JUSTIS: Okay. Every tine you start
it, it creates -- it takes in nore fuel to start it
than to run it and it emits nore em ssions; right?
So the efficiency of startup at a sinple cycle
process versus a nore conplex process is |less
efficient, right?

MR SMTH:. | wouldn't agree with that
necessarily. | really don't understand what you
are asking.

MS. JUSTIS: Well, | understood that the
nore conpl ex systens that you could have in a
turbine with fossil fuels and at the startup, at

the nonent of startup, that the two-cycle turbines
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are about 36 percent efficient versus 18 --

MR SMTH  Well, the way thernmodynam c
efficiency is designed is energy inis a factor and
energy out is a factor.

MS. JUSTIS: Ckay.

MR. SM TH: The heat rate -- W talk in
terms of heat rate, which gives you the indicator
of the energy used itself for the process. These
machi nes, the heat rate is approximately at full
load in the summertine conditions about 11,500
Btu's per kilowatt hour.

MS. JUSTIS: Versus the nore conplex, nore
efficient systenms, which are at what?

MR, SMTH. A typical conbined cycle plant
woul d have a heat rate at full load in the
sumrertine in the 7 to 8,000 Btu's per kilowatt
hour range.

MS. JUSTIS: Conpared to -- \What was the
first nunber?

MR. SM TH. 11, 500.

MS. JUSTIS: So about a third better
efficiency. |I'mjust estimating in ny head
approxi mately. \What part of the enissions could be

improved if they -- if we got the best wi sh on the
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list as far as scrubbers, etcetera, whatever is
avail able at the top?

MR. SM TH: Scrubbers --

M5. JUSTIS: Well, | don't know if that's
the right term | don't know the technol ogy, but
I'"mtal king about the efficiency of the em ssions
to control the enissions, the NOx--

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO Ms. Justis, |
think that has been answered al ready. They had a
di scussi on on BACT. | can't renenber how many
guestions or people that was ago.

M5. JUSTIS: No. It was delayed. And it
was -- To ne, it sounded like it wasn't going to
be tal ked about because it was a cost
ef fectiveness. The idea of cost effectiveness cane
into the answer. And so, therefore, we didn't have
to talk about it.

MR. ROMAINE: | don't followthat. |
guess --

MS. JUSTIS: That's what | recall

MR. ROMAINE: Clearly there is no question
combi ned-cycl e turbines are nore efficient than
si nmpl e-cycl e turbines.

MS. JUSTIS: Ckay.
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MR. ROMAINE: And | think we also said
there are other turbines out there |ike Genera
Electric that, in fact, do have | ower enissions of
NOx. But this project isn't using General Electric
turbines. General Electric turbines also rely on
conmbustion controls for controlling NOx, and these
turbines also rely on conmbustion controls for
control Iing NOx.

MS. JUSTIS: | think the only other just
clarification is, or maybe just conment possibly,
is that | wanted to find out if the Illinois EPA
woul d al so consi der, as other people brought up --
it's really a concern of mne -- is the conbined
effect of all of these and all of what we are doing
here in terns of emi ssions. W are only |ooking at
this one plant today. But nobody is really
wat chi ng how many. W have got 60 and maybe 57
nore proposed right here for Illinois right now,
and we don't know what the aggregate of that would
be because nobody is | ooking at that and counting
t hat .

MR. ROMAINE: Well, | guess that is
sonething that we don't | ook necessarily at in the

permt by permt context. W do have an air
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quality planning group. They do run anal yses. W
have put together an attai nment denonstration to
conply with the ozone air quality standard. For
pur poses of that attainment denonstration, we did
i nclude em ssions from50 or so peaker plants that
were in existence in Illinois. W did factor in
the NOx reductions that woul d occur from the NOx
SIP call. So we --

Thi ngs are goi ng on outside of the
permt context that do address that. Obviously, we
have an anbient air quality nonitoring network that
keeps track of what the air quality is. It is
designed to track how we are doing on neeting the
ozone air quality standard. Pernmitting is only one
pi ece of what goes on at the Agency.

MS. JUSTIS: GCkay. Well, thank you very
much. | appreciate your time.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAGQ ELLO  Thank you,
Ms. Justis.

Bri dget Trinble.

MS. TRIMBLE: Hello. M name is Bridget
Trinmble. | probably live closer to this proposed
pl ant than |I would guess everybody here in this

room | live on the southeast side.
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| guess the thing that | guess
frightens ne | guess the nost is when Aneren cane,
and they cane and they spoke to a small group of
people at my house, the things that were being --
that we would ask and then we woul d get the answers
for, and | guess the question is are we asking the
ri ght questions and were we asking the right
qguestions, do we know enough about it to ask the
ri ght questions. Because we were told at that tine
that the turbines that were going in here were the
best of the best, this is the cleanest, this is the
best. And now | sit here tonight and hear that --
Wel |, actually there are cleaner turbines, they are
just not being used. So | guess the coment |
would Iike to make is | don't know if we are asking
what we shoul d be asking. And |I'm hoping that you
peopl e are. Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAGQ ELLO  Thank you.

