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1. INTRODUCTION

East Kentucky Power Cooperative, Inc. (EKPC) is a non-profit electric generation and
transmission cooperative headquartered in Winchester, Kentucky that provides electric
power to 16 locally based electric distribution cooperatives. The distribution
cooperatives distribute power to over 489,000 electric consumers in 89 counties located
across the central and eastern portions of Kentucky. EKPC has requested financing from
the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA), Rural Utility Service (RUS) to construct
and maintain a circulating fluidized bed generating unit (CFB) and associated facilities in
southeastern Clark County, Kentucky. RUS must complete a draft supplemental
environmental impact statement (DSEIS) in accordance with its Environmental Policy
and Procedures for Implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (7 CFR Part
1794), prior to approving the financing assistance for the proposed project. The DSEIS
will be open for a public comment period for 45 days. Comments received will be
incorporated in a final supplemental environmental impact statement (FSEIS).

To accommodate load growth among its member cooperatives, EKPC plans to construct
a circulating fluidized bed generating unit at its J.K. Smith Power Station (J.K. Smith),
located in the community of Trapp, Ky., in Clark County. The site currently contains
seven combustion turbine units (CT’s) with a total generating capacity of 826 MW at
winter capacity.

The Smith CFB will provide the capacity necessary for the growing energy demands of
EKPC's member cooperatives. The project is being evaluated in a draft supplemental
environmental impact statement (DSEIS) with scoping requirements per USDA Rural
Development Environmental Regulations and Policies 7 CFR 1794.24 (b)(1).

Therefore, EKPC prepared an Alternative Evaluation and Site Selection Study. This
study was conducted to assess alternatives for generation and to assess potential
environmental, social and cultural impacts.

To inform people about the scoping process and public scoping meeting, a Notice of
Intent (NOI) to hold a public scoping meeting and prepare a supplemental environmental
impact statement (SEIS) was published by the RUS in the Federal Register on October 6,
2006 (Volume 71, Number 194, pp. 59070-59071). A copy of the NOI is included in
Appendix A.

A public scoping meeting was conducted by RUS and EKPC on October 18, 2006 at the
Trapp Elementary School in Trapp, Kentucky. The purposes of the meeting were to
provide information regarding the project to the public and solicit comments from the
public for the preparation of a SEIS. The public was notified of this meeting by a series
of advertisements in local newspapers. Copies of the newspaper notices are included in
Appendix B.



A community action group (CAG) was organized in February 2005 with the assistance of
EKPC to address the concerns of the Trapp community in the planning of the proposed
units. EKPC hired a consultant to facilitate the meetings and continues to meet with the
concerned citizens of Trapp. Meetings were initially held at the Trapp Elementary
School, but are now held in a meeting room at the station. Various members of EKPC's
staff have attended the meetings to provide information or respond to questions. EKPC
has also invited public officials to address the concerns of the CAG. Minutes of the CAG
meetings where available are included in the Appendix J along with the newsletter that is
periodically issued.



2. INTERAGENCY MEETING
2.1 Agency Meeting

An agency meeting was held on October 18, 2006 at the Trapp Elementary School,
located in Trapp, Kentucky. The purpose of the meeting was to introduce the project to
various local, state, and federal agencies and obtain input and information about the
potential impacts of the proposed generating units. Representatives from the following
agencies were present at the meeting: Kentucky Geologic Survey, RUS, and EKPC. A
copy of the agency sign-in sheet is included in Appendix D.

2.2 Written Agency Comments

EKPC sent letters, dated October 2, 2006, to various local, state, and federal agencies.
The letters provided a brief project description and information about the public scoping
meeting, as well as contact information for agency comments. A copy of these letters is
included in Appendix C.

Comments were received from the US EPA and the US Forest Service. Copies of the
agency responses are included in Appendix E.



3. PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

The public scoping process for the project involved the following components:
- notifying people about the public scoping meeting;
- conducting the public scoping meeting; and
- collecting/reviewing public comments.

Additional public involvement has consisted of informing the public through the CAG,
newsletters, personal communications, and newspaper articles about the project.

3.1 Goals and Objectives

The goals of the public scoping process were to provide information regarding the project
to the public and solicit comments from the public for the preparation of a SEIS. The
objectives of RUS and EKPC were to establish a clear and open dialogue with the public
and provide a process to identify and define the scope of issues to be addressed in the
FSEIS.

3.2 Notification Process

A Notice of Intent (NOI) to hold public scoping meetings and prepare a supplemental
environmental impact statement was published by the RUS in the Federal Register on
October 6, 2006 (Volume 71, Number 194, pp. 59070-59071). A copy of the NOI is
included in Appendix A.

A public scoping meeting was conducted on October 18, 2006 at the Trapp Elementary
School in Trapp, Kentucky. The public was notified of this meeting by a series of
advertisements in local newspapers. Copies of the newspapers notices are included in
Appendix B. The following papers published the notice of public scoping meeting:

- Lexington Herald-Leader, published on October 3, 2006
- The Winchester Sun, published on October 3, 2006

A newspaper article was also written about the proposed project and appeared in the
Winchester Sun on October 12, 2006. A copy of this article is included in Appendix B.

3.3 Public Scoping Meeting

The public scoping meeting was in an open house format, with a series of information
stations about various aspects of the proposed project. Each station was staffed by EKPC
representatives, who provided information about the project and answered questions.
Informative displays and materials were also available to the public at each station. RUS



representatives were present at the meeting and provided a comment form for the
attendees to complete. Comment forms were also made available at each information
station. Copies of all public scoping meeting materials are included in Appendix G. The
information provided at each station is described below.

Welcome and Registration

RUS representatives welcomed the public to the meeting and asked them to sign-in.
People were given a map of the project and a comment form.

Communications

An EKPC representative was present to greet the public and direct them through the
different stations.

Community Advisory Group

A citizen advisory committee was organized in February 2005 to incorporate the Trapp
community's input in the construction process of the Smith CFB units. Copies of the
minutes of each meeting and newsletters addressing issues surrounding the status of the
units were made available to the attendees and are available in Appendix J.

Emissions

Representatives of EKPC's Environmental Affairs Department were present to answer
questions concerning air, water, and waste.

Employment

An EKPC representative from human resources was available to provide information on
permanent jobs available at the power station.

EnviroWatts

An EKPC marketing employee was present to answer questions about "Green Power"
available through EKPC generated by landfill-gas to electricity generators.

Natural Resources

EKPC biologists were available to address any concerns about the environmental impacts
of the project.

Project Schedule

Information on manpower loading and construction scheduling was made available in a
display. An EKPC representative manned the display.



Technology

A model portraying CFB technology was on display. An article addressing the CFB
process and emissions was made available. EKPC representatives were present to answer
questions pertaining to the technology.

Transportation

A display depicting flow charts for traffic control during construction was available. A
contractor for EKPC was present to answer questions.

3.4 Public Comments

A total of 104 comments were received during the scoping comment period that ended
November 18, 2006. Public comments were received in the form of letters mailed to
RUS and EKPC, emails, comment forms, and verbal comments. The public comments
along with a summary of all comments received are included in Appendix I. All original
comment forms are on file with the RUS.

Summary of Comments by Category
Conservation

Conservation was the most pressing issue to organizations and individuals submitting
comments. A total of thirteen (13) comments were received on various aspects of
conservation. Several comments suggested that if greater efforts were put forth on
conservation the CFB would not be needed. There were also general comments on
conservation and associated benefits.

Air Pollution

Eight (8) comments were submitted concerning air pollution from the project. Most were
concerned with the emissions from the CFB and their health effects. One was regarding
fugitive dust produced by traffic and other processes at the site. There were also general
comments about air pollution from coal combustion.

Alternative Energy

There were eight (8) comments concerning the uses of alternatives to coal fired
generation. The majority of the comments centered on the use of wind or solar
generation. Others suggested renewable sources such as biomass and biogas. Two
comments suggest nuclear power as an alternative. One organization submitted
comments that included the previously mentioned alternatives along with distributed
generation (fuel cells), tidal power, wave power, and small hydroelectric projects.



Carbon and Global Warming

There were seven (7) comments regarding carbon emissions or global warming. There is
concern among those commenting on the wisdom of building coal-fired generation in the
face of mounting evidence that carbon emissions contribute to global warming. Others
reflected on alternative non-carbon technologies. There were two (2) questions regarding
carbon capture technology and its application in the project.

Traffic

Traffic was a concern in six (6) comments. Two (2) comments addressed the safety of
Irvine Road. Others were concerned with the increase in traffic. One addressed the
impact of coal trucks on safety and maintenance. Another requested that traffic is
included as a topic in an EIS.

Water Quality

Comments on water quality ranged from concerns for pollution of surface waters to
contamination of ground water. There was a comment regarding the quantity of the water
available for the station. Another comment addressed the impacts of coal mining for
supplying the station on surface water in the coalfields. Six (6) individuals addressed
these issues.

Aesthetics

A total of four (4) questions were asked pertaining aesthetics. Two (2) comments
concerned the height of the stack or the boiler. There were also concerns on impacts to
view sheds.

Demand Side Management (DSM)

There were four (4) detailed comments concerning DSM and its potential to eliminate the
need for the new unit. Some of the suggestions described actions by consumers that
would lower electric energy needs. These included passive solar, energy audits, compact
florescent lighting, fuel switching, solar hot water heaters, and other energy saving
activities.

Risk
Four (4) comments were submitted on risks associated with CFB projects. Topics ranged

from environmental concerns such as "carbon risk" to the financial risk the project could
involve.



Best Available Control Technology (BACT)

The designation of CFB technology as BACT was questioned in three (3) comments. One
comment suggested that IGCC would be more appropriate for that designation. Others
questioned CFB technology as BACT.

Coal Mining

Three (3) comments were submitted concerning the effects of coal mining to obtain fuel
for the CFB. Impacts of mountain top mining resulting from mining required to supply
the CFB were a concern.

Unions

Representative from local steel workers and boilermakers unions submitted three (3)
verbal comments on the merits of the project.

Cultural Resources

Two (2) comments were received concerning cultural resources within or near the site
and possible impacts to these resources. The comment also addressed the possible
impairment of views from historically significant sites.

Electro-Magnetic Field (EMF)

Two (2) comments about EMF generated by the transmission line associated with the
project were received. The comments related to impacts on people living near the
transmission lines, substations, or transformers related to the CFB.

Environmental

Environmental concerns were the focus of two (2) of the comments. One comment was
questioning the effects of water withdrawal from the Kentucky River on aquatic
organisms. The other concerned the effects of the project on endangered species and the
need to address this in the SEIS.

Integrated Gasification Combined Cycle (IGCC)

The choice of technologies was the topic of two (2) comments. The comments suggested
IGCC would be a more appropriate choice of coal technologies.
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Limestone

The use of limestone in the combustion process was the topic of two (2) comments. There
was a question of its use in the CFB and then a question in the possible use in pulverized
coal units.

Mercury

There were two (2) comments regarding mercury emissions from the CFB.

Need

The need for the project was questioned in two (2) comments. The comments suggested
that conservation efforts could lower demand for electricity, negating the need for the
new unit.

Noise

Two (2) comments was received concerning traffic noise generated by the construction
and operation of the project. It also addressed the noise generated by the operation of the
CFB.

Social and Economic Impacts

The social and economic implications of the construction of the facility were addressed in
two (2) comments.

Solid waste

Two (2) comments concerning the waste generated by the plant were received. Concerns
regarded the volume and final disposition of the waste.

Wetlands

Possible effects the project could have on wetlands were the topic of two (2) comments.
If required, the costs and locations of mitigation projects were questioned.

Endangered Species
One (1) comment concerned the impact of the project on endangered species.
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

There was one (1) comment suggesting the issues concerning this project should be
addressed in an EIS not a SEIS.
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Environmental Justice

A single comment (1) requested that environmental justice be addressed in the SEIS.
Hazardous Waste

One (1) comment requested that the topic of hazardous waste be included in the SEIS.
Information

A (1) comment was registered concerning the quantity and quality of the information
made available to the public regarding the project.

Load Forecast

The reliability of the load forecast used to determine the need for the project was
questioned in one (1) comment.

Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) Permitting

If appropriate, one (1) comment requested PSD permitting is addressed in the SEIS.
Railroad

There was one (1) comment on the age and condition of the railroad bridges and tracks
serving Smith Station and whether they could withstand the additional traffic and weight
from continuous coal deliveries to the station.

Replacement

One (1) comment was received in support of the project if it would replace older plants
with less pollution control.

Scoping Meeting
A request for a new scoping meeting was submitted in one (1) comment.
US Fish and Wildlife Service

There was one (1) comment concerning the involvement of the US Fish and Wildlife
Service.
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US Forest Service

The US Forest Service issued one (1) comment noting the distance of the project from the
Daniel Boone National Forest (DBNF) and that the project is located in a watershed that
does not impact the waters entering the DBNF.

Website

One (1) comment was received regarding errors and omissions in the materials posted on
websites provided by RUS.

13



4. PROJECT STATUS

The RUS will prepare a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement with scoping
requirements to assess the potential impacts associated with the Smith CFB Project.
Preparation of the SEIS is anticipated to begin in the fall of 2007 and would then be
completed approximately 180 days later in the spring of 2008.

The FSEIS will be available for a 30-day review and comment period after which the
RUS will prepare a Record of Decision (ROD). Notices announcing the availability of
the SEIS and ROD will be published in the Federal Register and in local newspapers.

Any final action by the RUS related to the proposed project will be subject to, and
contingent upon, compliance with all relevant federal, state, and local environmental laws
and regulations and completion of the environmental review requirements as prescribed
in the RUS Environmental Policies and Procedures (7 CFR part 1794).

If you have any questions or desire additional information, please feel free to contact the
following:

Stephanie Strength

Environmental Protection Specialist

Rural Utilities Service

Engineering and Environmental Staff

1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Stop 1571
Washington, DC 20250-1571

Telephone: (202) 720-0468
Email: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov
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Notices

Federal Register
Vol. 71, No. 194

Friday. October 6. 2006

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains documents other than rules or
proposed rules that are applicable to the
public. Notices of hearings and investigations,
comimittee meetings, agency decisions and
rulings, delegations of authority, filing of
petitions and applications and agency
statements of organization and functions are
examples of documents appearing in this
section,

Dated: September 13. 2006,
Patrick W. McDonough.
Executive Director, Joint Board for the
Enrcilment of Actuaries,
[FR Doc. E6—16546 Filed 10-5-06: 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4330-01-P

JOINT BOARD FOR THE
ENROLLMENT OF ACTUARIES

Meeting of the Advisory Committee;
Meeting

AGENCY: [oint Board for the Enrollment
of Actuaries.

ACTION: Notice of Federal Advisory
Cammittee meeting.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Mendocino Resource Advisory
Committee

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Rural Utilities Service

East Kentucky Power Cooperative:
Notice of Intent To Prepare a
Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement

AGENCY: Rural Utilities Service, LISDA.

ACTION: Notice of intent to hold a public
scoping meeting and prepare a
supplemental environmental impact
staterment (SEIS).

SUMMARY: The Executive Director of the
Jaint Board for the Enrollment of
Actuaries gives notice of a closed
meeting of the Advisory Committee on
Actuarial Examinations.

DATES: The meeting will be held on
October 20. 2006, from 8:30 am. to 5
p.m.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
The Segal Company. 116 Huntington
Ave., 8th Floor, Boston, MA.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patrick W. McDonough, Executive
Director of the Joint Board for the
Enrollment of Actuaries, 202—622-5225.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is
hereby given that the Advisory
Committee on Actuarial Examinations
will meet at The Segal Company. 116
Huntington Ave., 8th Floor, Boston, MA
on Friday, October 20, 2006, {rom 8:30
am. to5 p.m.

The purpose of the meeting is to
discuss questions that may be
recommended for inclusion on future
Joint Board examinations in actuarial
mathematics. pension law and
methodology referred to in 20 11.8.C,
1z4z2(a)1)(B).

A determination has been made as
required by section 10(d) of the Federal

Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. App..

that the subject of the meeting falls
within the exception to the open
meeting requirement set forth in Title 5
U.5.C. 552b{c)(9)(B), and that the public
interest requires that such meeting be
closed to public participation.

SUMMARY: The Mendocino County
Resource Advisory Committee will meet
October 20, 2006 (RAC) in Willits,
California. Agenda items to be covered
include: (1) Approval of minutes, (2)
Handout Discussion, (3) Public
Comment. {4) Financial Report. {5) Sub-
committees, (6) Matters before the
group. [7) Discussion—approval of
projects, (8) Next agenda and meeting
date.

