I NTRODUCTI ON

Sout hern Illinois Power Cooperative (SIPC) is proposing three projects at
its Marion Power Generating Station, on Lake of Egypt, south of Marion.
The facility has four existing coal fired generating units. Units 1-3 are
each rated at 33 MWcapacity. Unit 4 is rated at 173 MN el ectrical power.
St eam produced in these boilers is primarily used for electric power
generation. Al four units burn a blend coal and coal refuse. SIPCis
proposing to proceed with three significant projects at the Marion
Generating Station. Project | consists of constructing a new CFB boiler to
replace Units 1 through 3. The boiler would be designed to use coal refuse
its main fuel. Project Il consists of installing two natural gas fired
sinmpl e cycl e conmbustion turbines, to be used as peaki ng generators, during
peri ods when demand for power is greater or when other units are out of
service. Project |IIl consists of installing a selective catalytic
reduction (SCR) system for NO, on Unit 4. These projects are expected to
provide flexibility and efficiency in neeting current needs as well as
accomodating future needs.

PRQJECT DESCRI PTI ON

Project | - In a CFB boiler, crushed linestone is added directly into
the bed of the boiler with the fuel, and air is forced in fromthe
bottom The pressure floats the |linmestone and fuel within the
combustion chanber allowing it to behave like a fluid. This provides
certain conmbustion benefits, including reduced formation of nitrogen
oxides (NQ). In addition the linmestone chenically absorbs sul fur

di oxide (SO,) directly fromthe gases in the boiler, reducing SO

em ssions. Particulate matter (PM suspended in the flue gas, as well as
fine particulates of linmestone, are captured by a fabric filter, also
known as a baghouse.

The em ssions of the new boiler are |listed bel ow. Pot ential em ssions
are cal cul at ed based on continuous operation at the maximum | oad.

Actual emissions will be nuch less to the extent that the boiler
probably will not operate continuously at the maxi mumrated | oad
Cont anmi nant Em ssion (Ton/ Yr)
Sul fur Di oxi de 3,690.0
Ni trogen Oxi des 841.0
Car bon Monoxi de 921.0
Particul ate Matter 67.5
Particul ate Matter, 67.5
Vol atile Organic Material 44, 2
A smal |l amount of particulate matter will also be rel eased fromthe

storage and handling of fuels, ash and |inestone.
Project Il — The two gas turbines will fire natural gas as the primary

fuel and distillate fuel oil as a backup. The turbines will be used in a
sinmple cycle configuration, with all power produced by a generator
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connected to the shaft of the turbine. This facility is designed to
function primarily as a peaking station, to generate electricity in the
peak demand periods, and at other tines when other power plants are not
avail abl e due to schedul ed or forced outages.

The nitrogen oxi de (NO) emnissions fromeach turbine are controlled

t hrough dry | ow NO conmbustors while burning natural gas. If fuel oil is
used, water injection will be used for NOt em ssion control. Low NO
conbustors | ower NO¢ formati on by controlling flanme turbul ence and
staging the m xing of fuel and conmbustion air. Water injection controls
(l owers) the conbustion tenmperature of the fuel to | ower the NO

em ssi ons.

The total annual enissions fromthe conbustion turbines are linited to
119 tons of NO,, 106 tons of CO 10 tons of PM 11 tons of SO, and 4
tons of VOM These limts are based on the manufacturer’s experience
with simlar equipnment and their expected val ues at various nodes of
operation, |oads and types and varying quantity of fuel, based on the
potential utilization of the generation system Actual emi ssions wll
be |l ess than the maximum lim ted eni ssions.

Project 11l -The Selective Catal ytic Reduction (SCR) systemwi ||
significantly reduce nitrogen oxide em ssions fromexisting Unit 4 coa
fired boiler. SCR systemis considered a pollution control device.

SCR i s a post-conbustion control technology in which anmonia is injected
downstream of the boiler and reacts with NQ  in the presence of a
catalyst to formwater and nitrogen. The catalyst’'s active surface is
usually a noble nmetal. The SCR systemis expected to achieve

approxi mately an 85% reduction in NO, em ssions.

The total annual emnissions decrease fromthe SCR systemis estimated to
be 2,362 tons of NGO, per year.

