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I have reviewed a goodnumberof thepermitstheIEPA hasissuedfor peakerplantsand I would like to
share someof my observations.

The languageof thepermitsissuedhasevolvedoverthe lastyear.This isnotnecessarilyabadthing, asa
matterof fact; it issomeindicationthattheprocessworks.Someoftherecentadditionsin thepermits,
however,raisenewquestions.

In theSkygen (PSD)draftpermit,the IEPA under3 (b) (vi) makesthefollowing definition:
“For thepurposeof this permit,peakingoperation meansoperation whenbaseloadgeneratingcapacityis
insufficienttomeetelectricaldemandandoperatingreserverequirements,due tohighdemand,outageof
baseload generatingunits, restrictions or intemiptions in the powergrid etc.It alsoincludesoperationof a
unit for purposesofveri1~cingunitavailability for the abovepurpose,Compliancewith thisrequirement
shallbepresumedfor an individual turbineif it operatesfor no morethen2300hours”.
Thepermitalsoallows foroperationof morethen2300hoursof operationwith supportingdocumentation
including
3(b)(iv) (A) (I) : “ Thecircumstanceswith respecttothepublicdemandforpower,e.g. unusuallyhotor
cold weather;“ and
3 (b) (iv) (A) (III) “the circumstanceswith respecttoelectricutility needforpowere.g. unexpected
outagesofmajorgeneratingunits ordamagetopowertransmissionsystems”.

UndertheCleanAir Act 160 (5), theJEPAhasto considerall theconsequencesof a decisionto increaseair
pollution. That includesthebasicdeterminationif a facility is neededornotneeded.TheIEPAhas
repeatedlyrefusedto look attheneedfor the peakerproposals,however,the languagein thepermitstells
otherwise.TheIEPA hasapparentlyconcludedthatthey areall needed.
TheLEPA is operatingin avoid, i.e. amissingenergypolicy, andis generatingits own guidelineswhichgo
far beyondthescopeof its responsibilityandexpertise.

In thenewerminorconstructionpermits,asisthecasein theCantondraftpermit,the following languageis
u’sedin acondition,
“ThePermiteeshall notify the Illinois EPAwithin 10daysif NOx emissionsexceed160 tons/yea?’.
I askedfor anexplanationofthis conditionatanairhearing.Thepartoftheanswerthat troubledmemostis
the following (from the transcriptoftheCaltonhearingpage132):
Mr. Romaine,“( )Or if, in fact, therehasbeenacatastrophicchangein Illinois’ electric powersupply
system for theparticularsummer.Thenuclearplantsareoff line. We haveto contemplatepotential



operationof this facility asamajorsourceandneedtostartworkingon theappropriateenforcementaction
orcorrectiveactionto dealwith thatcontingency.”
TheIEPA is contemplatingthepossibilitythat the minorsbecomemajors?
Again, thepermittingsectionofthe IEPA would bemakingenergypolicy decisionsfor Illinois andperhaps
beyondasmanyofthepeakersaremerchantplants.

I would like toseethePollutionControlBoardrecommendrelievingthe IEPA from theresponsibilityof
makingenergypolicy decisionsandtakingoverthe role theICC usedto have.I would like to seeyouask
the legislatorsto developacomprehensiveenergypolicy thatbenefitsthecitizensofIllinois andprotects
theenvironment.

Thankyoufor theopportunitytosubmitadditionalcommentson thepeakerplant issue.

Sincerely,