DATES: The meeting will be held on
October 20, 2006, from 9 a.m. until 12
noon.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the Mendocino County Museum,
located at 400 E. Commercial St.,
Willits, California.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Roberta Hurt. Committee Coordinator.
USDA, Mendocino National Forest,
Covelo Ranger District, 78150 Covelo
Road. Covelo CA 95428, (707) 983—
8503; e-mail rhurf@fs fed. us.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The

meeting is open to the public. Persons

who wish ta bring matters to the

attention of the Committee may file

written statements with the Committes

stalf by October 15, 2006. Public

camment will have the opportunity to

address the committee at the meeting.
Dated: September 27, 2006,

Blaine Baker,

Designrated Federal Official.

[FR Doc. 06-8527 Filed 10-5-06; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 3410-11-M
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SUMMARY: The Rural Utilities Service
(RUS). an agency which administers the
U. S. Department of Agriculture’s Rural
Development Utilities Programs (USDA/
RDUP) proposes to prepare a
Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement (SEIS) and conduct a public
scoping meeting related to possiLle
financial assistance to East Kentucky
Power Cooperative (EKPC) for the
proposed construction of two 278 MW
Circulating Fluidized Bed generating
units [(CFBs) in Clark County, Kentucky.
EKPC is requesting that RUS provide
financial assistance for the proposed
project.

DATE: RUS will conduct a public
scoping meeting in an open-house
format: October 18, 2006, Trapp.
Kentucky. at Trapp Elementary School.
11400 Irvine Road; The open house will
be held from 5:30-8 p.m.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be sent to: Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist.
USDA, Rural Development. Utilities
Programs, Engineering and
Environmental Staff. 1400
Independence Avenue, SW.. Stop 1571,
‘v’\-'as]llinglon_ DC 20250-1571, or e-mail:
siephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov. An
Alternatives Evaluation and Site
Selection Study. prepared by East
Kentucky Pawer Cooperative, will be
presented at the public scoping meeting.
The Report 1z available for public
review at RUS at the address provided
in this notice, on the RUS Web site
hitp:/fwwv.usda. gov/rus/water/ees/

eis fitm. at East Kentucky Power
Coaperative, INC., 4775 Lexington Road,
Lexington. Kentucky 40392-0707 and
at: Clark County Public Library. 370
South Burns Ave., Winchester,
Kentucky 40391, phone: (859) 744—
5661,
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stephanie Strength. Environmental
Protection Specialist. USDA, Rural
Development, Utilities Programs.
Engineering and Environmental Staff,
1400 Independence Avenue, SW.. Stop
1571, Washington. DC 20250-1571,
telephone: (202) 720-0468. Ms.
Strength’s e-mail address is
stephanie.strength@wde usda.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EKPC
proposes to construct and operate two
nominal 278-megawatt coal-based
electric generating units at the Smith
site, southeast of Winchester. Kentucky.
in Clark County. Fuel will be supplied
to the plant site by rail or truck. The
construction of a substation and
approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line would be required to
connect the new plant to EKPC's
transmission system. The line would go
northwest from the CFB substation to
the existing Combustion Turbine
substation. EKPC's schedule calls for the
first of these facilities to be in
commercial operation by June 2010 and
the secand by November 2012

Alternatives to be considered by RUS
include no action. purchased power.
renewable energy sources, distributed
generation, and alternative site
locations. Comments regarding the
proposed project may be submitted
{orally or in writing) at the public
scoping meetings or in writing no later
than November 20, 2006 to RUS at the
address provided in this notice.

RUS will use input provided by
government agencies, private
organizations, and the public in the
preparation of a Draft SEIS. The Draft
SEIS will be available for review and
comment for 45 days. A Final SEIS will
then be prepared that considers all
comments received. The Final
Supplemental EIS will be available for
review and comment for 30 davys.
Following the 30-day comment period.
RUS will prepare a Record of Decision
{ROD). Notices announcing the
availability of the Draft and Final SEIS
and the ROD will be published in the
Federal Register and in local
lle\\.’spapers.

Any final action by RUS related to the
proposed project will be subject to, and
contingent upon, compliance with all
relevant Federal. State and local
environmental laws and regulations and
completion of the environmental review
requirements as prescribed in the RUS
Environmental Policies and Procedures
(7 CFR part 1794).

Dated: October 2, 2006,
Mark . Plank.
Director, Engineering and Environmental
Staff. USDA/Rural Development/Utilities
Programs.
[FR Doc. E6=16530 Filed 10-5-06; $:45 am]
BILLING CODE 310-15-P

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Manuel Alba, Press and
Communications (202) 376=7700,

David Blackwood,

General Counsel.

|FR. Doc. 068581 Filed 10—~4—-06; 3:56 pm]
BILLING CODE &335-01-P

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS
Sunshine Act Meeting Notice

AGENCY: 11.S. Commission on Civil
Rights.

DATE AND TIME: Friday, October 13, 2006,

9a.m.

PLACE: U.5. Commission on Civil Rights,

624 ath Street, NW.. Room 540,
Washington, DC 20425.

The meeting is also accessible to the
public through the following: Call-In
Number: 1-800-597-0731: Access Code
Number: 43783773; Federal Relay
Service: 1-800-877-8339.

STATUS:
Agenda

[ Approval of Agenda.
II. Approval of Minutes of August 18,
Meeting.
[II. Announcements.
IV, Staff Director’s Report.
V. Program Planning.
+ Record for Briefing on Benefits of
Diversity in K-12 Education.
¢ Briefing Report on K=12 Education.
¢ Recard for Omaha Briefing on
Racially Identifiable School
Districts.
« Campus Anti-Semitism Public
Education Campaign.
¢ Research on Academic Mismatch.
VI. Management and Operations.
e Procedures for National Office
Work Products.
VI State Advisory Committee Issues.
+ Re-Charter Package for Georgia
State Advisory Committee.
¢ Re-Charter Package for Illinois State
Advisory Committee.
¢ Re-Charter Package for Utah State
Advisory Committee,
VIIL Future Agenda Iltems.
X, Adjourn.
Briefing Agenda
Commission Briefing: Voter Fraud and
Voter Intimidation.
 Introductory Remarks by Chairman.
¢ Speakers’ Presentations.
+ (uestions by Commissioners and
Statf Director.

APPENDIX B:
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
Docket 40-2006

Forelgn-Trade Zone 104 — Savannah,
Georgla, Application for Expansion

An application has been submitted to
the Foreign—Trade Zones Board (the
Board) by the Savannah Airport
Commission, grantes of FTZ 104,
requesting autharity to expand FTZ 104,
in the Savannah, Georgia, area, within
the Savannah Customs port of entry.
The application was submitted pursuant
to the provisions of the Foreign-Trade
Zones Act, as amended {19 U.S.C. 8la—
81u), and the regulations of the Board
{15 CFR Part 400). It was formally filed
on September 25, 2006. '

FTZ 104 was approved on April 18,
19584 (Board Order 256, 49 FR 17789, 4/
25/84) at sites in Savannah and
Chatham Countv, adjacent to the
Savannah Custams port of entry. The
zone project currently consists of the
following sites in the Savannah, Georgia
area: Site 1 (32 acres)-within the 3,400—
acre Savannah International Airport.
Savannah: Sife 2 (1,075 acres)-includes
the 849%-acre Garden City
{Containerport) Terminal. 2 Main Street,
Chatham. and 22Z6-=acre Ocean
Terminal. 950 West River Street,
Savannah: Sife 24 (1 acre, 43, 560 sq.
ft.}-730 King George Boulevard,
Savannah: Sife 3 (1,820 acres)-
Crossroads Business Center, Interstate
95 and Gadley Road. Chatham County:
Sife 4 (1.353 acres)-SPA Industrial Park.
1 mile east of the Interstate 95/11.5. 80
interchange, Chatham County. Sife 5 (24
acras)-within the 94—acre Savannah
International Trade and Convention
Center, One International Drive,
Savannah: Sife 6 (1.182 acres)-Mulberry
Grove site, Interstate 95 and State '
Highway 21, Savannah: Site 7 (1.592
acres, 3 parcels)-within a 2.140-acre
portion of the Tradeport Business
Center industrial park, 380 Sunbury
Road, Midway.

The applicant i requesting authority
to add a 98 acre site, located at a
proposed industrial park on Tremont
Road near the interchange of [-16 and
GA 516, Savannah. No specific
manufacturing requests are being made



Public Scoping Meeting Newspaper Notices

Lexington Herald-Leader, October 3,2006
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Rural Utilities Service

East Kentucky Power Cooperative: Notice of Intent to Prepare o
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
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Notice of Intent to Prepare
Supplemental Environmental Im pact Statement

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the
U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs
(ITSDA Rural Development) proposes. to prepare a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) and conduct a public scoping
meeting related to possible financial assistance to East Kentucky Power
Cooperative (EKPC) for the proposed construction of two 278 MW
Circulating Fluidized Bed generating unitz (CFBs) in Clark County,
Kentucky, EKPC is requesting that RUS provide financial assistance for
the proposed project. For more details please refer to the USDA RURAL
DEVELOPMENT notice in the legal section of this newspaper,

&

Winchester Sun, October 19, 2006
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Thursday October 19, 2008

Residents discuss impact of new power plant
by Mike Wynn

Lwving across from a power plant at J.K. Smith Station at Trapp keeps Pam
Winebrenner's eves opan abou! Easl Kenlucky Power Cooperative's plans o
expand."l think it's a good idea rezally as far as the economy.” she said. ™ was
just curious about the smoke stacks and the power lines."

Winebrenner was one of about 50 residents who attended a meeting held by
East Kentucky Power and the federal Rural Wtlities Service Wedneasday night at
Trapp Elementary School.

The goal of the mealing was o gather informalion from residents thal will assist
the RUS in completing an environmantal impact statement on EXPC’s proposal
to build a 278-megawatt generating unit &t the plant.

The RUS, which lends money to electric cooperatives for building new facililies,
solicited comment on the project’'s biological, cultural, aesthetic and historical
impact as well as the impact on private propearty. Officials from the RUS compile
the information into a single report to be presentad at a later date.

"We're helping (the RUS) gather comments, and we're sharing information about
the plant,”

said EKPC

spokesman

Kevin

Osbourn.

The agency
also was
callecting
information
an the
possibility of
a second unit
at smith
Station, but
cooperative
officials said

wmpeivs — CATCH THE LATEST

an air parmit

and

environmental impact statemant on two units will "prevent a fremendcous amaount
of paperwork should a second unit become necessary in the future.”
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For more than a year and a half, East Kentucky Power has been having
mestings with Trapp residents and public officials to address concerns aver the
plant’s construction.

Some nave expressed distress over increased construction traffic on Irvine Road
when the project begins, along with the environmental and aesthetic impact of
the plart and transmission lines onca completed.

Barea resident George Oberst echoecd thosa concerns lasl night when ne
registered comments with the RUS aver a particular matfer.

“(It's) really bac for vou, especially if yvou are a kid. Il can acually stunl your mb
growth,” said the father of three. " think they would do way better to work on
conservation.”

Cooperative officals have been defending the plant as one of the cleanest coal-
generating unils in the nation - one that is critica’ o vollage support and will
provide jobs and boost the economy of Clark County.

"We live in these communities and we meet and excead all the regulatons o
protect the public health and wealfare,” Oshourn saic.

tast Kentucky Power has filed an air permit application with the Kentucky
Division of Air Quality and has oblained a certificate of need from the Kentucky
Public Service Commission, The plant is expected (o be comoleted in the
summer of 2010,

Meanwnile, residents in the grea silempl 1o slay informed.

"Thay explain to the public step-by-step whatis going on,” said Winsbrenner
"You just keep an eye on everyhing.”

Copyright: The Wincehester Sun 2008
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Hnatih construct 8 new coal-powerad unit at k. Smith Station in Trapp
Aarisubiee at a public meeting an Wednesday from 5:30 to 8 p.m. at Trapp
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ff:':l’_'fr‘” information that will assist RUS in completing an environmental
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For more: than a yvear and a half, EKPC has worked with citizens ij
who liva near Smith Staticn through he Trapp Community :
Advisory Committee, as well as public officials, to addrass

concerns and to answer questions from local citizens anc public

officials. k»
. f

EKPC officials say the $600 milion project will creale hundreds -j

of construction jobs, boost the region's economy and generste ¥/

electricity for thousands of Kentucky homes and businesses il
with new technology that greaily reduces emissions. NI
A1l

But, some residents in the area have also expressed concerns
aver the environmenla impact of the mew unit and increased NOT
construction traffc an Irvine Road once the project is underway. g

According o the cooperative, the plantis needed to meet the LK
demands of growth among the net-for-profit distribution
cooperatives that receive power from and own EKPC,

Meanwhile, EKPC has oblained a Certficale of Need and Public
hecessily from the Kentucky Public Service Commission. An
application for an air permit has been filed with the state
Erviranmental and Public Protection Cabinet, Smith 1 also wil
have to meeat requirements of the National Znvironmenla! Pelicy
Act (NEPA) under the federal Rural Utilities Service.

If approved, Smith #1 is expecled to begin producing power in
spring 2010,

Copynght:The Winchestar Sun 2006
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October 3, 2006

Commissioner Lloyd Cress

Department for Environmental Protection
14 Reilly Road

Ash Building

Frankfort, Kentucky 40601

Dear Commissioner Cress:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
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Page 2
October 3, 2006

Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Mr. John S. Lyons, Director

Department for Environmental Protection
Division of Air Quality

803 Schenkel Lane

Frankfort, Kentucky 40601

Dear Mr. Lyons:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Mr. R. Bruce Scott, Director

Department for Environmental Protection
Division of Waste Management

14 Reilly Road

Frankfort, Kentucky 40601

Dear Mr. Scott:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility is proposed to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Mr. David Morgan, Director

Department for Environmental Protection
Division of Water

14 Reilly Road

Frankfort, Kentucky 40601

Dear Mr. Morgan:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

The Honorable John Myers

Clark County Judge Executive

Clark County Courthouse, Third Floor
32 South Main Street

Winchester, Kentucky 40391

Dear Judge Myers:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

The Honorable Wallace Taylor
Estill County Judge Executive

Estill County Courthouse Room 101
Irvine, Kentucky 40336

Dear Judge Taylor:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012,

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

The Honorable W. T. Williams, Mayor
142 Broadway
Irvine, Kentucky 40336

Dear Mayor Williams:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

The Honorable Dodd Dixon, Mayor
P. O. Box 40
Winchester, Kentucky 40392

Dear Mayor Dixon:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Colonel Raymond G. Midkiff
Commander and District Engineer
U.S. Army Corp of Engineers

600 Dr. Martin Luther King Place
Louisville, Kentucky 40202

Dear Colonel Midkiff:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Mr. Jimmy Palmer

Regional Administrator

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region 4

Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8960

Dear Mr. Palmer:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012,

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Mr. Lee Andrews

Field Supervisor

U.S. Fish and Wildlife
3761 Georgetown Road
Frankfort, Kentucky 40601

Dear Mr. Andrews:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Mr. Eddie Thomas

Acting Southern Regional Administrator
Federal Aviation Administration
Southern Region

1701 Columbia Avenue

College Park, Georgia 30037

Dear Mr. Thomas:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012,

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Ms. Mary Lynne Miller

Acting Regional Director

Federal Emergency Management Agency
3003 Chamblee Tucker Road

Atlanta, Georgia 30341

Dear Ms. Miller:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Mr. Jerry Perez

Forest Supervisor

USDA Forest Service Daniel Boone National Forest
1700 Bypass Road

Winchester, Kentucky 40391

Dear Mr. Perez:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant y rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial operation
by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Mr. Bob Carson

Air Resources Management Specialist

U.S. National Park Service

Science and Resource Management Division
P.O.Box 7

Mammoth Cave, Kentucky 42259

Dear Mr. Carson:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012,

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Mr. David Harris

Head of Energy & Mining Section
Kentucky Geologic Survey

228 Mining & Minerals Resources Building
University of Kentucky

Lexington, Kentucky 40506-0107

Dear Mr. Harris:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012,

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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Dr. Mark D. Myers
Director

USGS National Center
12201 Sunrise Valley Drive
Reston, Virginia 20192

Dear Dr. Myers:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Mr. Gregory Hogue

Regional Environmental Officer

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
Russel Federal Building, Suite 1144

75 Spring Street, SW

Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Dear Mr. Hogue:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012,

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Mr. W. Patrick Ragsdale
Director

Bureau of Indian Affairs

Main Interior Building MS 2340
1849 C. Street, NW
Washington, DC 20204

Dear Mr. Ragsdale:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012,

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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October 3, 2006

Mr. Stephen Reeder, Director
Kentucky Finance Cabinet
Kentucky River Authority

70 Wilkinson Blvd.
Frankfort, Kentucky 40601

Dear Mr. Reeder:

RE: Interagency Scoping Meeting for EKPC’s Proposed New Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB) Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site

The Rural Utilities Service (RUS), an agency which administers the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s Rural Development Utilities Programs, is preparing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) in connection with a proposal by East Kentucky
Power Cooperative, Inc. (“EKPC”) for possible financial assistance for the proposed
construction of two nominal 278 MW CFB units in Clark County, Kentucky. The
proposed CFB project would be constructed at the Smith Plant Site in Clark County,
Kentucky.