APPL| CABLE EM SSI ON STANDARDS

Al'l em ssion sources in Illinois nmust conply with Illinois Pollution
Control Board enission standards. The Board's emni ssion standards
represent the basic requirements for sources in Illinois. The projects

boil er should readily conply with applicable Board standards.

The new CFB boiler and turbine projects are al so subject to federal New
Source Performance Standards (NSPS), 40 CFR 60 Subpart Da, for electric
utility steam generating unit greater than 250 mllion Btu/hr and
Subpart GG for gas turbines. The Illinois EPA is adm nistering NSPS in
I1linois on behalf of the United States EPA under a del egation
agreenent. The NSPS sets enmission limts for nitrogen oxides, sulfur

di oxi de and particulate matter enissions fromthe CFB boiler and gas
turbines only. Testing, record keeping, reporting and continuous

em ssions nmonitoring are al so required.
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The existing Marion Generating Station is a major source of em ssions
for purposes of federal rules for Prevention of Significant
Deterioration (PSD), 40 CFR 52.21. Under PSD, nmjor project is one,

whi ch entails construction of a major source or nmgjor nodification

i.e., a project that results in a significant net increase in em ssions
of an attainment contam nant at an existing major source. Therefore, the
proposed projects at the Marion Generating Station would be subject to
NSR requirements if the projects result in a net change in enissions,
after considering contenmporaneous and creditabl e em ssions increases and
decreases when sumed with the emissions fromthe projects, which
exceeds any of the significant em ssion rates |listed bel ow.

The new em ssion units are considered a major nodification for CO For
em ssions of nitrogen oxides, sulfur dioxide, volatile organic
materials, and particulate matter, the net increase acconpanying the
operation of the new boiler and conmbustion turbines is I ess than the
significance level (less than 40, 40, 40 and 15 tons/year
respectively). The net increase for carbon nonoxide is above the
significance |level, as discussed below. The new boiler's em ssion rates
for other contam nants are not significant.

Under federal regulations (40 CFR 52.21(b)) a nodification to an

exi sting major source of air pollution is subject to NSR perm tting
requirenents if the nodification results in a net em ssion increase for
any pollutant greater than the follow ng significant em ssion rates:

Pol | ut ant Signi ficant Eni ssion Rate (Tons/ Year)
Ni trogen Oxi des (NQ) 40

Sul fur Di oxi de (SO, 40

Car bon Monoxi de (CO) 100

Ozone (As VOM 40

Total Suspended Particles (TSP) 25

Smal | Particles (PMy) 15

Lead 0.6

NET CHANGE | N EM SSI ONS

The net change in NQ, SO, CO VOV TSP, PM,, Lead and H,SO, em ssions
acconpany the project is shown belowin Tables I and Il. The em ssions for
the existing four boilers are based on average actual data from previous
representative years. This evaluation was nade in terns of em ssions of
criteria pollutants. This evaluation describes the potential change in

em ssions for the purposes of regulation applicability. 1In performng this
accounting of increases and decreases one must also consider other current
proj ects.

Em ssion estimates for the existing Units 1 through 4 were based on

conti nuous em ssion nonitoring data, annual em ssion reports, and AP-42
em ssion factors, as appropriate for each pollutant. Em ssion estimtes
for the two nost recent years of operation (1998 and 1999) were used to
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establish baseline (pre-nodification) em ssions. Creditable em ssion
decreases will be available fromretirement of Units 1 through 3 and
installation of selective catalytic reduction for NGO on Unit 4.

Em ssion estinmates for the proposed circulating fluidized bed (CFB)

boil er, combustion turbines (CTs), and associated material handling
facilities were based on equi pnent vendor guarantees and AP-42 eni ssion
factors, as appropriate for each pollutant. Predicted em ssion increases
assuned the highest annual capacity factors expected foll ow ng

conpl eti on of the projects.

The overall increases and decreases fromthe proposed conbustion

turbi nes new CFB boiler and existing coal fired boilers are shown in
Table I'll. The operation of the new boiler will be

coordi nated with the operation of the combustion turbines and the

exi sting coal fired boiler with added SCR so that net significant

i ncreases in em ssions of SO, PM VOM and NO, do not occur, except for
CO. The expected operation of the new facility reflecting predomn nant
usage of the new boiler (85%, significant usage of the existing coa
fired boiler (85% and limted usage of conbustion turbines (22% shows
substanti al decrease in enissions.

