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Althoug}a ﬂ:n, rﬁswaed BAC’I‘ metlym is af mpmvemem, it wmmzm éeﬁmem: in certain arcas. In
order-for the Dc*parh:raent to ct:xtmrme its review afthe BACT malyms, Mustang must correct these
deficiencies as outlined balaw

1 T Step 1, Mustang includes IGCC and CFB as- altemaﬁ% pollution conirol options. The

Department agrees that IGCC ané CrB simuld be included with other more: traditional
pollution control. appmaﬁhes Mustang indicates that the analysis ofthese contrel optionsis
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istang mcrmag btanm:&, Pemt&zzphcaﬁﬁn "% 26635 e

in Mu ‘March 5, 2602 sa;grghc.&i: a,f[ag menéeﬁ 'I’lm‘ S
AT ith ﬁm fael. c?mwe but notes that the revised BACT analysis =~ *
aﬁvﬁly uses aoa] w'zth 15.5% a.ud 20 % as'h content mﬂmut explaunng the basis forthe 7
notion. Because coal ash content is an tmportant consideration inthe designofeonl fired
its, Mm:tang must 1dentzfy ami ‘use the comrect coal ash csntem expected at the Musmng{” ;

weful review Gfﬂm rew;ée:d :-BAC‘I‘ anélyms as We’ﬂ éxs.»: -
nts ,‘(:es, &w Depmmmt dmrmmas ﬂmt Mustang‘s'

; t;?-;{jb) For bam IC:“: C-anc’t Cff‘é% Muammkﬁ- mpm;gwr‘lyr&lm cost

, mfeaﬁﬁzﬂﬁy A tr:ahnglmgy is technically feasible whezz the: mmiumza {:si: technical

- difficulties Is a matfer of cost. See NSR Manual af B. 15-20. Mustang's revised
BACT amlysxs indicates that the resolution of technical difficulties for both IGCC
and CFB dre a matter of. cost, These costs do not support & finding of technical
infeasibility, but may be considersd durng Step 4 of the top down BACT
methodology. See NSR Manudl st B.26, ,

(c} For IGCC, Muistang's reliance on Historical operating avai labili ty, coal quality, and
altitade o determine tochnical infeasibility 1s not ‘persuasive. With respect fo
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'caiaﬁimd s the baseline emission rate 1&3 the emmsieﬁ. fai;é for "“}:m pmﬁaﬁlar ooﬁt%ai-“' :
‘option; Results so derived should be tabulated for each pollutant subject to the analysis. For

~acontol option that controls multiple pollutants, the total control of cﬂlpollmama subject to

the analysis (¢.g., NOx and §02) also should be sammed, The results tabul awd in this step

st mcmda relevant information developed in Step 4 of the m:a,aﬂvszsj

_'In Sffcp 4, Mustang must. address the energy, acammm and enviropsmental impacts of the
control options tabulated in Step 3. In order to facilitate compatison | between a PC boiler;
IGCC, and CFB, the coptrol system battery limits shonld be the entire generating station

project, mc:ludmg all mquued air pollution conttols, and the control option costs should be
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o and the avemgc cost affectxvenms for each contro opnon should be caleulated as thecontrol
‘ ‘ vatt-hour of e?iwm_cmy xzxmfiﬁc&d) dmd&c’i by the mmgswn,\ e

the amended nmtmal 1o fhe ﬁep&ﬁm@ﬂf g C
! ontis aware of emissions

I you have agy gmﬁm 'gbsnfx}iem requirements please ¢all mem Santa ;’Fa;a‘n-{SGS}' 955-8041.
Sincerely, B

NV

Mike Powler
Permitting Secfion
Air Quality Burean:
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