EKPC proposes to construct and operate two nominal 278-megawatt coal-based electric
generating units, construction of a substation and approximately 1 mile of 345-kV
transmission line within the existing Smith Plant Site. The Smith Plant Site is located
southeast of Winchester, Kentucky, within Clark County. Fuel will be supplied to the
plant by rail or truck. The first unit at the facility proposes to begin commercial
operation by June 2010 and the second by November 2012.

RUS is serving as the lead agency for the environmental review process of this proposal. As part
of the review process, RUS makes several environmental documents available for Federal, State
and local agency and public review. Enclosed is a CD containing Adobe Acrobat files of the
Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for the proposed project. A copy of the
document is also available for review on the RUS website at:
www.usda.gov/rus.water/ees/eis.htm and at the following public library:

Clark County Library
370 South Burns Avenue
Winchester, KY 40391
(859) 744-5661
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Additionally, you are invited to an interagency meeting hosted by RUS on Wednesday,
October 18, 2006, from 3:00 until 4:00pm. The meeting will be held at Trapp
Elementary School located at 11400 Irvine Road, Trapp, Kentucky 40391. The phone
number at the facility is 859-744-0027. Following the interagency meeting, a public
scoping meeting will be held in an open house format from 5:30 p.m. until 8:00 p.m. The
purpose of the meetings is to provide information and solicit comments for the
preparation of a SEIS.

Please address any written comments by November 18, 2006 to Ms. Stephanie Strength,
Environmental Protection Specialist, USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs,
Engineering and Environmental Staff, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571,
Washington, DC 20250-1571, or e-mail: stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov.

Sincerely,
Robert E. Hughes, Jr., Manager
Environmental Affairs

Enclosure
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LISIDA United Stutes Forest Iraniel Boone 171 Bypass Rosd
= Department of Serviee Mational Forest Winchester, KY 40391

Agriculture HE0-T45- 3100

File Code: 9504
DU oy 9 2006

M. Stephanie Strength

Envircnmental Protection Specialist

USDA, Rural Development, Utilities Programs, Eng. and Env,
Staff

1400 Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571

Washington, DC 20250-1571

Diear Ms, Strength:

I am writing in response to your letter of October 3, 2006, in which vou asked for my agency’s
input and comments on a proposal to prepare a supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
for possible financial assistance for the proposed construction of two nominal 278 MW
Circulating Fluidized Bed umts in Clark County, Kentucky.

The project as described in your letter is approximately 15 air-miles west of the proclamation
boundary for the Daniel Boone National Forest. Because of this, the fact that the project is within
the existing Smith Plant Site, and the fact that the project is not within a watershed that has the
potential to carry water guality impacts on Lo the national forest, we have no specific concerns
pertaining o federal land holdings administered by the Forest Service.

Sincercly,

i ’MM%S/
IEROME E.PEREZ

-cm:sl Supervisor

@ Caring for the Land and Serving People Prinied on Fecyiod Paper G
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ARl Sy
o+ ", UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 4
ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER
€1 FORSYTH STREET
ATLANTA GEORGIA 30303-8960

October 17, 2006

By -uc.cn(-"

Ay
i

‘:.ﬂ
A o™

Ms, Stephanie Strength
Environmental Protection Specialist
U.S. Department of Agriculture
Rural Development

Utilities Programs

Engincenng and Environmental Staff
1400 Independence Avenue, SW
Stop 1571

Washington, DC 20250-1571

SUBJ: EPA Scoping Comments on RUS’ SEIS for EKPC’s Proposed New
Circulating Fluidized Bed Generating Units at the Smith Plant Site;
Clark County, KY

Dear Ms. Strength:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has received a scoping
letter (with an enclosed CD on the site selection study) from East Kentucky Power
Cooperative (EKPC) dated October 3, 2006, regarding the Rural Utilities Service's
(RUS) Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) for the subject proposed
project. The SEIS will document EKPC's proposal for two additional nominal 278 MW
power plant units at the existing Smith Plant Site (SPS) in Clark County, Kentucky. Both
units would be coal-fired and are expected to go online in 2010 and 2012, RUS is
preparing the SEIS due to its prospective financial federal assistance to EKPC, which
would make this project a major federal action requiring NEPA compliance.

EPA’s primary environmental concerns for this proposed power plant expansion
proiect include air auality and cumulativ- Our arr ouality enncems foens on

the putcntial coal combustion emissions gene..  .nd their iocnlfmg’onal effects.
Cumulative impacts could also be an issue since the SPS is an existing site with natural
gas combustion turbines. EPA is aware that EKPC has also applied for approval to
construct and operate five additional combustion turbines at the SPS. Therefore, together
with the cffects of the existing and proposed combustion turbines at SPS, the prc;pmcd
addm_onal two coal-fired units would cumulatively affect the same resources of the ‘arca
Th_c air impacts of the proposed coal-fired units as well as the cumulative impacts of all -
cxisting and proposed units at SPS should be fully addressed in the pending SEIS.

In addition to these pnmary concems. EPA would also exnect other ympact areas
B e :

to be addressed in the SEIS, s appropriate. These include potential project impacts on
wetlands and other waters of the U.S, (streams, rivers and other waterbodies), air toxics,

Intermal Adsress (URL) « hitp swwa eps gov
Fecycled/Recyclable s Priseg wih Vagaable Ol Bazod bks on Fimcyced Pager (Miniswm 2075 Posiconsuimer,
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mercury deposition, Prevention of Si gnificant Deterioration (PSD) permitting, fugitive
dust (from coal and construction), National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permitting for stormwater (construction) and operation of the generation units.
endangered species, hazardous wastes, noise (facility and truck/train coal delivery),
cultural resources, environmental Justice (EJ), induced/secondary impacts, and other
potential impacts. In addition and consistent with NEPA, the project's purpose and nced
and alternatives analysis (technologies and sites) should be fully addressed in the SEIS.
For reference, we also su 2gest review of EPA scoping comments for the proposed
expansion of the Seminole Electric Cooperative, Inc. coal-fired power plant at the
Seminole Generating Station in Putnam County, Florida (EPA lctter dated 11/21/05).
Several of those scoping comments could also be relevant to the scoping of this project
as well.

EPA appreciates the opportunity to provide these scoping comments, Should you
have questions, feel frec to contact Chris Hoberg of my staff at 404/562-9619 or

hoberg chris@epa.gov.

Sincerely,

A - \

) b ) ,J I 1
A, o ‘.;_.._ f "' l | .. \. E || -
Heinz I. Mueller, Chief
NEPA Program Office

Office of Policy and Management
ce:

Robert E. Hughes, Jr.

Manager

East Kentucky Power Cooperative
P.O. Box 707

Winchester, KY 40392-0707
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Serving Kentucky, not-for-profit

Fast Kentucky Power Cooperative

Winghester-based East Kentucky Power Cooperative (EKPC) (s a not-for-profic organization,
and exists to provide wholesale electricity and related services 1o 16 cooparative member sy
tems that distribute the energy to retail members.

Unlike many tusinesses, EKPC is owned and governed by these member sysiems and operates
on a not-for-profit basis. Its purpose is serving people. not profit

EKPC is called a generation and transmission ca-op (also known as a G&T) becaose it pener-
ales power from its plants and transmits it over 2,800 miles of line to the member systems.
The 16 member systems are loczlly owned and provide power to more thas o millien
Kentuckizns located in 89 of the state’s 120 counties, About 60 Ci&Ts exist in the United
States, with EKPC ranking high ameng them in wems of size, However, EKPC is considered
aamall power supplier {with a winter peak of about 2,500 megawatls) when i1 is compared
with huge investor awned utilities.

The organization consistently ranks among America's lowest cast electric power producers,
and has been widely recognized with national and state environmental awards.

Because of the geeat need for rural eleatrieity, a group of erdinary Kentucky citizens got
together and started EKPC 1 1941, During the decades that followed, EKPC and s member
systems hrought electricity to the couatryside and improved the quality of life for nalhons of
rural families. Oue employees have worked 10 spread the benefits of rural electntication
wirldwide though the co-op intemational program, which has browght elecizic power 10 mone
than 35 miilion people located in the world s ponrest countries.

EKC supplies power through three coul-fred power plants in Clurk, Puluski und Mason
counties; seven peaking units in Clarck Coonty that operae wheo demand is high; hydro power
trom Wolf Creek and Laurel dams supplied by the Southeastern Power Adiministration; and
most recently, Kentueky's Grst Landfll gas-io-¢leetricity plants in Boone, Lawrel, Greenup and
Hardin counties. The landfill gas plents are Kentucky's fivst renewable energy plants

EXPC anid the system’s 16 member conperatives are part of the naticnal Touchstone Encryy
alliance. More than 600 electric co-ops across the nation have joined Touchstone Energy,
sharing four key values: integrity, sccountabiiity, maovation and commitment (& community.

[n 1952, the Cooperative built its first plant, William C. Dale Staion, in Clark Covnty. Other

baseload plamts include Jehn Sherman Croper Station in Pulaski County, and the orgemzalion's
largest power plant, the H.L. Spurlock Smation in Mason County,
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For releasé ou Oct. 11, 2006

PUBLIC MEETING TO GATHER COMMENTS ON
CLEAN-COAL PLANT IN CLARK COUNTY

The federal Rural T_'nlm-e, Service (RUS) and E’aat Kenmucky Power Cooperative will gather
op

public conunents on Wednesday, Oct. 18 rom 5:30 pan. to & pm. at Trapp Elemeut'a:" for a

previcusly :uumm\.ed clean-coal unit i Clark County.

Information zathered a the meeting will assist RUS m completing a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement for the project. RUS is a federal agency that lends finds to
electric cooperatives for facilines necessary to provide power to rural areas.

"We hope peopls will come so that we can provide mformation about the project to the public.”
said Crarg Johnson, East Kentucky Power's plan: manager of Snuth Stanon located m Trapp.
“Official: fom the Rural Utlities Service will also be thers to gather conuments from the public
to prepare the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement.”

The supplemental envirommental rep ot and the project application that East Kentcky Power 15
fling with the Kentucky Division of Awr Quality will cover two clean-coal wnits at Snuth Station,
but EKPC currently only has plans for one 278 megawatt unit at the site,

“Our Board has only approved plans to build one clean coal ut at Snuth Stanon.”™ Jelmson said.
"By doing the work to pernut a second mnit now. we will avoid having to duplicate a great deal
of paperwark 1o obtain regulatory approvals down the road if a sec ond unit becomes necsssary.

Smith Unit =1 will create hundreds of construction jobs, boost the rezion’s sconomy and
generats electricity for thousands of Kentucky homes and businesses. “Smith 17 is the third
clean-coal plant that EKPC will add to its system. Spurlock Unit 24 is an idennical clean-coal
unit now under construction at EKPC s Maysville plant; EKPC's first clean-coal umit startad
operation in March 2003 ar Spurlock Station.

Togzther, these three units will bring EKPC s total invesmnent in clean-coal technelogy to mors
than $1.5 billion.

For more than 2 vear and a half. EKPC has worked closely with cinzens who live near Snuth
Station through the Trapp Community Advisery Commmities, as well as public officials. to
addrass concems and to answer questtons from local crizens and public officials.

The $600 mullion project will include feamrss that benefit the economy and the envirenment
several ways, such as:
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Up to 700 construction jobs at an average of $60.000 a vear.

511 million in state property taxes m 115 first 20 vears of operation.

51 millien in revenue for Clark County from payroll taxes dunng construction.

New market for up to 1.2 millien tons of coal each year.

Sharplv reduced emissions through the latest, proven clean-coal technelogy called

“arrculating fludized bed.”

e 99 percent less sulfur dioxide and 80 percent less mitrogen oxide than a conventional
pulvenzed ceal power plant.

e Encugh electmeiry to supply 19 cities the size of Winchester — 278 megawatts — that's

dedicated to serve the ¢ COperative mLmber-ownsrs I&enru"h"

The plant 15 needed because of strong growth ameng the not-for-profit distribution cooperatives
thar receive power from - and own - - EKPC. The member systems are growing at a rate nearly
twice the national average.

Snuth Unit #1 will be bult at the TK. Snuth Station, a 3.000-acre site that already contains seven
natural gas “peaking” wnits that operate on the hottest and coldest davs of the year.

The site was named afrer J K Smuch, a visienarv cooperative leader who was mstnunental in the

formatien of EKPC. as well as the first general manager of the Kenmcky Association of Elecnic

Cgopﬂ atives. the first manager of Fleming-Mason Rural Electric Cooperative. and the founder
of the National Rural Utilities C poperative Finance Corporaton.

EEPC has obtained a Certificate of Need and Public Necessitv from the Kentucky Public Service
Commussien. An applicatien for an awr permut has been filed with the state Envirommental and
Public Protection Cabinet. Snuth 1 alse will have to meet strict requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) under the federal Rural Utlities Service.

Ifapproved. Smuth =1 15 expecied 1o begmn producing power in spring 2010,

EEPC is a nor-for-profit organization providing wholezale elecrviciny to 16 disribution
cooperanives thar serve move r.':frn 5000 ""‘"I_e.nmuq homes, farms, businesses and mdustiies
across §9 counries. EXFC provides power through plawnis located m.lilfwn_. Clavk and Pulaski
counties, renewable energy plants in Boone, Havdin, Laurel and Greenup counties, along with
gas peaking units, ivdro power and moive than 2 500 miles of mansmizsion lines. T oge‘hu
ERPC and the member cooperarives arve kmown as RKentucky's Touchsrone Energn Cooae;r anves

For more information, call Kevin Qshourn, (839) 745-9419 or (859) 771-3100
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How Do Smith #1’s Emissions Stack Up?

Here™s how Smith Unit #1 emissions compare
with those of two other EKPC generating units.

Spurlock #1 Spurlock #2
Boiler technology Pulverized coal Pulverized coal
I vear of operation 1977 1981
Megawatts produced 325 525
[-missions (2003)
Sulfur dioxide. tons 20.677 19.657
Nitrogen oxide. tons 3.501 3.972

* Lstimated emissions

Smith #1*

Circulating Fluidized
Bed (CFB)

2010

278

986

920

84



Smith

SMITH UNIT #1 MANPOWER LOADING
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Co-ops bave spert billlons over the past 30 years to make thetr

power plants as clean as practical, and they contirue to look for

smiarter, more environmentally benign ways to burn coal

Getting Gleaner

By Poter Nyo

Sans Bolloway joined Esst Eentcky Power Coop

entive back in 1963, coalfived power plants sent
black smolke billowing up their stacks, cumrying ash
nd polloing chemicals across the cowntrpside. That
changed sfier Congress passed the Clesn Air Act of
1970, Since: then Bollowsy b seen tedmology improvesents tha
vimually eliminned snoke and subaranticlly reduced emissions—
incuding sulfir diozide 1nd nitrogen dicuide, the chenicals tha

cmse acid rin. Todsy he manages Fast Kenmcky Fower's newest
power plare, 2 showosse e dean-coal tednalogy.

The EA Gibert Unit in Mepsville, named wier 2 board member,
has 9 cioulating #idized bed boder: Dolke cooventional coal plnn
that bam powdered coal ot temperamres between 2,200 degrees and
2,400 degpees Pehrenleit, the Gilberr Unit bams crushe d enal—up

o threeeighths of an inch thick—at tanging between
1,300 degrees nd 1530 degrees. The other big difesence is fhat the
coul is mixed with limegone.

Axr is hlown into the baller 1 mspend ¢ floidize) the misre =
& burns. A cyclone sitached 1o the boder retorms @h end unbumed

forl for rebaming, making e baming process moce thorowgh, redc

ing the vokme of patides in the fxe gas xnd kowesing opersting costs.

“The boiler hext tarms linesone intm kne, which sheorhs sul
phur dicmide " Hollowsy expliins. *So the majority of sulpkur dicside
is removed in the fumace The lower tenperaure prodoces kess nitro.
g dimmide *

Most of the remuining nitrogen. dioside, 3 chemica that oo
txibutes is redoced by spreping smmooia in the foe g= noz-
aes ut the top of the boiler. Siongen dicide boesks down 10 nire.
§=, m elament tha nakes up B0 percent of the earth's cir and
wier. Owenl], the G process removes some 98 percent of the sul-
phur diozide and prodoces oly 20 pescent of nitrogen donide of
enventional coal planes.