TABLE | -1 NCREASES | N EM SSI ONS
Proposed Overall Increases for Conbustion Equi pment:
Mat eri al Si gni fi cant
Handl i ng CFB CcT Tot al Em ssi on
Pol | ut ant I ncreases I ncreases* I ncreases* I ncreases Rat e
(Tons/ Yr) (Tons/ Yr) (Tons/ Yr) (Tons/ Yr) (Tons/ Yr)
NO, ---- 715.1 118.6 833.7 40
SO, ---- 3,131.8 11.0 3,142.8 40
CO ---- 783.0 105.9 888.9 100
VOM ---- 37.6 4.0 41.5 40
TSP 10. 52 57.4 10.1 78.1 25
PM, 2.81 57.4 10.1 70. 3 15
Lead ---- 0. 085 0. 001 0. 09 0. 600
H,SO, ---- 47.9 1.2 49.1 7
TABLE || — DECREASES | N EM SSI ONS
Proposed Cont enporaneous and Creditabl e Decreases
for Conbustion Equi pment
Unit 4 SCR Unit 1, 2 & 3 Tot a
Pol | ut ant Decr eases* Decr eases Decr eases
(Tons/ Year] (Tons/ Year) (Tons/ Year)
NQ, 2,361.9 2,329.8 4,691.7
s | ------ 12,227.4 12,227. 4
co | ------ 55.4 55.4
vom | - 9.5 9.5
LS S 83.0 83.0




PMo | - 56. 4 56. 4

Lead | = ------ 0. 087 0.09

Hso, | @ ------ 278. 2 278.2
Note: * - Highest expected capacity factor for CFB, Unit 4, and CTs

during the years 2003 -

85%

Al'l contenporaneous and creditable increases and decreases are sumred

and 22%

2013 for

respectively.

each conbustion source expected is 85%

with the increases fromthe proposed nodification to deternmine if a

signi ficant

net em ssions increase wll

occur.

The estimated eni ssion

i ncrease, decreases and net changes are sunmari zed bel ow.
TABLE 111 — NETTING FOR EM SSI ONS
Annual Net Enissions Calculation for Marion Station
Conbusti on Equi prent
Maj or
Tot al Tot al Modi fi cation
Pol | ut ant I ncrease Decrease Net Change Threshol d
(Tons/ Year) (Tons/ Year) (Tons/ Year) (Tons/ Year)
NQ, 833.7 4,691.7 - 3,858.0 40
S0, 3,142.8 12,227. 4 - 9,084.6 40
CO 888.9 55. 4 833.5 100
VoM 41.5 9.5 32.1 40
TSP 78.1 83.0 - 5.0 25
PM, 70.3 56. 4 13.9 15
Lead 0. 09 0. 09 0 0. 600
H, SO, 49.1 278.2 - 229.0 7
Notes: The total increase in pollutant em ssions represents the

operation of the new CFB boiler system
handl i ng operations,

mat eri al

proj ect ed maxi mum annua

factor

and existing coa
capacity factor
two new conbustion turbines at a projected nmaxi mum annua
of 22%

of 85%

i ncludi ng the associ ated
fired boiler
and the operation of

at a

capacity

Operation of the CFB boiler systemis described in the

permt #00070030, while operation of the conmbustion turbines is
described in a separate permt #00070029.

The total

decrease in pollutant

eni ssions represents retirenent

existing boilers (Marion Generating Station Units 1 through 3), as

described in this permt,

reduction on a fourth existing boiler

Unit 4),

The net
Tot a
may not

Decr ease

change in pollutant
Al t hough the actua
be exactly as shown in the table,

i ncrease above the Mj or
car bon nonoxi de.

net

em ssions is the Tota

Modi fi cati on Threshold for

Page 5

never
any poll utant

and installation of selective catalytic
(Marion Generating Station
as described in a separate permt #00070028.

I ncrease minus the
change in em ssions each year
there will

be a net

of three

except



It can be seen that carbon nonoxide (CO is the only pollutant for which
there will be a significant net increase in em ssions. Therefore, COis
the only pollutant for which the projects are subject to NSR

The foll owi ng sections describe the criteria, input data, assunptions,
nmet hods, and cal cul ati ons used to eval uate NSR applicability.

