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DerMr. Moore:

Sithe Globalo LIC (Sithe) submits the following somm€ots on the DraS Air

Qpahty Operating f-e, it, No. a91 L't146 FIN#A0381, for the Toquop Energy*Project

@pl. rgfe commend the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection (NDEP) in its

efforts to issue thopermitin atimely fasbion.

.This permit mntains some of the most stringent e,lnission-oonfiolrequiremerrts for

any coal-fired po$'er plant in the United States, and Sithe is ooumitted to building anal

oplrating TEP ?o meei thuse require,ments. As det€rodn€d by NDEP, TEP rvill not cause

oi *onfu,rtr to any exceedence of any applioable federal or stats ambient air quatity

staadard or increursnt exceede,lrce under the prevention of significant deterioration

program (PSD Program) uoder the Clean Air Act.

Sithe,s comments onthe draftp€rmit and supporting ilocrrnents are as follows:

1. Sithe reguests that NDEP find that the emissioa in this

pcrmit represent a *siby-case Maximum Achievable Conhol Teohnology (MACD for

iortorty emissions. Thebest Available Confrol Teohnology (BAgf) analryi9, which is

lncoaorateA into the tectrnical zupport docume,lrt for the draft p€rnit' finS that &e
proposed fabris filter and PM enission rate rctr'res€ots acaw-by-case N{ACT_for non'

;*",nymetallic hazardous air potlutants (I{APs), thg? is no reason vihyNDEP could

notmake the same finding formerarry. TEP is being designed to meet the recently
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published New SouroE Performance Standaril (NSPS) limit for mfl!{ of 66.0x10{
bnfWU Mercury reductions wilt be obtained ttnough SC& in the filter cake 9f the

fabric filter itself, and finally tbrougb humidification, cooling and irnpingernent in the

wet FGD systeur. These sontol systems r€pres€nt state-of-the-art contols and should be

detennircd to be MACT for meroury. Sithe rquets tbat the psrmil or pennittiag

docum€nts inchde a finding that all emission sourccs of hazardous air pollutmts meet

!{ACT as det€rmined on a case-by-case basis.

. Z. In Section IU. Gen€ral Operating Conditions, Sitbe rquests that NDEP

include the provisions of NAC 4915B,,233, Excess enissions: Determinafion of violation.

NAC 4458-Z:f is effestive in the State of Nwada and must be inoluded in the TEP

pwnit.

3. In the dascription of the emission sources in sections v. A, 8., c., D.n and

8., NDEP should spec.iff in the permit that these dwcriptions are not enforsoablo te'rms.

Siihe reques'ts tftat Npgp insert the following languago after wery alescriptiot, uThis is

solely a description of the source and any spocifications in &is doeciption are not

e,nforoeable."

4. In Paragrapbs Y.A.2.uQ2)-(24), Sithe requests &at the BACf, e,mission

limits for Hydrogen Ftuo*ee gIF) and Hydrogen Ctrloride ([ICE) be expresscd in a
manner to provide two cmnplianoe options. The first option would be the lb/hr or

lbinm3hr limit as ornently in the permit. The seoond option would be a perceif

re&rotion requirenrent Providing this altsmative will accommodate short intermitt€,nt

periods when the cblsrine and fluoriae concentations irr ths coal are higber thm aomml,

orUi",A is not in the contol of source. The peroent removal reryirenrent will also en$ure

that the pollution sonfrols are pro,pedy operatd to maximize emission reduc'tions of IIF
anat HC..b. Sithe rquests ttrat tne geCT fimit for ]IF and HCE md fluorides be

expressod as either meeting the emissio! rates as in the perurit 9g achieving a 98o/o

reduction of HCL,IIF, and fluoride.

5. $ithe requasts that NDEP delete tbe requirenerrt in Paragrap! V.A3.b.

This provision limits &e maximum o'p€radng heat input of the boiler to 6,048 million
BfU per any one-horrr p€doil This is aB umecessary aod umeasonable qonshaint ou the

operation of the facility and is inconsistent with the Clean Air Act ad PSD Prograrn

ftf n* soms of the most sfiingent emission limits in the United States and there is no

need to coustrain its operatiors.