Bast Xentucky Power President'CEO 1oy Palk mys the Gibert
Uhit sets higher sandards for other wilties. “We hove nised the bar.
Now iwestor-owoed oiliies bove m meet that bar or exceed & *

The new plane, which went caline in Aped, generares 268 MW
ood is the GET's first new coalfwed phntin 21 peary. Constmucion
took 30 moaths md cost 4400 million, incoding $373 nilica for
paluica-conirol equi Moreover, the G&T ha spem 5173 mil-
bion since 2002 ot two other coalfired plants 0 istall selected cxt-
slyic reduciion (SCR), & chemica tnnsformation process that breaks

BURAL BLECTRIE
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= POWED CENERATION

Fdk says Exee Kenmcky Power plare v conamx
o noee sndar CFE wnits foe the GAT's 16 loal die-
irbuion cocps. Oer the pas dacade, ther combined
Bfocaney service tar ooy has grown ® percent anm-
aly—doekle 1he rotcay average.

“Were hopag o beedk pround dus suunin ca
the second of o planes, winh athied @ he summer
of 2004, he 2dds. Over the nem fve 0o six years, Bax
Kemndy Fomer & scheduled w0 perd 82 Bilicain
dean-ccal rechnckogy bribe new planes and retrofie,
andoding 50K, on exaing plane for cleansr cparaion.

Mk who bas presided over Bz Kenncky Powes since 19%,
says chr adapring 1he lnea wechnical advances & parc of corporae
Uy, "My MOV Cofes Mon oy dry: growing up on 3 fm
i Cockevils, in eam-oznird Tennesses [enjoved Fech waer, green
wrees and praes. Thae's whae my wile and 1 wan for cor Bar childeen
and #ight grand-hildren

“Ive besn Fomunae m find a conpany whers oy philosophy
ard he company’s phidosophy are comparble,” be adds. = our board
of direanes i very suppomive of cur cleanond wdinology, T2 e ae
akng a corporne bgacy 1o meer power demand: in ke claansi way
possibk a1 the nme the phine are bude Tha's more expersive. B
w're inveging for the long run This comporaion consders emviron-
nered pobiey & par of i cofporne misson. | dhink o' anisme of
demonarniag thar sound basiness pracices and emvironmenal as-
ardship can complenent 2ach ciber. Theydon't e 1o be compen.
rs. Te're making a qualicy invesmen @ wchnobopy becanss the
oo it oing 12 be around for along tine—i's ot for sde.”

130 now esnl ploats
oal an omanic rock ranging from soft lignies o bard 0.
thracie, has long had a diny repution. Didkans's London
13 fikkyy wih i3 5000 When the novdiz visesd 1he LS in
A 1242, be s deres moke ponring cur of Fasbargh's cod.
fred meel mills ore nghi and luer descrbed the scens = “hdl wuk
the Ld khed o

Cod ha been mined snce Earcpe exhiunsd the wocd nd
arbxe coul resonrces ic used for cocking nd hening. Desp mining
w2 mads posble by 1he invenion of the roory seam engine by
Tames Tanin he e 1810 cenory . and his diicien %3y 10 comeen
an sbundam Fzesid el o mechanicd enery sparked e Induarid
Revolron.

A cenmry e, the rechiobogy for making indusirial sean »as
randersd w the budding =lsanic power induary. Thomas Edean
usad i inthe Pead Sresn Suwion @ New York Gy in 1822, the fric
cenral generning phintin the word. Coal s dominaed power pon-
sraion ever snce, surving chalbnpes by nudear and gas.

Ore ofthe Bw wnktes 10 imves in cod-fired power plans in the
1280 and 19590 i+ <4 Dominon Ebsanic Coopenaive, 1G&Tin
Gl allen, %1, serving 12 disinburion co-ops, Cd Dominion buile
o S coal plane near the souchem Vimgini vowm of Clover.
They wene inm operaion in 194

“The plams con a voul of §1.2 bdlion, and pollwion-conral
squipmere nade up onethind of our cose,” savs David Smich, dirsc-
wor of emvironmenia bedh and safery servicss The dover Fower So.
tion genaaons feanr e boders tha fire 21 an angle w oreare 3 swirking
fireball that retains residuns m mammizs burning

Today, soqwe 120 new ccabbased planes, induding coes tha wll
be camead by covops, are in some e of devdopment, 20cording o
the Deparment of Energy's Naiona) Energy Technokogy Liboencey.
The nanber is subaamal consdening thar exch plani repeese s egh

m 10 7ears for permiting, (oaAanang, e ng

CFE stands far clrouaring Mudred bad tachrebagy, 3 claarer way to bum caslin @
power plant balar. Tha caal Is mbead with [meshane 3nd bums o1 a lawer terpersung

fnan n camaantonal beders. Hor's haw.

Caal and limeshare pour ih tha balar.

S af wr ohec e and "MLl ha midura
Parfckas am carmiad 10 e oyclone

Untumned thes are cirtuaat dack ¥ tha balac
Fng parfclas am rapped in e beg hasse
Raradning i partides are removed.

T e s e g

Qeen g qis leaves Mo Fack

0] cooneting w the prid Taking imo scconn tha
these plas bave 3 le expecuncy of a1 leas €0
years, cod ®ill cooinue naking dearicicy oo ke
Lne 2stconnary.

Bob Hughes, Ean Kenmdey Power's amvico.
menl afars narager, pons car dha consnic
tion coms hrve been pushad up by surging scon-
cmies in China and India, *here 2 new col plane
opens every morch “Globd compeitcn & aexing
ashoruge of conTere and 3eed, driving ap 1he
prices” n response, Bag Kesoucky Power and
Souhem Moaun Heare Cooperaive, 1 G&Tin
Elings, combined herceders v ke atvanoge
o scomomies of sale

—
e

Ofthe €6 GET mops, 44 o%m thar pmen
ing capaciry, xcondng vo NRECAS Srnsgx Flan.

ning Depanment. Thingdrve cam ccal planis, 20
hree gz plans 0d 25 cam b s and col

RURAL BLECTRIC




Lot sngd fight Cosl ardves et Mg
Spurinck S don on barges pusher
by rugboels pying M@ Onb Rvar
Balow, Aght A hundred dmss
Bdey @ ruck cardes S fons of
=0 pwey from e fres power

pEnE

planiz. Eghoy perosne of the power tar
@0 ps pErerae comes [rom ool (om-
pared with %0 percen: of the ool 15
pereraing cupariy, spossding the neary
40 peroem word widey; muckear power
is nem with 13 percem of eneraion
jeompared with 30 percene nonnmmlky; follosesd by 7 perosne for
namnl g 18 peroe o naxonally).

Tri-A e Gereraion ard Trasmisson Lsocison in Tesmin
sier, Coln, s 0 4 plann mndsr conamaion md 2810 begin
opeion in Ssprenber 1008 Seven other G&Ts ane [ooking m boild
neew ool unis plnned for operaion in 200000 2001 Sontem Mon-
i Heoiris; Basin Heone Fow Cooperaive in Bamarde, 50 A
mcimsd Elevinic Conpentive in Springfield, Mo; Seminole Hleoric
Cooperaive in Tampa, Ay ond Sunflower Hearic Fower Comp in
Harys, Kan. Weuem Fumers Herirc Coopermive in Anadako, Olda,
it in 1 preliminary phaee of buidding o rew ool urin is Higo Bl
ity in souhent Olshoma with Brams Heriric Coopenmive in Wi,
Ter, 253 panme.

Mac M clennan, vioe president of swerral affairs o TriSaos, says
the GET is spmding %49 million o bl ie fra ccalfrsd besdoxd
poweer plancin dlmos o decader, o the Spring=rills Gen=ruing
Skon in eamern Ariom . Of tha sum, FL30 milkon i alooed for
pol kmioneconirol equipmen—#0 milkon for egoipment in the new
i and §40 milion m apgride the existing 1nie Tri-Seae sdls
poweer 104k manber disthion cowops in Colord o, New Mexiom,
wroming and wesem Nebrazka; 1hey serve more than 1 milion con-
mnes gred icros D000 squars miles

“We loaked w the dr=e options avibible for 2 baedoad plane
ard derided on cod,” Melennan exphirs. S0ne option i namnl ga,
barics soexpengve oday. The second opton is nuderr, ba nohody
ks bwili 3 muclear plane since the be 19708 The thind oprion i ool
It is shandan, diordshle Yoo cn bam it relaird y dean, gecpour
emizsions down and obain 3 permic i buid 3 planc”

MRECA's Kirk Johnoon, execuive direior of ervionnenca af
[irn, says i wince the Cheandir o of 1970 jresndhorized in 19077
ard 19%3) coops i odwr wnlices have improved sir qualin m nes
Ervironmenl Froeaion ARy enission zadards o proea pablic
healih ard 1he evironmenn. EFa issusd sandards on six prineipal nir
pollmams: ritmgen dixide, mlfir dioxide, corbon nonomde, omre
i1 conhinaion of nimogen dicades and volmile organic comiponnds
Imoem & mmog)y, priculne nang ad dun. B idanilied modher
gronp called haardous air polliones, s & nercary

Vilities deployed a range of echnologies. In sdition o Sreda-
ing foidized bed and seleaed anubic redooion ane

= Grrubbers. ¥nowm 15 fue gas desslphurizaion (FGEA, soub.
bers remerve up ro 9% perosnec of salphor diosde fon sooke ok

= Bag houses. Tightly woven dodh bags resenbling thcsz ina
komevamum cle=aner collsa op m 9% pereene of te din pamidesin
the fue gas

W CTOUENER X DO
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= POWELD CENERATION

* Hecrosunic pescipinces. Barioaloes such 15 zh, 3 non.
hazmrdoas muerd, colec co medd plaes chaged wich an eleomicd
field Bhenihe plaes vibexe, more 1han 9 percen of 1he ash Glls
1o the boaom of 1he precipianne for ccllamica and disposd.

» Coal deaning, Preparaica of cod bowers kevds of salphar and
niner) mamer, reducing ash conere by moee han %) percene, auning.
w1z from cod coabagion and reducing cuton dioxids emascns

*Toaad emissecns of 1he six principal air pollunane hree dropped
48 percere since 1970, while the scoromy has growm 164 percent and
enargy use bas increassd 42 pereene,” Johnson says “Emissions wil
drop dnmotcdly under exining and peopossd ceanair rubes”

Brobdmgnag-seole plurts
= Kermucky Power's Sam Holloweay calls ebsarciny the ali
mare pE-ndne poduc “The innan ameo: ums the Lgh
sirch ca, they have ebirciny. Onr consuness may nocchink
o mhere thar pomer cones fron. B wo the diarbuion
cowop and 15 gereraca plani, tha Light siich mears an addad boad
Exst Kerocky Bower's Giben Unicis the thied ccalfired genen.-
1o & the Hugh L Sparock Snion romed after the GET free gen-
erd manager, in Maysille Two ciber unics wen ineo cpermica in
1977 and 1381; they penenie 340 M@ Besdes ocal, the new Gibani
Unit can bum noes dhan | milbon car dres 2 year and 190020 was of
srwdun and cdver wood produce.
The Spardock fanca 2 90emimne drive noah Fom the GETs
headquariers i Sincheaer over modine road: windng paia -
ple of drivein movie dheners and mies of wocdand-200s fences

Bob Hughes ssvs ervironment! concarms have tken on
grestar Importance every wear of his carear

Sam Holloway (B consufs 2 schemsrt drewing of the
Gibart Uit with 2 control room emiployea

boedering bhegrass horse fimme—one even gpons a herd of camels
Maysiile, on the Chio Fiver, was the hometoan of singer Rosemary
ocasy. (casppons cos and of 2 ;auspereion brdpe crossag 10 Ab
ardeen, Chio, tha archisecr Joseph Sranss desgnad 1 1 model fe
his San Francisco lindmadk, the Golden G Iridge.

The 4 *0)acre Spadock Saca & n enginserng marvd. Vi
ing it reminded this writer of the bind of Bectdingnag in Galiers
Troeals, Mere everything & cobomd. Spurdock’s ihees balers barn
maee than 19,020 wre of coal daik—2.8 milkon wre 2 year. The cod
yard wkss up 14 acres. Giane comrepons move coal o ihe boders.

A et of monzer wacks with oversied tires, four on the rexr
ade, make 100 runes duily poing he oher dracica, each baubng 50
wre of ath froo 1he precipeanrs for deposi over some &0 xres.

The Gibert Unic's musard-cobored baler bolding, bs i o
companiors, fisss 14 sicies above e grownd. e boder is an 82 booc
loag reciangular box with soeed %l ap 1o Tinches 1hick, exphire
Holboary. Empey, it weghs 220 mas, and in openniion with waer
od cod & wighs 230 a

Sweve Ficker, senior plae enginees, expluns thar the bailer en
ases thousands of narowdamerer tubes tha are weldad sde by
sede “They are flked mith »arsy and srround 1he bumes. If 3 nbe
leaks, i is 2 small leak Inthe oM days 1he bosbers were bke meam
kenbes—a beak was serious”

Hex from 1he buming ocal convens water emiring the boilr
boaom ine geam dhax reaches 1,000 degrees Fabrenhsi and peo
duces 2,400 pounds of presure per square nch. S12am power mms
the roece Hlades of 2 high-peesaure mrtine w 3400 pas, 1nd thar
mrhine joins 1 kw-presare urbine spaning & the sane rue The
mrhines coanect 10 1 generane assenbly of mindings (warerccokd
copper barg wich 2 magnetic held thar creaes a Bow of ebearone—
dearant

Enchoged in soeel cxnis 1he urtinss and generaor psambly
wegh 200 vas They squx on 3 conares: fosndnic poured 20 fees
deep ineo the ground oo asel plings driven 120 faetundergreand 1
badreck “Than way, 1he plant won't seale cver vime” Hollowsy says.

Madhine nowe pervades the plane Holowsy ook us up an den.
wr 10 the cursde 1op of the boiler. As be led us doam dhe qaws, the
hardrds were o boo bl Near ihe murbines and generaor i 1he

RURAL BLECTRIC
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cenml coomad rocm foe all dhree unies, 3 quier, conl casis where op-
ennicns sll monitor 38 comparer screens thar keep ap =ik red-
tie readings o monices i ihe suds and squipmene Comparers
check 20,000 daa pan, and make red-ime graphs showing irends

During ey vis1, compuers showed 1ha ihe Gibent Unic's aal.
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a greener, cleaner world

EnviroWatts is our name for green power, energy generated from
environmentally preferred, renewable resources such as landfill gas,

wind, biodiesel, solar, water and geothermal springs.

Landfill gas is created from organic matter decaying in a landfill. This

gas is captured and used to make electricity.
Wind turns turbines that generate electricity.

Biodiesel fuel contains renewable ingredients, which are refined and

may be blended with regular diesel.
Solar collects energy using photovoltaic panels to produce electricity.
Hydro uses water from dams to turn electric turbines.

Fifteen of Kentucky's Touchstone Energy Cooperatives now offer their
customers a choice in the type of energy they purchase through the

EnviroWatts program.

EnviroWatts - Earth Friendly Energy Alternatives
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APPENDIX H:

Public Scoping Meeting Comment Form
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Development

Comments/Questions

U. S. Department of Agriculture, Rural Development,
Utilities Programs (Rural Utilities Service)
Scoping Meeting

JK Smith Circulating Fluidized Bed Generating Units
Trapp Elementary School

Optional: Name:

Address:

If you would like to take this form with you, please mail to:

Stephanie A. Strength

USDA, Rural Utilities Service,

Engineering & Environmental Staff

1400 Independence Ave. SW

Mail Stop 1571, Room 2244

Washington, DC 20250-1570

202-720-0468 or stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov
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APPENDIX I:
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Strength, Stephanie - Washington, DC

From: subrey & dakwin [aubrepflaradvecalas ned]

Sent: Monday, November 20, 2006 212 PM

Te: Strenglh, Steohane - ‘Washington, DC

Ce: TRobert Uk oy’

Subject Scoping Comments an SEIS for EKPC Smith Statice
Attachments: scoarg commenis pdt

Ms. Strength,

Sierra Club and the Kentucky Environmental Foundation offer the attached comments on the scopang process
lar the NEPA process lor 2 new circelating fluidized bed unit 2t Fast Kentucky Power Cooperative s Srmih
Seation, | would approciste a conlimmation ematl ketting me know that you received this document

Thank you,

Aubrey Baldwin

ey
reserLs 2cT (584 €
Aubray HBaldean
Liw Office of Robert Ukeday
433 Chastinut Streat
Baraa, KY 40403
Tel: (859) 986-5402
Fax: (35D) 0B5-1200
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LAW OFFICE OF ROBERT UKEILEY
433 CHEESTNUT STREET
BEREA, KY 4043
TEL: (359) 986-5402 FAX: (859) 986-1299
RUKEILEY@IGC.ORG

VIA E-MAIL
November 20, 2005

Ms. Stephanic Stremgth

Enwvircnmental Procectioa Specialist

USDA. Rura! Developoent, Ulilities
Programs, Enginssring and

Envirewncntal Staff,

1400 Indepandence Avenue, SW, Stop 1571,
Washoglon, DC 20250-1571,

E-mai]: stephanic.strength@wde wda gov

Re: Seoping Comments on supplanenial envirvamental impact statement (SEIS)
for CFB unit at East Kentucky Power Cooperative's Spaith Station,

Dear Ms. Strength:

On behalf of the Sierre Clab aad the Kentucky Envirocmental Fonndation and their
tousends of members in Keatucky and throughout the weeld, [ am writing o provide you
seoping comments on the supplemental environmental impact statement that the United States
Department of Agricultzre's Rural Utilities Service is tntending to peepare foc possible finarcial
asaigmancs o East Kencucky Power Ceoperative (EKPC) for two coal-fire? 278 megnwatt
Circuleting Fluzdized Bed generating unts (CFBs) at Smitk Statan. We approcazce the
opportanily 10 participste m this process and request thet you provide us wilh potice, seat to the

i counsel, regardicg 2ll further actions in this master.