The Il1linois EPA therefore is proposing to issue a construction permt
to allow construction and initial operation of the CFB boiler firing
bi t um nous coal refuse, bitum nous coal, petrol eum coke and ot her

i ncidental m nor sources of solid fuel so as to neet tonnage em ssion
l[imtations for NQ, SO, CO and PMon a 12 nmonths rolling average.

Em ssions of NQ, and SO, shall be neasured on a daily basis in |b/day
usi ng a conti nuous em ssion nonitoring system PM and CO em ssions
shal | be cal cul ated using fuel consunption and supporting technica

dat a.

The permit will contain appropriate conditions to assure that the new
boiler will not result in a significant net increase in em ssions for
any pollutant except CO.  Conpliance with em ssion |inmtations on SO
and NO, will be deternmined froma daily conputer report using data from
t he continuous em ssion nonitoring and data acquisition system show ng
daily em ssion rates in Ib/MIlion Btu for the new boiler

This project is subject to Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD)
review as a mgjor nodification because the expected increase in

em ssions of COis greater than the significant enission |evel.

Em ssions of PM VOC, SO,, and NQ, are expected to decrease or not
increase significantly. The PSD rules, which were intended to preserve
clean air, require: 1) an “emission limt” on new or nodified equipnent
whi ch represents Best Avail able Control Technol ogy (BACT), 2) an air

qual ity assessnment of the inmpact of new em ssions, and 3) an anal ysis of
i npacts on soils, vegetation, and visibility. The Illinois EPA has been
del egated authority by USEPA to adm nister the PSD programin Illinois.

BEST AVAI LABLE CONTROL TECHNOLOGY ( BACT)
A I nt roducti on

The Clean Air Act defines BACT as
“ .an emssion limtation based on the maxi mum degree of
reduction . . .which the permtting authority, on a case-by-case
basis, taking into account energy, environnental and other costs,
determines is achievable . . .7.

BACT is generally set by a “Top Down Procedure.” In this
procedure, the nost stringent control requirenment in practice

el sewhere is assumed to constitute BACT for a particular project,
unl ess the inpacts associated with the control requirenments are
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shown to be excessive. This approach has generally been foll owed
by the Illinois EPA

Di scussi on

Car bon nonoxide - Control of the em ssions of CO from combustion
sources may be effected two ways: (1) conbustion nodifications to
m nimze the formati on of CO (2) add-on control devices to reduce
CO fornmed in the conbustion process by catalytic or (3) thermal

oxi dat i on.

Ther mal oxi dation reduces CO em ssions by supplying adequate heat
and oxygen to convert CO to CO,. Thermal oxidation requires
operating gas tenperatures of 1500°F and greater to achieve
significant oxidation of COto CO,. These tenperatures are
present in the exhaust gas outlet of the units thensel ves.
Accordingly a subsequent device to operate at these tenperatures
is not technically feasible.

Catalytic Oxidation system are designed such that the exhaust gas
passes over a precious netal catalyst surface which pronotes the
oxi dation reaction of carbon nonoxide to form carbon di oxi de.
Catal ytic oxidation requires tenperature of 1000°F and greater to
achi eve significant oxidation of COto CO,. Because particul ate
matter in the coal fired boiler exhaust would likely poison the
catal yst surface, a catalytic oxidation systemwould need to be

| ocat ed downstream of the baghouse. Since the outlet tenperature
froma baghouse is |ess than 350°F, catalytic oxidation is not
technically feasible. Catalytic oxidation has been utilized on
some combustion sources, but is considered technically infeasible
on CFB boilers.

Catalytic Oxidation as applied to turbines consists of a passive
reactor |l ocated in the gas turbi ne exhaust duct. Exhaust gas
passes over the catalyst surface, pronoting the oxidation reaction
of COto CO,. This reaction occurs spontaneously, without the need
to inject reactants such as ammnia into the exhaust gas. Opti nal
catalytic control of CO generally is achieved within an exhaust
gas tenperature range of 700° F to 900° F. The exhaust gas
tenperature of the Marion gas turbine is expected to range from
948°F to 1, 100°F, depending on the operating |oad and the ambient
air tenperature. The tenperature range for these turbines should
be feasible for the oxidation catalyst.