Ms. Zingle.

MS. ZINGLE: Yes. | wll be real quick. |
have had the benefit of looking at a | ot of the
permts and to the idea of how clean and how
efficient they are. Chris, you nentioned that, in

fact, the GE turbines regularly get down to 9 parts
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per mllion, which | have seen sone of the
communities even objected to that. You have issued
a pernit to one conpany that is using SCR
scrubbers and, in fact, can get a peaker down to
3.5 parts per mllion. To be fair, on the other

hand, you have also pernitted peakers over 55 parts

per mllion over sone fairly intense protest. So
is this the dirtiest peaker in Illinois, no, it is
not. 1Is it the cleanest of the clean, not by a

| ong shot.

To the cumul ative effects, again, as
part or the attai nment nodeling, your nodeling
people did add up the NOx em ssions from| believe
it was 30 or 33 plants. And they found that it
noved the state total between 1 to 2 parts per
billion dependi ng on which ozone day you | ooked at.
To my know edge, no one has yet added up the
effects of all 60 of them So I guess we will wait
for a good hot day next summer and see what
happens. Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAGQ ELLO  Thank you,
Ms. Zingle.
And Ms. Buttstadt.

MS. BUTTSTADT: | need to go back to an
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i ssue. Aneren touched on this when they gave their
presentation earlier tonight, and M. Nol and
touched on it briefly. Wen you were discussing
Ameren's outreach into the community and their
effort to work with the community, being sonebody
that's pretty active in the community and serve on
boards and on the commi ssion, | was very acutely
awar e of outreach, |ooking for opportunities to go.
The first workshop | becanme aware of | went to, and
I"mon the comm ssion. And we had been to G bson
and | knew they were coming. And they had said we
are going to hold workshops, and we are going to
outreach to the community. And | took them at
t hei r word.

So whoever reads these transcripts,
yes, they may have held three workshops. The first
time anything was in the paper was for the one that
was on March 26 before the event. The other two
were nmentioned in articles afterwards. There was
not hi ng other than the public notice that was
published in the Courier on February 3 regarding
t he planning comm ssion public hearing. News
articles that nmention this facility only nentioned

it coupled with the plant in Bartlett. That is not
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totally Ameren's doing.

I just don't want whoever reads these
transcripts to take the lack of public
participation in this hearing as the public
condoning this facility. The attitude of a |ot of
peopl e that have found out about it is this is a
col ossal waste of our tine to sit here and go
through this process because they view the EPA as
handi ng out permits like it's Pez candy, that it
is -- what's the point, they are going -- they are
di spensing it like Pez. They have read about what

happened in other comunities when people work and

try to do sonething about this to no avail. People
will spend their own noney hiring attorneys, and it
still gets approved. So people are pretty nuch why

bot her. They are upset, but they don't know where
to go. W have |learned tonight, and | appreciate
you inform ng us of where we should go.

When a conpany says that they are
going to do community outreach and when you do only
send out letters to a select few, that's not
reaching out to the community. | talked to city
staff when they held one of their workshops

apparently at city hall, they had asked themif
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they needed help publicizing it, and the city staff
said they were told no, that they can do it
thenmsel ves. There are a | ot of people to blanme for
the lack of public knowing that this was going on.

In fact, before these hearings tonight
very little was in the newspaper about it. And |
fault the nedia for that because this is to nme not
a waste of tinme. | have learned a [ot, and
appreci ate your help on this. | just hope whoever
reads this, hopefully, some of our legislators take
the tine to read this, but saying they haven't
taken the tine to cone tonight -- or | don't have a
| ot of confidence in that, but | have to do ny
best. Thank you for your tine.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAG ELLO.  Thank you,
Ms. Buttstadt.

Yes.

MS. JUSTIS: | just wanted nake one ot her
comment about the timng of tonight's neeting
being a representative of an Interfaith Council
Toni ght happens to be Maundy Thursday and not a | ot
of people go out to cone to a hearing like this on
a church night. It was sort of an odd thing. MW

m ni ster said, "Yeah, wasn't that the night of



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

138
betrayal ?" That's kind of a -- |I'msorry. He's
just a joker. It's ironic so -- But he couldn't
come, too bad.

HEARI NG OFFI CER JAGQ ELLO  If there is
nothing el se, may the record reflect that there
were no exhibits submitted at this public hearing.
And it's now 10:10 p.m, and this hearing is

adj our ned.

(Which were all the proceedi ngs
had in the above-entitled

cause.)
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