At the outset, we wish to make perfectly clear that it is beyond reasonahle debate that the
pollution from (wo coal-fired 278 megawatt Corenlating Fluidized Bed genersting units (CFBs)
2¢ Senith Staticn woald lead to a vasiety of saricus adverse consequences including the premiture
death of innocent membdeey of the public trom bue particulste matter and sulfur dioxide air
pollution. The United Stezea Coust of Appeals fo the Sixth Circuit, over two docades ago,
already acknowledged that “there is now no leager any doud! that high levels of pollution
sastained foe periods of days cen MIL™ and Gt Joeg-term exposare 10 sulfur dioxide produces
<gnificant health effects, ncluding “[2]cute respiratory infectbons in children, chronie respiratory
discases in adalts, sad decrensed levels of ventilatory lusg fiecton m both chuldren and adults.”
Ohie Power Co v, US EPA, 726 F.2d 1066, 1098 (6¢th Cir. [984). The .S, Dapastment of
Agnedture’s sater agency, the United States Enviroomental Protection Agency, Has explained,
after extensive study, that fine particulate matter pollution causes 2 vasiety of adverse health
effects, incluting precosture death, heset attacks, strokes, bt defects, snd ssthims attacks, 71
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Fed. Reg, 3620 {Tan. 17, 306} In the review of the fins particulste metter bealth based ambient
air qoafity prandend, FPA was ansble oo $scam o threshedd Tevel of polintion wder which fhe
dizarh and discese associated with fine particulxie matter wotld not ocem. Jd, at 2635, Stmdies
Teviewed by the 118 Envinommeninl Progection A gency revealed a lnear or 2lmest linear
relaticnship beiwoe diseases like cancer and the smount of fire particuiale maker in the ambien
air. }d, Pui simply, the mor= fine pantioalzds maetier the propossd BECRC CFE anits and aifsser
somees embd inbe oo adr, the more death and disease. While some may wish 1o engage in 2
dehate shomi whether this death and dissase is annepesble or neosssary, Hdoes ot seem subde
o reasonnhle debaie that when the federal governmet {5 engrpsd in an pecivicy tar will lead to
the desth of some af s citinms, s mmalysis of the decision 10 engage in that activity should he
extrernely eopgreheraive and acowmte, [f ie i s comiet that we offer thees combments,

1. U50a RUS SHOULD PROVIDE A NEW PURLIC NOTHCE ON SCOPING AND
HOLD A NEW BOOFIMG MEETING.

Thex LLE. Depiortmnesnt of Agricuitune Rural Tililies Bervcs (RUS) dhould provide & new
pablic motics i the Feadera] Register for a new sooping poblic meetng snd nea wirihean eomimsent
period on seoping for at Jeast three ressona, First, RUS bag nol made G relevant information
meaaleble. It mppeams that BUS" web page, which is referonced in the Fedemnl Regisier notice
enoncieg the seopisg mesting end public compsees peried, somindng the vrosg version of the
Revissd AHematives Evalustics and Site Selection Stody for the Propossd JE. Smith
Circolaring Fhoidizesd Bed (reneratimg Ui, Clark Coanty, Eemucky (Beviaed Allemalve
Evalimtion]). We visiled RUS" weh pags, bitpawarw usia. gpowinoswater mespd £
EX P08 me 21 2 edection %2 08mithd M6, pdf, oo Wevember 18, 2006 mnd found 5 July 2006
vergion of thie document, However, ot the public scoping mesling, we wers provided 2
Septamber 2008 version of this document, The public 2nd other agencies mre entitied fa 1be most
recent miiemation wpon Which o Frmmulale their ooonments. Thid ig not bappening hers
Simnilarly, the Sepiember 006 version of the Revised Alternacive Evialuatios & page A-] states
ihe! 1980 EIS Related to the Fropeesd 1. Io Smith Pawer Ples! Btition Usndle | and 2 and
Associmed Transmission Lines is & major resoures osed in preparing the Revisal Alematives
Esalustion and is interdad to b Appendiz 4. Howsvir, sather than attach it 4o the Revisad
Aliermatives Evalumtioe, the Envised Ahematives Eveluztion says that if i ovmilable ai
www. LIEDA gowR LIS/ ElestrieEnviroamental Envircemmestal Bnvironmantal bnpact
Statements. Tha! UEL, however, does not exist.  Momeower, 2t vist o [ 171855008 o
Tettpewrarar. aad. gowinusfwater/ eeneis himFEas i Eenindo b0 Power a2 Cooperativa,
where the July 2006 Revised Allemativis Evalustion &8 posbed, revesled (hat the | %20 ELS
Releted to the Propossd 1. B Smith Power Plant Station Units 1 and 2 and Assoctatsd
Tramsmiesion Lines wag ot thers, Similarly, Appendix B of the September 2006 Revised
Albermatives Evaluation sixies thai the Best Eoptocky Power Cooparative, Inc., 400 kI
Cloanbustion Trobize Progest Altemative Analysia'Siing Snady is a wajor resaurce thal was 1o
oomnpriss Appendix B, but that docurment was ooly svailebls at the non=sistent aeb gite
referenced above, Moteover, & vislt on 11712006 to hitpeiwerw wads povrstwateriees’

i rmiE st Y20 Kenbacky e 2 0P ower ¥ Cooperative, where ths Faly 2006 Revissd
Alernigtive Evalation {g poated, revealed that the Eass Kesinacdoy Power Cooperative, Tnc., 4040
MW Combrustion Tirbine Project Altematives Analy=s/Siting Study was not there. The sames &5
frue for Appendix [, the Execotive Summary of the September 2004 ERPC Losd Forecast

2
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Repeal, and Appendix F, EKPCs 2003 Integrated Resourcs Flan, We ated these sppendices fo
prepars comprehensive and complete sooping comenents.

Seocod, 7 CFR 1794.52(h) reqicares RUS to provide the pibhic with 14 deys advanosd
noties of public mestings on scoping. However, in thiz case RUS' notice was puhlished in the
Federal Rgister on Oclober 6, 2006 and (ke public mmeting was oo Ocicber 18, 2006, Ths, the
public wis not given the raquired 14 days advanesd natice.

Third, the public notice, which sppears at 71 Fad. Reg, 39070 (Oct. 6, 2006) doss not
explain what the Sepplesental Esvironmental imgact Steement i3 2 sopplement . Again, he
puhblic has the dght to partScipabe and comment tassd oa the relevant mformation. What is being
supplemientad is cbniously relevant in the sopplementation procese. We specslate that whal iz
baeireg supplemented is the Enviroernenisl Impect Statement (FIE) for the Ketucky Pionser
Integrated Casification Coanhined Cyole Demonsmiion Project. Howewer, we ghoudd not be
mﬁ'u!mhﬂwrmmmmammmuwdmmlaam is (his. Moreover, if riis
the: BIE for Kentncky Pionesr that is being sapplemented, that is 2 key picce of information. A
you ingy knoow, the Eentucky Fiomer praject was extremely unpopular srsong local poldicians
and residents. Frihure fo mention the Kentoey Pionesr EIS in ¢he pohlic notice coald have the
affect of fadling to engage in (his process the local politiciis and members of the public who
were invalved in the Kenéndky Plonser process. We are not claiming that RUS 19 deliberstely
i o avoid alectng e amestion of thase el politiciess snd members of the pablic, but
rather that regacdlass of ingant, that oould be the effect. Wa also nole that the Kentocky Ploness
EI5 was for a combustion process ealled Integrated Gasificstion Combined Cycle (100C) and
thix motice mekes no mentian of HGCC as an ahemnstive. To the extent this is Supplemental
Ervirenmental bopact Stadement is supplementing & Esvironmental Ingact Stidemenl fom o
diffimmd type of combustion techmalogy thid sppears to be alrsady sxcluded from orent
considerntion, the public shoald know this,

For the shove reasons, we request thet RS issoe a new Federe! Regipter notice for 4 pew
public ssopmg mieling ind peblic comment petiod. The new nobice should give the public a2
Joast 14 days advanped notios of the publio sooping meeting, should provide the public with
aceiy o the most wp lo e ARematives Bvabsarion scluding all of is sppendices and should
explain wat this Sopplementsl Environmental impart Steement is supplementing,

I RUB SHOULD PREPARE AN EIS AND NOT A BEIS,

Az explained shove, we do not know for cestals what the Supmlesnestal Bovironmental
Impac! Statement thet RUE is prepaning is supplementing, bt we suspecd thad it is [
sapplementng the Exviroamental Impact Statement prepared for the Fenbocky Prones propect |
that wes proposed for this e st b did pof procesd. I that is the case, then RS shoul not
prepars 2 Supplementz] Brvironmental Impact Stetemend, ut rather should prepare a saparoie |
Environmestal Iinpact Batement fior BEPC's new prodect. Thes 12 40 because the projects are
different.  The Kenbocky Pioneer Enviroamends! Impact Statement was prepared by the U5
Depariment of Bergy and o1 EUS beesmse the Keabacky Ploeer prosec! was going to be a TS |



Department of Energy project. EKPC was not going to be the owner or operator of the Kentucky
Pioneer project. The Environmental Impact Statement for the Kentucky Pioneer project states:

The proposed Kentucky Pioneer IGCC Demonstration Project was
selected s one of the candidate projects that would best further {he
objectives identified in the CCT Program. The purpose of this
proposed project is 1o demonstrate end assess the reliability, and
maintainability of & utility-scale IGCC system using high-sulfur
bituminous coal and an RDF blend in an oxygena-blown, fixed-bad,
stagging gasifier.

In contrast, the purpose of the current project is to meet the energy demand of EKPC’s member
cooperatives. Becanse the Kentucky Pioneer project and the current project have different
purposes and different parties are invelved, it is inappropriate to supplement the Kentucky
Piomeer Environmental Impact Statement rather than to prepare an Enviromnental Impact
Statemen: for this project. Thus, a new public notice, public meeting and comment period i3
needed for scoping for en Eovironmental Impact Stetement for this project.

3 THE EIS SHOULD BE LIMITED TO 278 MW OF DEMAND.

The public notice states that RUS is preparing & Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement for two 278 megawatt circulating fluidized bed boilers, However, the Kentueky
Public Service Commission has only authorized one 278 megawaft circu/ating (uidized bed
boiler at this time. Thus the Environmental mpact Statement should be hinited to what is
currendy legally permussible, that is the construction of one 278 megawatt circulating fuidized
bed boiler.

4. THE EIS MUST EXAMINE THE APPROPRIATE RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES.

The public notice shows that RUS has elready tllegally foreclosed altematives even
before the NEPA process has begun because the public notice states that it is preparing a
Supplementzl Envirommental Impact Statement for two 278 megawatt circulating fluidized bed
boilers, rather than for meeting 278 or $56 megawatts of bascload demand. Mevertheless, we
offer the following comments on alternatives to meet 278 or 556 megawatts of theorstical future

baseload demand.
A.  GENERATION OR SUPPLY SIDE ALTERNATIVES

The following generation or supply side altematives should be considered. In considesing
these supply side alternatives, attentior should be given to power purchasc agreements as wel! us
to obtaining FXPC owned generation assets. By power purchase agreement, we include small
sczle power purchase agreements. For examnple, TVA purchases electricity fiom residential sola
PV systems. The Sacramento Municipal Utility District does the same and also pursues an
option of renting space on residential and commercial buildings 1o install its equipment. Also,
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consideration should be given the option of generation assets outside of EKPC's service termitory.
For example, FirstEnergy of Ohio has recently purchise wind power from a West Virginia wind
farm. Moreover, the Los Angeles Municipa! Utility just purchased wind output from a Wyoming
wind farm. Also, it is important to remember that baseload and dispatchability are relative
concepts. For example, large coal fired power plants suffer forced outages so, in fact, large coal-
fired power plants are intermitient resources in a literal sense of that term. Maoreover, because
coa-fired power plants often are large units, forced outzges have dramatic effects on system
relisbility versus wind or solar resources that are much more distnbuted and thus [ess hikely to
all be unexpectedly unavailable at the same time, Furthemmore, the disadvantages, as well as
advantages, of different options must be considered. For example, it would be inappropriate to
dismiss a diswributed generation option like fuel cells or solar bot water because, assuming for the
aske of argument, they reguire more initial capital without considering the cost savings from
decreased transmission cost and federal tax credits.

Maost importantly, RUS must consider a combination of options ir order to mect the 278
or $56 megawatts of demand. For example, it is inappropriate fo dismiss wind power as en
option because RUS is under the mistaken impression that 556 megawatts of wind resources are
ot currently available. This 1s not true, but assuming it was, RUS must still consider meeling
part of the demand with demand side management and part of the demand with supply side
assels which may inclede generation assets and storage assets.

1. GENERATION
Generstion options include the following:

- Wind - on-shore and off-shore;

- Solar ~ Photovoltaic;

- Solar -~ Thenmal,

- Hydroclectric - small scale;

- Geothermal- including distributed use {whick can also be considered a demand side
altemative);

- Biomass - dedicated crops or wood waste and wood stoves;

- Biogas;

- \lﬁ Gas Combined Cycle - including co-generation;

- Distributed Generation - including Microturbines and Fuel Cells;

- Pulverized Coal Boilers - including supereritical and ultra-supercritical and co-generation
applications;

- Fluidized Bed Boilers - including supereritical CFBs and pressurized fluidized bed boilers
including co-generation applications;

- Integrated Gasification Combined Cycle Units;

- Thdal Power; and

- Wave Power,

2. STORAGE

w
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Storage options include the following:

- Pump storage;

- Bettery (or Chemical) Type Systems;
- Hydrogen;

- Flywheel; and

- Compressed Air Storage.

B.  DEMAND SIDE MANAGEMENT

It is almost always the case that the cheapest kilowart is the one that i3 never generated,
1 is always the cese that the kilowatt with the least environmental impact is the one that is never
generated. Therefore, RUS needs to consider how to meet this “demand,” or at least part of this
“demend” with “negawatts” rather than megawatts. A list of some, but not all Demand Side
Management opiions are below, However, again, the key to & rational analysis is (o consider a
combinaticn of alternatives. Furthermore, RUS should consider EKPC acting as an Energy
Service Compuny (ESCO) with low interest money from RUS, the use of existing or new private
ESCOs and partnenng with existing energy service programs as well as non-profit welfare and
economic development organizations. Because EKPC is & non-profit, it does not suffer from the
potential lost profit to sharcholders that investor owned utilities claim they face. The fact that
EKPC has acted in a manner similar to an investor owned utility rather than traly serving its
customers' interests in the past should not play & role m this analysis.

Demand Side Management options inclhude the following:

- Switching 1o compact flucrescent (CFL) or LED lighting;

- Improved insulation and weathenzation;

- Energy efficient appliances such as reftigerators, air conditioness, geothermal heating systems,
and hot water heaters;

- Switching from electric to natural gas appliances such es heating systems and hot water heaters;

- Energy efficient improvements in industrial apphcations such as electric motors and HVACs;

- Switching from electric to natural gas in industnzl apphications;

- Cyeling programs for heating as well as cooling;

- Programmable thermostats and down comforters;,

- Passive Solar;

- Energy audits;

- General energy education on conservation and efficiency; and

- Efficient mebile home purchesing.