Combustion Controls: The other nmethod for controlling CO em ssions
is by the design and operation of the unit in a nmanner so as to
limt formation of CO. Such controls are commonly referred to as
conbustion controls. The Marion Fluidized Bed Boiler Contro
Systemwi || maintain proper boiler conditions to ensure conplete
combustion through the follow ng design features: uniformfuel/air
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di stribution and m xi ng, oxygen nonitoring and adjustment of
staged combustion air to mnimze CO formation.

Catal ytic oxidation is not justifiable as BACT for this project
for the follow ng reasons: 1. The cost of catalytic oxidation is
estimated to be excessive for BACT. 2. The peaking turbine my

sometine burn distillate oil, which is significant degradation of
catalyst. 3. Turbines will operate at |ow annual capacity factor
and will be equipped with efficient conbustion systems, and 4.

Catal ytic oxidation has not been denonstrated on any operating
sinmple cycle unit as large as these or with a range of exhaust gas
tenperatures as high these turbine tenperatures.

Combustion controls are concluded to represent BACT for control of
CO emi ssions fromthe new CFB boiler and gas turbines and 25 ppnvd
for the new gas turbines.

C. BACT Det erm nation
Car bon Mnoxi de
The I11inois EPA has determ ned BACT to be a limt of 0.15 pounds
of CO per mllion Btu for new CFB boiler
VI . Al R QUALI TY ANALYSI S
A I nt roduction

The previous discussion addressed em ssions and em ssion
standards. Emissions are the quantity of pollutants emtted by a
source, as they are released to the atnosphere froma stack
Standards are set linmting the amount of these emi ssions primarily
as a means to address the quality of air. The quality of air as
we breathe it or as people and aninmals experience it, is known as
ambient air quality. Anmbient air quality considers the en ssions
froma particular source after they have dispersed foll ow ng

rel ease froma stack, been added to the background | evel of
pollutants in the air entering the region, and joined with the
pol lutants emtted from ot her nearby sources.

The concern for pollutants in anbient air is typically expressed
in terms of the concentration of the pollutant in the air. One
formof this expression is parts per mllion. A npbre common
scientific formis mcrogramper cubic neter, mllionth of a gram
in a cube of air one neter on a side.

The United States EPA has established standards, which set limts
on the level of pollution in the anbient air. These anmbient air
qual ity standards are based on a broad collection of scientific
data to define levels of ambient air quality where adverse human
health impacts and welfare inpacts may occur. As part of the
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process of adopting air quality standards, the United States EPA
conpiles the various scientific information on inpacts into a
“criteria” document. Hence the pollutants for which |legal air
qual ity standards exist are known as criteria pollutants. Based
upon the nature and effects of a pollutant, appropriate numerica
l[imtation(s) and associ ated averaging tinme are set to protect
agai nst adverse impacts. For some pollutants several standards
are set, for others a single standard may suffice

Areas can be designated as attai nment or nonattai nnent for
criteria pollutants, based on the existing air quality. Locations
can either have good air quality conplying with the air quality
standard for a pollutant, in which case the area is known as
attainment, or if the air quality standard is exceeded, the area
is known as nonattainnment.

In attai nment areas one wi shes to generally preserve the existing
clean air resource and prevent increases in em ssions, which would
result in nonattainnent. |In a nonattainnent area efforts nust be
taken to reduce enissions to conme into attainment. An area can be
attai nment for one standard and nonattai nnent for another or
comply with the long-term standard for a pollutant but violate the
short-term standard.

Conpliance with air quality standards is determnined by two
techni ques -nonitoring and nodeling. |In nonitoring one actually
sanpl es the levels of pollutants in the air on a routine basis.
This is particularly valuable as nonitoring provides data on
actual air quality, considering actual weather and source
operation. The Illinois EPA operates a network of amnbient
nonitoring stations across the State.

Monitoring is limted because one cannot operate nonitors at al

| ocations. One also cannot nmonitor to predict the effect of a
future source, which has not yet been built, or to evaluate the
ef fect of possible regulatory prograns to reduce em ssions.
Modeling is used for these purposes: nodeling uses mathematica
equations to predict anbient concentrations based on various
factors, including the height of a stack, the velocity and
tenperature of exhaust gases, and weat her data (speed, direction
and at nospheric m xi ng).