6. Sithe requests that the last word in Pmagraph V.A.4.b.(1)(d be changed

&om oand" to oorn to bi consistmt with the N$PS requirements. The requirement of 40

C.F.R. 60. SDa(o[$ to install and operato a bag leak detoction $]4st€,m is in listr of the

requirernents of 40 C.F.R. 60.4SDa(o)(2) that require establishing baseline

and possibly perfomring additional stack tests. There is no legal basis for including both

*q,lircmeni". Rs cunentty written, this provisiou is mustt more shinge'lrt that the NSPS

and would impose a snrbstantialburden ou the sourCIo.
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7. In Paragraph V.4.c.(5), Sithe requests the sage compliance flexibility for

SOz CEMS provided under Paragaph V..d4.c.(S) for NOx CEMS. This flexibility is

idendeil to eliminate potential inconsistencies between Parts 60 and Parts 75 compliance

assumnce rquiremeots. Sithe also requw'ts that the provisioas relating to srrcluding data

substiniled using tho missing data p'rocdures in subpart D of part 75 afi that data shall

not be bias adjusted for prqposes of Part 60 cornplianco be incolporated into Pmagraph

V.a.c.(s) for SOz CEMS. The same flexibiliry is requested for Oz CBMS re{1uirements

listed urd€r Paragraph V.A-4.o.(1 0).

8. Sithe rquosts that referenco to flue gas rwirctrlation uoden ?magraphs

V.8.1.a. and V.C.l.a. be removed from the draft permif Sithe wants to maintain

flexibility in the consideration of various boiter designs and vecrdors and elrsur€8

equipunent selectionbased on&e offered vendor gumanteos thaf theboilers will met the

beet available mnt'ol technologylimits established inthe finat perrnit.

g. In Paragraphs V.8.3.b. and V.C.3.b., Sitho requests to remove the annual

hours of operations limit (550 honr per year) and replace th* with an anaual fuel

consrmption limil 550 homs of operation at a maximum firel consumption of 631

gallons per hour eguates to a manimurn of 3471050 ga[ons Per y€r. $ithe Furthq asks

thaf this limit ap'plies aften the performmce of compliance testing reqsired by Paragraphs

V.8.4.b. and V.C.4.b. During the initial start up of the facility, the arnriliary boilers may

need to run for somewhal longer period 0o allow suffcient time for equip'tn€nt

shakedonm andtuning'

Paragraph v.8.3.b. and Paragrapb v.c.3.b. should be revised as foltows:

'b. Following Compliance Performance Testing required by Section

V.B.4.b [and V.C.4.b.], the maximwr allowable distillate flrel

consuurption rafo for S2.002 shall not exceed 347,050 gallons p€r year'"

10. The requireurent in Paragraphs V.b.4.b. aod V.C.4.b. to conduot

compliaaoe performance testing withh 100 operating horns is difficrtlt to ac'hieve and

maynot provide sufficieot time forboiler shakedovm and tuning. ConsistentwithNSPS,

Subpart A, Sithe requests to have up to 180 calenrdar days from initial start up to conduot

the performance testing. 'lhe applieble permit oondition could be rwised as follows:

"Within the later of 100 operating hours, or 180 calondr days from the

ootification of initial stat up of 32.002, as reqrird by Sec'tion tr.A3, tho

permittee shall. . .o
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11. Sweral provisions in $eotion V.C.4.b. are miss-numbered md should be

corrected.

LZ. In Paragrqh V.N.l.a., Fly Ash Silo Operations, the maximum volume&ic

flowrate sbould be 3,500 dsc&a not 4000 dsofin This is consistent with the submited

application and the associated impacts modeling. Please corect the volrrmetic flow rate.

13. In Paragraph V.N.3.a, Fly Ash Silo Operatiors, the manimlrlrl allowable

loadiag rafe should be 200 tons of fly ash per hour not 100 tons per horn This is

consistent with the strbrnitted application and the associated impacts modeling Please

sorrest the maximrrm allowable loading rate.

14, Paragraph VILB.1.d", Emergmcy Coal $torage Pile, should be re'lnoved-

Ttre facility will not have an emerg€ncy coal storage pile. fire facility will only have m
active storage pite and an inactive storage pile. Sithe requests-tbe re,moval of condition

vII.B.1.d.

15. On the Class I Nonfermit Equipment Us! there should be two 14,000

Gallon Lube Oil Storage tank, not one. Please correct &e list to include two 14'000

gallons l.;ube Oil Tanks.

16. The equipurent list presented in the Diroctor's Rsvierr aad Preliminsry

Detemdnatiotr doqnnent indicate.s that the project will have oae quicklime silo' This is

not conect. The project will have two qrioklimo silos. fire nrmber of gtrickliloe silos is

accurately rqnesented in the draft permit The corr@tion should only be made to tbe

Dhector's Review and Preliminary Determination dooument.

L7. In ths first paragraph of the Direc.tor's Review and Pretiminary

Determination doormrent, please insert the date of December 21,2007 for the date that

NDEP made the deterrrination of complete,rress for the TBP PSD Class I Operatiog

Permit to Consfuct Application"
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Sithe rypreciates the opportrmity to provide comn€Nlts on the draft permit and

very much appreciates NDEP'o efforts to date. Please feel &es to contact me at (713)

499-1155 should youhave any questioas on tbme comments,

Sincenely,

*ffi&'
Executive Vice President

Sithe Global Power LLC
Toquop EnergyLLC