5. THE EIS MUST INCLUDE AN ANALYSIS OF CLIMATE CHANGE IMPACTS.

RUS must consider the climate change impacts from the vasious alternafives. Of course,
the demand side management alternatives have no climate change impacts. In considering
climate change, RUS must cansider the cumulative impacts on climate change not only from the
other EKXPC projects that RUS has provided financial assisiance to, but Fom all fossil fuel power
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generation projects that RUS has and plans to in the future provide financial assistance to. This
includes, bat is not limited to, the Highwood Generating Station in Mentina, the Associated
Electric Cooperative, Inc project, the Basin Electnic Cooperative project, the Dairyland Power
Cooperative project, and the Seminole Electnic Cooperative, RUS should also include in this
cumulative impacts analysis the cumuiative impacts of power plants subject to NEPA review
because of other federal agency involvement such as the Western Area Power Admumstration
and the Big Stone 1l project.

In considering climate change impacts, RUS must consider the emissions of carbon
dipxide as well as the emissions of other greenhouse gases such as nitrous oxide (N20). It is
especially important to consider N>O emissions when evaluating the coal-fired circulating
fluidized bed option because these units have very high N>O cmissions and because N;O is a
very potent greenhouse gas. This analysis should also look at emissions in termus of pounds of
each greenbouse gas per net megawatt hour produced as well as ton mass of emiss:ons so that
one can truly understand the benefits of, for example, a super-ultracnitical PC versus the sub-
critical CFB that EKCP 15 currently proposing. Again, the climate change impacts would be
moot if RUS chose an altemative made up of demand side management and true renewables
such as wing and solar,

6. THE EIS MUST INCLUDE A RELIABLE AND SUPPORTABLE LOAD
FORECAST.

The Environmentol Impact Staterent must include an analysis of the projected future
cemand, or load forecast. In this analysis, it is important 1o keep in mind that EKPC was wrong
regarding the need for pulverized coal fired units &t Smith in 1980, and that the current load
forecest suffers from the same or similar faulty enalysis. The load forecast must be supported by
reliahle data. For example, EKPC's projection of population growth, which appears completely
unrealistic, must be supported with actual, credible data.

7 THE EIS MUST CONSIDER AIR POLLUTION IMPACTS.

The alternatives’ air pollution impacts must be evaluated for adverse impacts on school
children, other sensitive pollutions and the general public. This analysis must include the
“criteria pollutants™ as well as all of the other polhutants the altematives will emit, including
hazardous air poliutants and diesel exhaunst. This should also consider the impacts of air
emissions of radicactive matenial, The boilers themselves as well as ather units, such &s on-site
diesel emissions from stationary &nd mobile sources and construction equipment, must be
considered.  Fugitive emissions from haul roads, coal piles and coal moving must be considered.
Air impacts from the life cycle of the fael should also be considered. For example, if waste coal
or garbage is going to be trucked in, the air emissions, both exhaust and fugitive, shouid be
considered, If coal, lime or limestone is going to be transported on barges, that must be
considered.
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As ip the criteria polhotents, the analysis should not rely on the fact that some impacts
mey be belowr the corrent Mational Ambiznt Ajr Quality Standards (MAAQS) for several reasons,
First, for all of the NAAQE except for particulate matter, the ULS, Environmental Protection
Apeacy 18 curtently in violation of s legal oblipation to wpdate and revise a2 necessary the
MNAADS, An Environmental Impact Statement should nod rely on cut=-dated information. As for
ihe PR2.5 NAAQE, the 1.8, Ervironmental Protection Agency hes acknowledped that adverse
mmpacts, mcluding premanire mortality, are observed al ambient levels below the NAADQS. In
fact, the TLE, Bovironmental Protection Agency has concluded that it conld not find sy
threshold helow which it did not find adverse impacts. In addition, Madison and Fayetfe
Crunties currently have FMM2.S levels above the annual NAAQS, Finally, it is lilely that the
PM2.5 NAAQS will be challengred in court. A cumulative exposure analvas of all the power
plants in the region should be done. In addition, an assessment of the adverse impacts from the
propoded Smith units alone sheuld be done to quantify the adverse healll (incloding premsture
mortality) thad will be cansed by these units. The analy=ziz should also report thege impacts in
terms of dollars. The U8, Environmental Protection Agency’s analysis prepared for the remody
phase of its Mew Source BEeview enforcement achon against the Baldwm power plant wonld
serve as 4 useful modal. The pon-profit organization Clear the Alr provides 2 simplifed version
of this analysis for individwal perwer plants on its website. This can be fownd at;
hetpeifararw. cleartheair. org/dinypowenmag homl.  The methodology is alao available at that site.
Again, iF RS is going to fund an option that may kill people, the poblic end the decision makers
have a right o knoar.

Air impacts on threatened and endangered plant and animal species as well as sensitive
and commercially important species should be considered. This includes impacts fom climate

change.

RUS should congider air pollution impacts 1o protected areas like wildlife refuges and
national forests and parks. This ghould include areas thet are not listed as Class I under the
Clean Adr Act such as the Red River Gorpe and its Chifty Wilderness,

The impact of additional mercury loading on scosystems from the significant mercury
that will e released by the new power plant should be considered. Additionally, the health
impacts from the proposed plant's mercury emizsions should be included.  RUS shonld provide &
curmlative mercury exposure analysis of pll the power plants in the region. BUS should alsg
congider how this mercury pollution, as well as other polhufion, disproportionately mpacts poor
and minority people,

B THE EIf MUST CONSIDER THE IMPACT OF SOLID WASTE.

RUS should consider coal combustion waste and construction waste in itz analysis, This
i# especially important for the cirenlating finidized bed alternative which generates much more
gsolid waste than ather coal combustion technolopies, Also, the solid waste from a CFB is not
capable of being made into & saleable produst bke ad PC and IGOC unite. The cumuletive impect
of the plant's waste and how it will be disposed should be analyzed, This analysis should be
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done for all waste, including items from the power plant waste stream, wasiewater from the
sanilary systems on site and land clearing.

9., THE EIS MUST CONSIDER WATER ISSUES.

The impazt of this facility on surface and groundwater that flows near or under the plant
during construction and operation must be considered. This includes guentity and quality issues.
RUS should undertake a thorough analysis of the various alternatives' impacts on drinking walter
supplies for communities. This analysis must include examination of water impacts from the
lifecycle of the altematives, That is, if some of the coal may come from mountain top removal
mining, the water quality impacts from that mining must be considered. If barge transport is to
be used, manipulation of waterways such as the Ohio and Kentucky rivers for barge traffic must
be considered. If the coal ash is to be lendfilled or put in ponds, that must be considered. For
example, an ash pond at a coal-fired power plant in North Georgia was breached several years
ago, sending sludge into 2 river that served as a drinking water source for many people. This is
the type of lifecycle water impect from the coal alternative that should be considered and
compared 1o the lifecycle water impacts from true renewables like wind and solar, and demand

side management.

10.  THE EIS MUST CONSIDER THE IMPACTS FROM MINING

As mentoned in the previous section, water quality and quantity impacts from
mountamntop removel mning must be considered. However, RUS should not lmit its analvsis 1o
this one mmpact from the extraction portion of the hifecycle of the coal-fired alternatives. Rather,
all impects from coal extraction should be considered and indirect impacis from alt=matives

involving coal.

11.  THE EIS MUST CONSDIER THE IMPACTS OF TRUCK TRAFFIC.

The impacis on communities, including the Trapp scheol and schoolchildren, of the flow
of large trucks hauling supplies and copstruction materisls duning construction, plus the potential
for a frequent flow of Jarge trucks on small roads hauling coal, lime or limestone and other
meterials to the new plants must be considered. Economic damage to roads, air polivhion from
¢he trucks, as well as quality of life issues from sharing narrow roads with Jarge trucks must be

considered.

12, THE EIS MUST CONSIDER IMPACTS FROM SWITCHYARDS AND
TRANSMISSION LINES
The cumulative impact of any switchyards and transmission lines thet will be required to

expert off-site the electricity that is produced at the plant must be considered. Impacts that
should be considered include the tzking of property, impacts to threatened and endangered
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species, the use of herbicides to maintain a weed free nght of way, impacts to the viewsheds of
residents and recreationalists, These impacts should be determined in both physical and
psychological terms, Past Environmentsl Assessments represent mnappropnate segmentation of
this project and thus do not justify exclugon from the EIS of the analysis of impacts from

transmassion lines,

13.  THE EIS MUST EVALUATE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACTS
A ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

RUS should evafuate the economic development opportunities that the various
elternatives offer. The current economic staws of Bastern Kentucky demonstrates that extracting
and burning coal tn Jarge centralized power plants is a failure in terms of economic development,
The Epvironmmental hapact Statement should consider the cconomic development that
renewables and demand side management would bring to Ezetern Kentucky.

B.  TRANSIENT POPULATION OF CONSTRUCTION WORKERS

A coroplete analysic would consider the iimpact of the hundreds of projected shert-term
construction jobs will kave on the region's ability to serve those employees and thewr families.
This enalysis should include the additional needs for multi-lingual education as well as other
multi-lingual requirements for healthcare, needed for expanded emergency healthcare and other
social services. Additionally, this analysis should include the impact on property Laxes tn serve
an increased transient population of construction workers end their families as well as increased
infrastructure {o serve short-term needs due to moreased tramsient population and traffic.

14.  THE EIS MUST CONSIDER CARBON RISK, CREDIT RISKS AND OTHER
RISKS.

A, “CARBON RISK™

Most reasonable people belicve that greenhouse gases will be regulated in some fashion
in the relatively near future. The head of one of the largest viilities in the country, which used to
be known as Cinergy, has acknowledged this fact. RUS must undertake an analysis of how the
various altermatives would fair economically if greenhouse gases, including carbon dioxide and
nitrous oxide are regulated. In the event that EKPC goes ahead with commencing constroction
of a coal-fired circulating fluidized bed unit and that unit becomes not financially viable, RUS
shouid consider the impacts from the partial construction of the coal fire units.

B. OTHER RISKS

RUS should also consider other risks that could reader a coal fire¢ unit infeasible during
or after construction, and how those risks would apply 1o other options. For example, Duke

10
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Enetgy has recently admitted that its initial esthnate of $2 billion to build a new coa! fired power
plant was off by $1 billion dollars. RUS should consider the risk of construction price escalation
(or price decreases) for the vanious altematives. An example of price decreases is that in &
demand side management alternative that involves LED lighting, it s alinost certain that the
price of this altemative would decrease with time as LED light bulbs increase in production and
make it more into the mainsiream.

Similerly, many large construction projocts often face delays. Construction delay from
the verious options should be evaluated. Of course, if a power purchase agreement is considered
s ac allernative and the power purchase agreement includes financial protection against delay,
that protection should be considered in the analys:s.

Finally, in addition to greenhouse gas regulation, other regulations will likely be imposed
that will increasc the cost and efficiency of the fossil fuel (especiallv coal) altematives but heve
no impact on other altematives. Such regulations include Madison, Clark or Fayette County
being designated as nonattainment for PM2.5, or ozone, sulfur dioxide or nitrogen oxides after
those NAAQS arc revised. RUS should discuss these risks as decision makers and the public
have the right to know which altemative is the most conservative.

C.  CREDIT RISK

The EIS should also consider EKPC's credit risk. First of all, EKPC has demonstrated
through its actions that it is & Joan sk based upon a preliminary evaluation of financial reports
and & carsory review of environmental liabilities. Significant Liabilities exist associated with past
and current environmental non-compliznce and EKPC's performance 15 sub-par when compared
to finencial performance indicators. Evea with the more than $804 million loaned by RUS and
the $650 million loaned by foreign banks since 2002, EKPC generated a net income retura of -
(0.003 percent and -0.002 percent for fiscal years 2005 and 2004 on that Joaned money,
respectively. EXPC has operated at a significant loss for each of the most recently reported
years, even though they have received substantial loans to improve its operating performance.

As described in EKPC's Annual Report (2005), RUS has already loaned EKPC more
than $804 million to complete capital-infensive projects primanly for construction related
projects at ther power generation facthities at the Spurlock coal-fired plant and the 1K, Smith
Station. In addition, significant envirommental non-compliance existed in the past and sdll exits
today, The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has issued Notices of Violations and filed
federal coust enforcement actions that could result in significant tonetary penalties and
injunctive relief, further jeopardizing EKPC's ability to pay back the loan. Public interest groups
have also challeaged several EKPC air permits that may require EKPC to spend money on
cleaning up existing units.

When general performance ratios are computed for EKPC, several negative trends are
noted. Specificelly for 2005, there are substantial negative performance indicators for return on
equity (~48%), growth rate on assets (-37%), and return on assets (-3%), and a substantial
incresse in assessment penalties (332 million) was realized. Although EKPC has reported
substantial curvent assets in the form of pollution credits for 2005 (§4.1 million), those credits

11
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will likely be lost when EPA impaoses its air pollution fines in the near future; therefore
negatively affecting EXKPC’s future balance sheet. Long-term debt to maturity 1s projected to
increase almost | 50 percent to more than §145 million in the next five (5) yeurs alone. EXPC has
clearly needed bomowed funds for simply maimtaining their monthly operating expenses, in
addition to the substantial loans made by RUS. EKPC reported in their Annual Report that the
Bank of Tokye and CFC made $650 millicn in Joans in 2005 because EKPC’s general operating
profizs bave not provided enough cash to conduct EKPC's daily operations.

15, THE LIS MUST EVALUATE IMPACTS FROM ELECTRO-MAGNETIC
FIELDS (EMF).
EMT and their impact on people who live in or near the path of the proposed
(ransmissions lines, sub-stations and transformers should be thoroughly analyzed for the
cepiralized power plant options.

17. THE EIS MUST CONSIDER FOREST AND WETLAND DESTRUCTION.

RUS must prepare & complete analysis of forest and wetlands destructiorn, including the
cost and Jecation of mitigation measures for bath water recharge and the use of forests as carbon
sinks for the transmission lines, pipeline and the power plant.

18. THE EISE MUST INCLUDE AN ANALYSIS OF NOISE.

An analysis of the noise produced during both construction and operation of the fossil
fuel aliernative and other aliematives should be undertaken, including a complete aralysis of the
impact to any mdividual with heanng problems who may reside along or near hearing distance
from the power plant and truck routes that will service the plant.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment on this scoping process for the EIS and
please place us an your official notification list so that we may ramain mformed as this process

advances.

Sincerely,

2y e -
Robert Ukeiley

Counsel for Sierra Club
and Kentucky Environmental Foundation

12
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November 20, 2006

To: Stephanie A. Strength
USDA Rural Utlities Service

Re: EKPC Proposed Smith Station 278 MW Circulating Fluidized Bed Generating Unit
Projects

Ms. Strength:

[ attended the public meeting for the proposed EKPC coal fired power plant in Trapp, Ky
and would like to offer the following comments. [ am & nurse and I read the newspaper

cvery day.

1. [ collected many papers from this meeting but never have come upon any information
with the particulars about this plant. Was this information not offered to the public?
How are we to comment without it?

2. From discussions with EKPC staff at the meeting, it does not appear that EKPC has
considered other oplions besides burning coal. Other options would Tikely he cost saving
for customers as they would not have to bear the cost of butlding a new power plant.
Energy efficiency and conservation is onc option. A sccond option is to purchase energy
from renewables, such as wind or solar, from out of state companies that sell renewables.
Both of these options would be cost saving when compared to building 2 new power
plant. These are our tax dollars at work, let’s use them wisely!

3. With the current concerns about global wamming appearing daily in the media, it is
wrongheaded for the federal government to be financing coal fired power plants, which
produce massive amounts of CO2 emissions (onc of the main global warming gases).
This is the 21" century, not the 19™ century, Progressive, non-carbon producing
technologies are here wwday. Can we suppon these technologies financially and
encourage EKPC to use them.

4. Health concerns: This region is already borderline on air quality for particulate
matter. More coal [ired power plants will increase particulate matter rather than decrease
these measures. Particulate matter increases the occurance of asthma, MI's, pulmonary
diseases, stroke, in the affected population. [ am in the affected population.  We must be
concerned for our children’s health and future, and show this concern by not INCreasing
the number of plants burning.

Thank you for accepting these comments, Please keep me appraised of the progress of
this issue,

Patty Draus, padraus@hotmail.com

608 Allen Court
Lexington, Ky 40303
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Strength, Stephanie - Washington, DC

From: RAYMOND BARRY [RAY BARRY@prodigy net]
Sant:  Sunday, November 19, 2008 5:2% PM

Tao: madlostephanie strenglh@wde usda.gov
Subject: EK Smith Power Generation Faciity

To: Stephanie A, Strength

LUSDA, Rural Liilities Service, Engineering & Enviconmental Stafl
1400 Independence Ave, W

Mail Stop 1571, Room 2244

Washington, DC 20250-1570

Ez: East Kentucky Power Co-0p, Ine.