Modeling is usually performed by computer, allow ng detail ed
estimates to be made of air quality inpacts over a range of

weat her data. Mbdeling techniques are well devel oped for
essentially stable pollutants |ike particulate matter, NQ, and

CO, and can readily address the inpact of individual sources.
Mbdel i ng techni ques for reactive pollutants, e.g., ozone, are nore
conpl ex and have generally been devel oped for analysis of entire
urban areas. They are not applicable to a single source with
smal | ampunts of eni ssions.
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Air quality analysis is the process of predicting anmbi ent
concentrations in an area or as a result of a project and
conparing the concentration to the air quality standard or other
reference level. Air quality analysis uses a conbination of
nmonitoring data and nodel i ng as appropriate.

Air Quality Analysis for SIPC

An anbient air quality analysis was conducted by a consulting firm
McVehi | - Monnett Associ ates, on behalf of SIPC to assess the inpacts
of CO enissions fromall of the proposed new Marion facilities on
anbient air quality. Under the PSD rules, this analysis nust
deternmi ne whether the proposed project will cause or contribute to a
violation of any applicable air quality standard.

Model i ng was done incorporating proposed new eni ssions at SIPC and
maj or stationary sources in surrounding areas. The analysis
performed confornms to the guidance and requirements of the USEPA
and the Illinois EPA

Tabl e IV shows the dispersion nodeling results of the Marion facility
with respect to the National Anmbient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS)
and the significant inpact |evels specified in federal regulations.
The nodel ed i npacts on anmbient air quality from CO em ssions are much
l ess than the NAAQS and the significant inpact |evels.

TABLE IV

Conpari son of Predicted Concentrations (ug/M) and
Applicable National Anbient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS)

Maxi mum  Si gni fi cant

Aver agi ng Pr oj ect | npact
Pol | utant Peri od | npact Level NAAQS
CcO 1 Hour 109.3 2,000 40, 000
CO 8 Hour 26.6 500 10, 000

PSD areas have predeterm ned maxi mum al | owabl e pol | ution increases
for sul fur dioxide and nitrogen oxi des, which cannot be exceeded.
These |imts are called “allowable increnents”. However, there
are no applicable allowable increnents for CO The NAAQS were
established to protect human health and environnental val ues.
Under no circunstances is air quality in a PSD area allowed to
deteriorate beyond the NAAQS

Air quality nodeling was al so conducted for SG,, NO¢ and PMLO from
t he proposed new Marion sources. For NO¢ and PMLO, all predicted
concentrations are |less than the applicable significant inpact

| evel s.
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VII.

VI

For SO,, the nodel analysis included all em ssion sources that
will be operating at the Marion plant after conpletion of the
proposed project, as well as proposed new em ssions from ngj or
stationary sources in the surroundi ng area. Background
concentrations were added to nodel ed i npacts for conparison with
the SO, NAAQS. The hi ghest regional values fromthe particul ar
averagi ng period of five years of Illinois EPA nonitoring were
used as background. All predicted total SO, concentrations,

i ncl udi ng background concentrations, were far bel ow t he NAAQS

In summary, SIPC has provided adequate information to determ ne
that em ssions fromthe CFB boiler and conmbustion turbines, when
constructed, will not cause a violation of the rel evant NAAQS

OTHER ANALYSES

At the air quality inpact levels for NQ, SO, PMO, and CO as indicated
by air quality nodeling,, there will not be any significant effect on
soils, vegetation or visibility.

REQUEST FOR COMVENTS

It is the Illinois EPA's prelimnary determ nation that the proposed
projects neet all applicable state and federal air pollution contro
requi rements, subject to the conditions proposed in the draft permt.

Prior to neeting a final determ nation, a public comrent period will be
held to obtain comments fromthe public. The Illinois EPA will hold a
public hearing on April 18, 2001 at 7:00 p.m at Mrion Hi gh Schoo

Audi torium 1501 South Carbon Street, Marion, Illinois. The hearing wll
be held by the Illinois EPA to receive coments and data and to answer
questions fromthe public prior to making a final decision concerning
the permt. Lengthy conmments and questions should be subnmitted to the
[1linois EPA in witing. Witten comments must be postmarked by

m dni ght May 18, 2001. Conments need not be notarized and shoul d be

sent to, Bill Seltzer, Hearing officer, Illinois Environnenta
Protecti on Agency, 1021 North Grand Avenue, East, P. O Box 19506
Springfield, Illinois 62794-9506 Tel ephone: 217/782-5544 217/ 782-9143
TDD

SRS: 3/1/ 2001 10:43:11 PMjar
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