ATTACHMENT F

City's Presentations to the SAPCB on May 22, 2007 and
September 13, 2007
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State Alr Poliution Control Board

May 22, 2007

Presented By

City of Alexandria

Interactlons hetween Mirant and ' |
Alexandria Since April 10, 2007 '

= City contacted Mirant and proposed further
negoliations in the presence of an independent
facilitator

= Meeting between Mirant, Alexandria and VDEQ took
place at VDEQ-NVRO on May 10

« All parties operating under a conficentiality
agreemeant

» A subsequent short meeting was held at the
City Hall on May 17

+ Twao parties did not come to any agreement
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. SAPCB Permit Option 1

+ Option 1 permit is supporiatle because it does not
allow predictive modeling and/or ambient monitoring to
be used for intermittent control

+ However, it only addresses 50, emissions and
therefore should anly be a short term option

» Ititls selected, all pullution control measures should be
required to operate in a manner that minimize
emissions gt all times

+ The modeling analysis supperting this option and
corresponding SO, emission limits, must be updated
using standard modeling guidelines
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SAPCB Permit Options 2 and 3

= Permit options 2 & 3 are supportable as interim
permiis with the following exceptlions and/or
concems:
+ The use of predictive modeling prehibited by law in
these aptions shoukl be removed
+ Tha use of ambient monitaring to vary emissions |s
prohibited by law and should likewise be removed
+ City supports emission limils format specified under
these oplions

w Howaver, more stringenl emissign limits are required lo
shaw 50, NAAQS compliance
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: Ara Intermittent controls alicwsd a3 part of the permit and # not,

are they allowed during a phase£n period or In & consant cedwr? !

+ Intermittent controls are a prohibited dispersion
technique under federal and state regulations
= 40 CFR 51.100{nn), 40 CFR 51.100(vh} 1 )i} and 9 VAG 5-10-
20

+ These are prohibited regardless of whether a
source is operating under a phase-in permit, a
long term permnit or a consent order

» City strongly obiects to any permit or consent
order that allows Mirant PRGS to use

intermittent controls to show compliance with
NAAQS
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i la the proposed stack-mergs project prohibited under federal or I
| state low & & prohibited di k hin
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= The stack merger as proposed by Mirant, is a
prohibited dispersion technique under federal
and state regulations

« &0 CFR 51.100 (hh) 1Xii) and 9 VAC 5-10-20
+ City is agalnst Mirant taking dispersion credits which
would result In increased net emissions from PRGS
= City strongly believes that trona has never been
an integral part of stack merge project

+ As such, Mirant cannat claim dispersion credit for
stack marge
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Comprehensive State Operating Permit is
the Ultimate Goal !

+ Comgprehensive SOP should include the
following:

* Requirements ta compiy with s NAAQS mcluding PA,
L] wwmmmwhmmmw.
and potentmby Phd, , wasions (20,000 dMa points for asch tolar}
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Comprehensive State Operating Permit is
: the Ultimate Goal

= Comprehensive SOP should include the
following {continued):
+ CO emissions evaluation - Mirant data for stack
testing in 2006 showed exceedingly high CO levels
* CO/PM Continuous Emissions Monitoring Systems

* Use of approved guideline modeling mathodol ogy for
establishing emissions limits

+ SAAC compliance {HCI, HF)
* Stack merger dispersion credits should be disallowed
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Comprehensive State Operating Permit Is _
the Ultimate Goal

* Comprehensive SOP should include the
following (centinued);
+ NSR/PSD applicability should be carried out
* Last but not least, health effects of rona should be

fully evaluated
* Swcton E — Pemtting fmqu of the EFA Adm Comph
Ol (ACO, page 15), “Mianl TR it during I [rpemantation

dmmu.lﬂmHMthPammﬂmammnd
m-wmdmmmnhmdubmmmdm
Ingacton 3nd arry ackdibons| fugthe ermisons resiting from that

Hresk Hahorn .
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Summary of City’s Commaents

= The City supports the issuance of a permit over
that of a consent order

* The interim permit should take effect no fater
than July 1, 2007 and must be for a short
duration

+ The SAPCB permit options {Option 1,2 and ]
are supportable as interim permits upan
resofution of City’s concems expressed earlier
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Summary of City's Comments

* A comprehensive SOP should be issued as
soan as possible that limits emissions of alt
criteria and toxic air poilutants

* SOP should be prolective of all NAAQS including
PM, y and SAAC under all weather condlitions

* Intermittent controls based on predictive
modeling and ambient monitoring should be
prahibited

* They should not be alowed in any pe rmit or consent
order
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\ Summary of City’s Comments

* The stack merger as proposed by Mirantis a
prohibited dispersion technique under State
and Federal regulations

+ Fugitive emissions from the plant have to be
further tightened up
* City has just completed another settled dust study
which again confimms the significant fugitive
emissions fram PRGS
» The City reiterates its request for a Local Air
poliution Controt District
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State Air Pollution Control Board

Septernber 13, 2007

Presented By

City of Alexandria
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Stack Merger Project Requires a Perrnit

Stand-alone stack merger

OR

Stack merger and trona injection as
a combined project as claimed by Mirart
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Stand-Alone Stack Merger

EMISSIONS WILL INCREASE

* Mirant’s form 7 and YDEQ's March 2007 analysis showsd
significant amissions increasa

+ Project will erable susianed higher heat inputs resuting in higher
EITISSIONS |Comtrmry i biowm § asasrtan. bou#rs irs cmpabi of Fua #opn v s
PATobt o AR W W[ e by 2003 200N D amt mput e Sas S ede B2 or e

*  Due to the installalion of signdicantly more powerdut 1D fars:

Ermizmion acresss tue 1o rduction i ges readence bme n €593 wid
rona resctvan fima
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Stand-Alone Stack Merger

+ Permitis required because it is a significant
physical modifications

*+ To prevent increase in emissions, a NAAQS-
comgliant baseline for all pollutants must be
established and incorporated into an
enforceable permit

+ No dispersion credit is allowed because it is an
ilegal dispersion technique

~Stack Merger and Trona as a Combined Project

I
EMISSIONS WILL INCREASE
= Al paints menboned for sland-alone stack marger praject stdl apply

*  In eddition. there are significant increases in PM,,. P, and CO
BMiSSI0NS due o rona use

= EPA acknowledged thia issue and required Mrant 1o conduct 8
SR applcability analysis for trons i ds ACD

+ Topreven! increase in emissions, a NAAQS-compliant Sassine
must be established and incomerated into an enforceable permil
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Increased PM Emisslons with Trona Use

= 20000 data poinks aver mx montm repored by Mirant clearty showad
amgrificant increass in opacity with bona wee
= Thin s setur innm A PM e 0% of hoe PUL | graamana bom i plam

+ This regian g in a PM, | nor-attanment ares
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Increased CO Emissions with Trona Use

0 Emissions {ppm)
During Dec 2006 Stack Tots %« Increase in
Boller | Trona OFF Trons DN C() Emissions

3 RunZ 359 |Runl 1019

3 Rurd 431 |Rund 429
3 Runé 158 fRun3 485
Average 366 &4 To%

The average rate of 644 ppm would aqual a CO emissions rate of
~1,750 Ipy for botter 3 at 60% boiler capacity ulilization, compared o
Mirant's annual emissiona dala of <60 tpy that have been submitted lo
VDEG for the pas! several years

:  Single-Boller Operation Will Cause
; NAAQS Violations
+  Merged stach No. 4 will have larger diameler and thersfora lowar exit

welocity and greater dawrwash when orly one of the boiler #£3, 83 or #5
15 operabonal

+ 2400 of 45 permitied scenanics under cumenl S0, peamit involve
operation of only one boder connecled to slack MNo. 4

- Thesa will cayse NAAQS wolahona under cument perrmit [24/45
permitied scenaros] dus to greatar dowmmwash

»  This senous Bsue can only be evaluated and addressed through a
PeTHtUnG process
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Appropriate NAAQS-Compllant Basaline Must Be
Estahilshed for All Pollutants in the Permit ,

2002-2003 Is |napprogriate because emissions were pat
NAAGS compliant

City proposas Auguat 2005 — July 2007 a8 & more appropriale baseline
Bareliae Mt Cominyimns
Eeivvipny™ Furnre Embsiicas Incrrame
Pallpizat oEwyr) itoauyr) ipmnlyr}
50, A 15,69 tEALL
nisT! 4544
Ny [ R [
PM, et 54 414
M., I =T 411
L e

M s b g M g K SO e et s L T8 et

- Tresnn
— -

o v NG

City’s Response to Storm Letter

+  Tha Sicrm lettar had 2 emitad scope Gat was nadaquale, was Qrabates ord nol 2
Lrus erigiretry Syl
+  Conirary 1o Storm's asasrton W project wik enable sustained hegtu hesl i
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+ Itded et in anyway eitar VOECY's March 16, 2007 daterminanon that &
minar NSR 15 requered bor stack merger
¥ Rl e st any CaEon B0 b ot 0 e meg me e an
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+ Latter does nat accurahely and ¥ ch ate that
cANrot NCrease

+  Cnly a paymiting process wil enable evaluatian of mpacty on emidsions

Exceedingly High Heat Inputs for Boller #1 During -
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NSR Analysis

+ Contemporanaous projects
= SOFA, kow-NOx burmers, rona ayection

- City previously asserted that NSR applied for thase
proj]scts {e.g., City letter fo David Paylor, June 23, 2006,
etc.

+ Inadequate regulat ory review in the past

+ Mirant is required to canduct a NSR applicability
analysis regarding trona under the EPA's ACO issued
on June t, 2006

= Gity stil! awalting EPA’s and VDEQ's NSR determinaticn

+ Stack merger and other future projecis shoukd not
proceed until adequate analysis has been done on the
above projects
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Mirant Must Cease Construction of the Stack
Merger

= Dn-site nspections conductsd by
VDEQ on August 31 and
September 6 demanstrated Ihat
Mrant has actusl
construction of he stack merger
prosect w defiance of the Board's
ONGUNg review

Cay requests SAPCH to order
Merant to cease all conatruction
activities unll it has obtained 8
parmit
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CQuote from VDEQ's 8/31 Inspection

“Scaifoiding has been erecled amund duct work and the tD Fares hor Lind #4 My
¥ru confirmed that this scatfokaing is set in place lor the asbeatos removal
creves Also in ths ared, |ack hammer®) was heard from the exterior of the
buelding and debny was cbserved dropping i the intenor of the plant around
the 1D fare of Unat wa®

“Structural beams in place for
rew duckwark where the stack
profrnudes tha ool™ - YDEQ
September B, 2007

Ducl section
Bang naisted on
Seplember 12,
287

Alexandria's Requests i

Alexandria respectully requests that the SAPCB
Make a determination th at a permit Is necessary for
the stack merger project

Order Mirant to cease all construction activities
relaled 1o stack merger untll it has cbtained a parmit
Establish baseline emissions for stack merger
project that comply with NAAQS based on previous
24 months of operations

Require Mirant to pedform an NSR applicabifity
analysis by including ali contermnp oranecus increases
Ceny dispersion credit for the stack merger project
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