Proposed Smith Station 278-MW Circulating Fluidized Bed Generating Unit
Projects

Drear M. Strength:
[ befiewe an EIS should include the sudy of seveal key issoes:

Page [ of 1

1. Whether a comserted effont i comservation and efficiency could avoid building the proposed facilicy &t lowes cost ik

utalstoea bave found this o be the case

2. How will the water withdiawn from the Kentecky River impact the water supply for the ¢ity of Lexington in time of a

drought of vecond. And what effect will the efflsent have on blota of the ve

3 Is the propased technology really the best avallabke pollenon control wehnology, especially ia lght of the emrenping

prablim with CO2 emissions
Pleass keep e on the matling Het as the project develops.
Thank youw

Fay Barry
3415 Snaffle Rd
Lexington, KY 40313

114302006
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10-19-06 Residents discuss impact of new power plant
WINCHESTER SUN

by Mike Wynn

Living across from a power plant at J K. Smith Station a1 Trapp keeps Pam
Winebrenner's eyves open about East Kentucky Power Cooperative's plans to expand.”]
think it's a good idea really as far as the economy,” she said. "1 was just curious about the
smoke stacks and the power lines."

Winebrenner was one of about 50 residents who attended a meeting held by East
Kentucky Power and the federal Rural Utilities Service Wednesday night at Trapp
Elementary Scheol.

The goal of the meeting was to gather information from residents that will assist the RUS
in completing an environmental impact statement on EKPC's proposal to build a 278.

megawatt gencrating unit at the plant.

The RUS, which lends money (o electric cooperatives for butlding new facilities,
solicited comment on the project's biological, cuitural, aesthetic and historical impact as
well as the impact on private property, Officials from the RUS compile the information
into a single report to be presented at a later date.

"We're helping (the RUS) gather comments, and we're sharing information about the
plant,” said EKPC spokesman Kevin Osboum.

The agency also was collecting information on the possibility of a second unit at Smith
Station, but cooperative officials said that compleling an air permit and environmental
impact statement on two units will "prevent a tremendous amount of paperwork should a
second unit become necessary in the future.”

For more than a year and a half, East Kentucky Power has been having meetings with
Trapp residents and public officials to address concerns over the plant's construction,

Some have expressed distress over inereased construction traffic on Irvine Road when the
project begins, along with the environmental and aesthetic impact of the plant and
transmssion lines once completed.
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Berea resident George Oberst echoed those concerns last night when he registered
comments with the RUS over a particular matter.

"(It's) really bad for you, especially if you are a kid, [t can actually stunt your limb
growth,” said the father of three. "I think they would do way better to work on
conservation."

Cooperative officials have been defending the plant as one of the cleanest coal-generating
units in the nation - one that is critical to voltage support and will provide jobs and boost
the economy of Clark County.

"We live in these communities and we meet and exceed all the regulations to protect the
public health and welfare," Osboumn said.,

East Kentucky Power has filed an air permit application with the Kentucky Division of
Air Quality and has obtained a certificate of need from the Kentucky Public Service
Commission. The plant 1s expected to be completed in the summer of 2010,

Meanwhile, residents in the arca attempt to stay informed.

"They explain to the public step-by-step what is going on,” said Wincbrenner. "You just
keep an eye on everything."
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Strength, Stephanie - Washing!on. DC

From: Brad Condley [brad condleyi@expc coop)
Sent: Fridayy, October 20, 2006 8:12 AM

To: Sirength, Stephanie - Washington, CC
Subject: F'W: Scoping Meating

Hi Stephanie,

Thank you again for all your help and quidance throughcut thi
ccmments, So far his are the only onos I have gotrten. Mine are

1! I talked to four or five paople who asked why we didn't =trezs conservation, 1

suggested they relay their suggestions to you through the farm or Lhe interner.

2) Also had a wonen ask how many childrzen I was willing to kill with the new plant
J) We had two late comers (£:05 to 8:3%) come and etiresas solar water heacers.

4} COne man, Mr. Vickery, was concerned about metals emissions especially mercury.

5! There were two guestions about the onsite landfill,

&) There were several comments from three different union representatives in

EKPC and the project.

I stressed Lo all commenter that they should forward their comments o you and Qave out
the comament forms.

I will check with Allison and make sure she is getting the attendees list together for
you,

Bred

> ==0riginal Message-=----

Joa Settles

: Thursday, October 19, 2006 2:08 PM
Brad Condley

> Subject: RE: Scoping Meeting

> Brad,

> I would characterize the commants 1 received last night as follows:

. !

> 1- One person said they did not like the format of the meeting. They preferred 3
presantation.

> 2 - One person stated they believed conservation practices would remove the need for th
facility.

> 3

= I fielded one guestion regarding the alternative analysis in the EIS. 1 was asked
£ conservation would be documented as an alternative in the =1

WO b

I told all of the pecple I spoke with to forward any comments, questicns, or concerns

related to the proposal to Al

e
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Strenglh, Stephanie - Washington, DC

Fram: Curlis Jones [arobrindle@yahon com)

Sent: Konday, Ooctober 23, 2006 9:03 AM

To: Strength, Stephanie - Washington, DG

Subject: written comment regarding proposed EKPC power plant at J K. Smith Plant site in Clark
County, Kentucky

Ootobaer 23, 2006
Dear M=. Strength:

Elected officials ab lacal, state, and federal levels of government and EKBC
representatives and their public relations firm hawve responded to many of the concerns
volced by the citizencry concerning the proposed power plant. One concerrn that I cantinus
to have is that the transportation infrastructure currently in place will not sufficiently
aupport conatructicon of the power plant without consegquencea for citizens using Route E9,
a two—lane highway that carries local commuters, children on school buses, and farmers on
slaw-moving farm equipmant.

With the addition of hundreds of daily construction workers and large trucks moving
construction-related materials to and from the power plant site, the highway is slearly a
concern, I believe EKPC has noted that Lf construction is delayved until issues with the
highway are resclved, a shortage of electricity and higher energy costs will result,

How ahould cltizens weigh higher esnergy costs/lenergy shortages against a higher sshicular
agcident risk on Route BG7

Sincerely,

Lisa Collims

145 River Bend Lane

Winchester, KY 40391
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE (EKPC) IS PROPOSING TWO HUGE C... Page | of 3

PROBLEMS TO ASK ABOUT:

EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE (EKPC) IS PROPOSING
TWO HUGE NEW COAL BURNING POWER PLANTS

Technically described as circulating Muidized bed (CFBs) boiler units totaling 556 megawatts.

COST: About $1 BILLION dollars

1. LOCAL AIR POLLUTION:

v o

Madison County and Fayette county both violated the federal health based air quality standard for fine
particulate matter in 2005, Coal fired power plants are one of the biggest contributors to fine particulate
matter.

Kentucky already has some of the highest per capita deaths from power plant pollution in the nation.

Fine particulate matter causes a variety of health problems including decrcased lung development in
children 10 to 18, heart attacks, lung cancer and premature mortality aka death.

o L I cooe !

2. MOUNTAIN TOP REMOVAL

CFB boilers require more coal per unit of energy produced than two other available technologies, IGCC
or high temperature (ultra-super critical) pulverized coal boilers. AEP 1s moving forward with IGCC
units nearby in Ohio and West Virginia. WIIY ISN'T EAST KENTUCKY POWER USING the
MODERN TECHNOLOGY THAT REDUCES THE AMOUNT OF COAL BURNED?

3 HIGHWAY SAFETY AND MAINTENANCE

FI\

l';}_ A
Increascd traffic from coal trucks will impact the safety and maintenance costs of local roads.
Coal trucks in Kentucky are allowed to haul up to 126,000 1bs while every other commercial
truck in the state may only haul up to 80,000 1hs. The increased coal truck traffic will be a safety hazard
for local traffic and school busses. Also the increase in coal truck traffic will increase local road

maintenance costs,

4, TRANSMISSION LINES TAKING PEOPLE’S LAND BY EMINENT DOMAIN

New coal buming power plants nced additional transmission lines for the electricity they send out. The
alternatives, cfficiency and rencwables decrease the need for transmission lines that often are built by
taking people’s land by eminent domain.

mhiml:htip:/’kentucky sierraclub.org/alert/smithscopinghandout.mht 10192006
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE (EKPC) IS PROPOSING TWO HUGE C... Page 2 of 3

5. TRANSIENT POPULATION OF CONSTRUCTION WORKERS:

What will be the impact of hundreds of transient construction workers on this region? Who will pay for
the additional needs for multi-lingual education and multi-hingual healthcare needs in the area?, What
will be the impact on properly laxes (o serve an increased transient population of construction workers
and their families, and the increased infrastructure needs due to increased transient population and

traflic?

6. WIIY NOT BETTER ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS?

Efficiency:

The cheapest kilowatt of energy is the one that is never generated. Efficiency is particularly
easy to achieve in Kentucky because we are so inefliciency. Kentucky's average per capita clectric
consumption is around 1000 kilowatt-hours (kwh) per month and the national average is around 600
kwh, Just bringing Kentucky up to the national average would cut needed generation by 40%.

Good example, Berea Coffee And Tea just switched all its light bulbs to CFBs. It saves
approximately 4,800 Kwh of electricity, and $240 per year by using efficient lighting,

Why isn't East Kentucky Power spending more money on these types of efficiency programs? —¥ /1

EKPC could easily reduce 556 MW of demand at less cost with efficiency rather than gambling
$1 billion building this plant, And installing efficiency equipment creates good jobs.

Renewables:

There is over 2000 Megawatts of utility scale wind farms existing or proposed in Kentucky's
neighboring states, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Tennessce and West Virginia. EKPC could purchase
hundreds of megawatts of wind power from the surrounding states. Windpower always has free fuel,
and no pollution.

Study after study has shown that a utility can have up to 20% of its electricity from a predictable
intermittent source such as wind without any difficulties.

Solar hot water is highly cost effective for rural utilities such as the ones EKPC services. This is
especially true now with the 30% federal tax credit.

Renewable energy creates more jobs per amount of energy than fossil fuels and these tend to
be good paying jobs.

7. GLOBAL WARMING

BURNING COAL CREATES A LOT OF GLOBAL WARMING POLLUTION., WIY NOT
THEALTERNATIVES?

CFB units put out more greenhouse gases than more modern IGCC or ultra-supercritical pulverized coal
boilers or even old fashion pulverized coal boilers because they have high emissions of nitrous oxide
(yes, laughing gas) which 1s a much more potent greenhouse gas than carbon dioxide.

mhtml:http://kentucky sicrraciub.org/alert/smithscopinghandout. mht 104192006
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The East Kentucky Power Cooperative (EKPC) has proposed to build a $500
Million Dollar +++ power generation plant in Trapp, Kentucky. Within the past 30
days, State Representative Don Pasley stated that EKPC is going to build a second
plant and that the total construction phase was estimated to be approximately 6 -7
years. Please sec Attachment # 1, a document used for presentations that describes
the anticipated problems, by category. The problems still exist today. Please note:
Notwithstanding all of the problems and whispers of funding...there is NO plan nor
intent to upgrade Irvine Rd. before construction of the plant.

During the first part of 2005, EKPC conducted a community meeting. During that
mecting, community concerns were identified and tabulated by a process permitting
everyone present to “vote” on their major concerns. There were 42 votes indicating
Air Quality was a concern; and there were 50 votes indicating Traflic/Roads/Other
Environmental Concerns. There were approximately 50 people attending the
meeting. Later the EKPC Community Advisory Group was formed. 1 was elected a
Co Chairman. And, | resigned in July 2005,

The “air quality” issue has been mostly accepted by the community since EKPC
proved that they are using state of the art technology in building a coal fired plant.
Also, the people recognize that there isn't anything that they can do about the
problem, anyway. The traffic/roads/other environmental concerns have never been
resolved but privately people are scared for their safety.

‘The main approximate 10 mile long road leading to the plant is an old country road
called Irvine Road. Over the years, the road has been improved in places. A person
can drive along the road and experience a “funneling” effect, i.c., the lanes of the
road vary from approximately 10" wide to 8.5° wide reflecting the haphazard repair
of the road. In most places there is no shoulder.

In many places especially where the lanes are 8.5 — 9 feet or less, an attempt has
been made to widen the road by a foot or less by simply placing a few inches of
asphalt and compressing. The asphalt has now cracked, and when driven on poses a
significant “whipping™ action, especially by large trucks/trailers,

Again, in many, many places, at the edge of the paved road is a hillside, a drop off
directly into ravines, or a metal guard rail. And, in the case of 2 concrete bridges,
each 20" wide (total) with concrete railings, there is simply no way to avoid major
collision problems. According to a plague on the bridges, they were constructed in
1930 and rated for 15 tons.
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In most places, there are no shoulders for emergency or any type of
parking...simply a narrow road. There is no safe place to go. Please see Attachment
# 2 that illustrates a very, very small part of the problem. And, that picturc shows
some of the better road.

There is one curve so badly constructed that a tractor/trailer semi pulling a trailer
must ¢cross over at least 3 feet into the on coming lane simply to negotiate the
truck/trailer around the curve.

On one side of the curve, against the south bound lane is a steep hillside. The north
bound side of the curve is an 8.5" lane directly against a guard rail. And, thereis a
white inhabited house about 75" from the edge of the road that would (will) be easily
hit by trucks/cars knocked off the road.

Additionally, there are two concrete bridges, i.c., one is 50 long; the other bridge is
150° long. Each bridge is 20" wide...concrete to concrete. Trucks are 10" 3" wide.
There is no shoulder. Both bridges have embedded brass plaques which read:

Kentucky Division of Ilighwayvs 1930 Rated 15 tons. Trucks now carry 40 ++ tons.

Approximately 2 miles south of Winchester there are at least 3 culverts that appear
to have been constructed during the time of the bridges. Concrete coloring and
deterioration suggest the age.

However, because the road is an old farm road and the culverts near town, | suspect
the culverts are closer to 150 years old and will collapse under constant use by heavy

trucks if left unimproved.

Winchester became a town in 1793, about 213 years ago. That old farm road was
used at that time by farmers to bring their produce to town...as the farmers do
today. According to an engineer from the Kentucky Transportation Cabinet, the
road has never even been surveved.

Also, a recently completed 4 lance highway called “The North By pass™ dead ends at
Irvine Road, that same old two lane country road without even a tri light signal at
the intersection. Yet, literally thousands of trucks/cars will be trying to access the
main road leading to the plant, i.e., Irvine Road,

Over the last 4 years, there have been reported over 55 accidents and several deaths
along that stretch of roadway leading from Winchester to the entrance to the power
plant. I personally know of 9 unreported accidents, 6 of them occurred at the
junction of the North By Pass and Route 89. And, it would be a guess to simply
provide a number for unreported accidents, but it would be very high.
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An additional issue that must be considered involves the railroad. EKPC intends to
haul in by train as much materials, supplies and coal as it reasonably can. There
are two railroad bridges within 3 miles of the power plant. Also, there are many
others.

And, when...please note I said “when™, not “if” one of those railroad bridges
collapse all of the materials previously hauled by rail will now also be trucked along
Irvine Road...hundreds of additional trucks a day! Those bridges are easily in
cxcess of 100 years old, and possibly much older since the town of Winchester had
train access approximately 150 vears ago. Please note that one of those bridges is
about 125" high; the other bridge is an easy 400" high. And, those deteriorating
bridges do “sway™ when the trains cross.

Currently, there arc at least two train bridges in serious state of disrepair. Rivets
are missing from the metal frames that represent the infrastructure/frame for the
bridge, concrete is crumbling from the foundations supporting the infrastructure
and the blocks of wood that provide cushioning for the entire bridge have been
rotting and chipping away since original construction. Pictures were taken in 2005,

Moving and deep water action from the seasonal swift moving creek has washed
away large portions of the soil around the actual foundation for the bridges, and
continues to do so with cach rain season. When one of those bridges collapse the
materials previously hauled by trains will now be hauled by truck along an old,
unimproved country road.

Attachment # 1 is a copy of oral and visual presentation material titled “Trapp
Plant Transportation Challenges.” Please note the following words and phrases are
listed in several places on different pages/slides: Lane and shoulder width, Curves
and hills, Current and future traffic volumes, Bridge loads, Impacts to people and
businesses, Impacts to natural environments, ete., etc., ete. Also, please bear in mind
that those “Trapp Plant Transportation Challenges” are still alive and well.

On June 12, 2006, | prepared an 8 page “Open Letter (o the People of Clark
County. A courtesy copy was given to EKPC. And, within about 3 weeks, the
EKPC held a mecting. During that mecting, comparative traffic accident statistics
were discussed comparing traffic accident rates from two other local highways to
the traffic accident and death rate on [rvine Road. And, there was no mention of a
virtually over night projected increase of 1200 - 1400 % in traffic on an old,
unimproved country road. HELLO !

The message in news paper print specifically stated “Route 89 is as safe as any other
Kentucky road.” Yeah, right ! Please take another look at Attachment # 1.
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Obviously, the local newspaper, The Winchester Sun, had been invited to attend the
meeting. The newspaper article indicated that this information was being released
because of “recent concerns™ expressed over the safety of Route 89....and, those
concerns were not identified...HELLQO, again !

Attachment # 3 illustrates the “political” state of mind of a senior county official
immediately after an accident involving a truck hauling potash for the EKPC. This
official states “...truck hauling fly ash not at fault.” He was mercly attempting to
ameliorate the situation and cause no harm to the on going efforts to build the plant.
There are many other instances where Irvine Road has been declared “safe” by a
public official. And, those are other reasons why the USDA must conduct it's own
investigation. The USDA must be proactive!!!

During the late summer 2006, Kentucky State Representative Don Pasley and
Senator R.). Palmer reported to the people of Clark County that approximately
“$28 Million in Road Improvements Revealed in Recent Transportation Study.”
Fifteen (15) Million of that was to upgrade Irvine Rd. That was great news until
questions are asked and answered: There is no plan to upgrade the road before the
plant starts construction in the summer of 2007, That plan is a SI15Million dollar
carrot on a six vear stick!

On October 16, 2006, Representative Pasley informed me that EKPC was NOW
going to construct not one but two power plants and that construction would
continue for approximately 6 — 7 years. I specifically asked Mr. Pasley “Will Route
89 be upgraded before the start of construction?” Mr. Pasley said “NO.

Irvine Road is an old country road. The lanes are 8.5" - 9" wide with hillsides
aguinst the lanes; steep drop offs to ravines on one side of the road, guard rails or
hillsides on the other side of the road. There are few shoulders,

According to EKPC’s own estimates there will be thousands of truck/trailer/semis
traveling the road. And, EKPC has a tendency to underestimate unless it is to their
benefit. The current vehicle count is approximately 125 vehicles a day. When
construction of the plant starts, almost over night, the vehicle count will increase to
approximately 1200 - 1400 a day. There will be 900 employees. The construction
period is now estimated to be 6 — 7 years.

Those big trucks arc 8.5 feet wide measuring the rear tires outside to outside; and
10 feet 3-6 inches + wide... mirror to mirror. Custom stacks are wider. No one,
yet, has been able to explain how a truck measuring over 10 feet 3" wide, carrying a
40 +++ ton load can safely travel and pass other trucks on a lane that is 8.5 - 9 feet
wide with crumbling roadway edges and on concrete bridges rated for 15 ton! And,
shoulders are few and far between, Interstate highways have 12° lanes, with
shoulders,
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Against those measurements and estimated number of vehicles, please consider
approximately 1200 ~ 1400 trucks, cars, etc. traveling back and forth, cach day on
an old unimproved country road:

...5chool busses traveling the road at least 2 times a day...picking up and dropping
off children. School busses are approximately 10" wide...mirror to mirror.

...postal deliveries on both sides of the road...stopping in a traffic lane at mail boxes
along both sides of the road, daily

...farm tractors traveling the road hauling hay or farm implements, daily

...news paper deliveries on both sides of the road...stopping in a traffic lane at mail
boxes, daily (2 different papers)

...trash pick up on a weekly basis (the trucks stop in a traffic lane for pick up)
...residents stopping in traffic lanes preparing to make a turn (right or left) into
their driveways.

...trucks/trailers on snow, ice, heavy rain and thru thick fog (50" yearly rainfall)
...asphalt lanes not properly paved. No crown...water accumulates...hydroplaning.
...cmergency vehicles attempting to respond to an emergency but will NOT be able
to reasonably do so. Remember, traffic will be going in both directions, lanes are
narrow and there are few shoulders. Vehicles can’t pull to the side of the road to
allow emergency vehicles to pass. Vehicles will simply stop in the lanes. And,
emergency vehicles can’t drive on the opposite of the road because on coming
vehicles have no place to go. They don’t have roadway shoulders, cither.,
...increased patrolling by the local police will not work because of the heavy traffic,
...the speed limit can be reduced, but not enforced BUT the lanes are still narrow,
...there are ONLY 6 deputies, county wide, that provide law enforcement services in
the entire county. Irvine Road is about 99% in the sherifT's jurisdiction. Currently,
the Sheriffs Office is not staffed 24/7/365. They don't have the people. And, motor
cyeles and helicopters are not feasible. They don’t have the money for that, cither.

Even if police were to park along side the road and spot a “murder suspect™ or even
a traffic violator, the chances are simply excellent that the suspect would elude
capture because the police cannot pass traffic because of the congestion in both
directions. And, the shoulders are few and far between.

I can provide additional verifiable information regarding deliberate efforts by
EKPC, our local and state clected and a few community leaders to sway public
opinion regarding the need to upgrade Irvine Road. Even the local newspaper will
not print anything, cven the truth, if it interferes with the effort of getting jobs,
enhancing the local tax base and building a power plant. And, vet there is nothing
that would be accomplished by pointing the finger of blame,
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Yet, on October 18, 2006, 1 did hear the CEO, EKPC, Mr, Roy Palk speak before an
audience of local, state political and community leaders of the need to “upgrade an
old country road.”

My ONLY objective is to get the road up graded so that the people can get jobs and
EKPC can build their plant without killing and injuring hundreds of people.

As previously mentioned, there is an understandable “job and revenue™ mentality
among community members. No one wants to do ANYTHING to delay or prevent
someone else from getting a job. Kentucky is a poor state. And, poor people have
poor ways. EKPC wants to get the plant up and running as soon as possible. They
don’t want delays. The State of Kentucky does not want to pay for the upgrade of a
road. The community at large is simply scared to death and believes that there isn't
anything that they can do. Therein lies a major part of the dilemma.

Please see Attachment # 4 for a representative sample, TODAY, of community
concerns regarding trucks along Irvine Road. Please read each word...volumes are
communicated by others. Please extrapolate those thoughts to thousands of trucks
measuring 107 3" + wide traveling a road 8.5 — 9" wide for the next 6/7 vears,

The aforementioned condensed information is provided to illustrate the absolute
and unnecessary complexity involved in saving lives, preventing injuries and
cconomic loss. Why must we wait for a truly tragic on going series of accidents to
occur before something is done about the problems.

EKPC must not be permitted to build a power generation plant in Trapp, Kentucky
until the main road leading to the entrance of their plant is upgraded.

And, it is also requested that this information be provided to any other federal
agency involved with approval or over site authority of EKPC efforts to build that
plant.

Additionally, I have approximately 4 pounds of materials measuring 4™ high that |
will share. The information includes letters to the Governor of Kentucky, Kentucky
Transportation Cabinet personnel, local and state political leaders, news papers, etc.
For ease of reading, I did not include that material in this Overview. The
information is available upon request.

Lastly, I reluctantly provide some personal information so that the reader may see
that I am not a “loose cannon.” [ speak from a platform of education, training and
especially experience.
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I retired after 27 years with the Los Angeles Police Depariment (LAPD) and
returned to my home state. Very carly in my carcer, [ investigated over 1200 traffic
accidents. T also investigated many accidents on the freeways (intersiate highways)
for 1.5 vears with the designation of “Freeway Traffic Car.”

The last 5 years with the LAPIV, I was a Detective Commanding (MTicer with a staff
of 75 detectives servicing a 350,000 population base and investigating 22,000 major
crimes 3 vear. Approximately 400 homicides were also investigated under my
command,

Prior to becoming a detective commander, | was the only person for 2.5 years
preparing security, including traffic, for the City of Los Angeles for the 1984
Olympics. For 5 years, | was the number 2 man in planning all Olympic security for
the City, inclading traffic. Additionally, I was the Chairman, Training Sub
Commillee preparing iraining for over 40 local, state and Tederal agencics,
including traffic. 1was the Coordinator, Olympic Sceurity Coordination Center
conrdinating the activitics, including traffie, of over 40 local, state and federal
agencies. My responsibility also included over sight anthority of exterior security
mepsures, including traffic, of both Olvmpic Villages at USC and UCLA. There is
more but sufficient to conclude that I have the expertise to form an accnrate

opinion,

The aforementioned information is ONLY presented to enable the resder to truly
belicve that | am not witheut credibility when I share with vou the following
statement: NEVER, NEVER, NEVER have | been witness to an evolving situation
that clearly reveals an impeding on going disaster in the making. And, it is
preventable! Why must we wait for something tragic to happen before corrective
measures are taken

For mu, this is not a political issue. This is nod an issue of Democrats vs
Republicans, Tt is mof an issue of personalities. It is an issue involving the safety of
many people of our community, Many, many lives are at stake!

My life has been spent helping others...and that is my ONLY objective in preparing
this material and other information over the past 1.75 vears, Should you reguire any
advice or assistance, 1 will be pleased to help.

Respectfully submitted

Nick Bakay
Winchester, Ky. )
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ruck overturns
¢ Road Wednesday

;pped-up traffic enforcement needed
HJ;;L‘{&';\W&’- """'J’ L:
ory and photos by
Sun Stafi Writer Tim Weldon

aaAsiaG : 3 ) P s 3

TOP PHOTO: Leonard S. Thomas Jr. drove a truck, top photo, hauling fiy ash on the Irvine Road Vednesday atternoon.
Less than five minutes after the photograph was taken, Thomas’s truck crashed at a bridge over Howard's Creek. Clark Coun-
ty Judge/Executive John hyars says he is concermed about truck drivers speeding and drlving reckiessly on the Irvine Foad
and is asking for a meeting of law enforcement agencies, state lawmakers and represantatives from East Kentucky Povier Co
operative and Carpenter Trucking to discuss the situation.

ABOVE: The overtumed dump truck sits at the bottom of a hill ater crashing through the wall of a bridge over Howard's
Creek, The truck spilled tons of fiy ash, a non-hazardous byproduct of burning coal. Clean-up Créws s¢t up & special fence
next 1o the creek to prevent any of the ash from getting Into the water, The truck’s driver was was not injured in the crash
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Q‘_ Clark County, Kentucky's source for news

RN

n Washington; 2 injured

Jyers says truck hauling fly ash not at fault

tive's J.K. Smith Station — al

y MIKE WYNN Road, each sustained injuries.
the Washington/ Franklin Av-

un Statt Writer The truck driver did not report
Twao women were transported  any injuries. CRMC would not enue intersection araund 12:40
, Clark Regional Medical Cen- release the two womens conda- P

" www.winchestersun.com 1,

vehicle collide %

wr Friday after a collision witha tions today due to HIPAA The truck, ovmed by Carpen-

n dump truck sent their car (Health Insurance Portability & 107 Trucking Co., Annville, was
traveling eastbound when the

pinning nearly 180 degreas Accountability Act) regulations
ey the centér lane on East Winchester police said Lthe car turned across the lane, police
Nashington Strect. driver of the car pulled out in said. The oolligion caused the car
The driver of the car, Mary B, froat of the truck — which was ta spin around and strike anoth-
2arly, 19, and a passenger, Julia &n route with a lond of fly ash to
See WRECK, A3

Zarly, 21, both of 2346 Colby Enst Kentucky Power Coopora-

Sun phole

A car driven by Mary E. Early, 2348 Colby Road, was smashed Frida

p.m. on East Vashington Street after a collision with a 12-ton dump
hauling fly ash to the J.K. Smith Station. Early, 19, and a passenger
ly, 21, were both transported to Clark Regional Medical Center for It
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gtlcks making
vel dangerous
To The Sun:

I have serious concerns about
the potential of an accident on
Highway 89. [ have to use this
route to go to work/home daily

I dread meeting the big dump
trucks during my drive home.

- (Coming from the Trapp area.)
Has anyone other than myself
noticed how fast these Lrucks are
ing?
a’ooﬁ”“ recent Friday I “met” sev-
en trucks on my short route, and
three out of seven were aCross
the yellow line, all seemed to be
going at & high rate of speed and
they arve almoat always n'ght on
the bumper of anyone unfortu-
nate enough to be ahead of them.
These drivers could never stop in
time if the need arose ... some-
one’s life is at risk here daily!
Please, please .., If you drive one
of these trucks, heed your own
advice: “Stay back 500 fect!”

And, for Pete’s sake, SLOW
DOWN! Your life, and mine may
depend on it!

Thanks,
1‘ Donna Hughes
| E-mail submission
)

1
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Large trucks
need monitori;{g

&
To The Sun:

In regards to the letter that
appeared in the May 31 Sun
about the dump trucks on KY 89
(Irvine Road), I would like to say
a big thank you,

I've had the same problems
numerous times. When T have
called the sherifl"s dispatcher to
ask for more sherifl’s presence,
they ask for the name on the
truck and/or license number.

This iz impossible when you're
trying to dodge the big trucks
that are about to run you off the
road.

Please get some law enforce-
ment out there to monitor those
big trucks that ride the center
line.

Fritz Jacobs
E-mail submission
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Nick Bakay
355 Rector Lane
Winchester, Kentucky, 40391
LLAPDI118Sa Yahoo.com

Nov 11, 2006
Ms, Stephanie A. Strength
USDA, Rural Utilities Service
1400 Independence Ave. S/W
Mail Stop 1571, Room 2244
Washington, D.C. 20250-1570

Dear Ms. Strength

It was indeed a pleasure meeting vou during your recent trip to Trapp, Ky. And, a
special thanks for giving me the opportunity to provide information and comments
that should be beneficial in your analysis of the East Kentucky Power Cooperative
(EKPC) request to build a power generation plant in our community.

I am providing my comments (o you...pleading for your help! This is not an over
statement to get your attention. This is a FACT!

It is respectfully recommended in the strongest language possible that EKPC NOT
be given any form of approval or support to construct a power plant until issues of
safety for human life are addressed and corrected by the State of Keatucky.

At the outset, I want to apprise you of a very important personal issue.
I am not opposed to the construction of the plant notwithstanding the fact that |
own one of about 3 farms that overlook the entire existing and proposed plant.

Ms. Strength, the people of our community / state NEED those jobs. We may even
need the electricity in the future. However, there are major issues pertaining to life
and death along the main 10 mile unimproved stretch of an old country road called
Washington St./Route 89 / Irvine Road leading to the plant herein after simply
referred to as Irvine Road.

Before | share FACTS regarding that old country road, | ask that you please keep
this ONE thought in mind as you progress reading from issue to issue,

After the terrorism attack upon our country at the Twin Towers in New York, 4
committee was formed to investigate the circumstances surrounding that event. No
ma’am, I am not comparing that despicable incident with construction of a power
generation plant. But | am comparing the mentality of some local, state, community
and political leaders when it comes to plainly secing a disaster in the making
contrasted to envisioning large future employment, property tax and business
revenues as soon as they can get them!!!
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Ms. Stephanie A, Strength
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The W11 Commiszion Report and the Executive Overview states “Across the
government, there were failures of imagination, policy, capabilities, and
management....... The most important failure was one of imagination...”

The *imagination thingy™ is alive and well in this part of Kentucky including
framkfort, our capitol. Of course, we don*t have that problem in Washingion! (g)
And, for the last 1.5 vears, 1 have done evervthing in my power o communicate
FACTUAL concerns, And, I have not been successful. An overview of those
concerns with a few attachments will be provided in your Executive Overview.

Motwithstanding what you may have been told there is NO plan to update that old
country road before the proposed summer 2007 start of construction.

Lastly, it is strongly recommended that vou and your staff return to the Winchester,
Kentueky arca. Please bring your own experts, tape measures, cameras and
comiduct your own independent investigation. You CANNOT reliably depend on
community nor EKPC input simply because people want those jobs ASAP...and no
delavs, EKPC wants the plant construcied.. .no delays. ..the city, county and state
want the tax revenues...no delays. The wonderful people in Kentucky simply
canmot see the potential for a disaster. And, they deserve better! Why must we wait
for that disaster?

Again, after reading, please ignore the information that [ provided to youw, You and
your stafl musi return to Kentucky and conduct your own investigation...ride in a

hig truck, school bus, a SUY, a pick up truck on Irvine Rd. Talk to the drivers, See
for your self. Form your opinions and recommendations, then and only then.

People, here, can’t see heyond a job apportunity and enhancements to the local tax
base, quickly! And, EKFC can't see beyond getting the plant constructed without
further delays. My life has been spent helping other people and that 15 oy ONLY
concern!

Should you require any advice or assistance, [ will be pleased to help.

And, I am pleading for your help for our people! Yoo must save us from ourselves.
And if, in Fact it is true, the first obligation of our Government is to protect the
people, then there should he few, if any prohlems, in helping us.

Thank vou and respect submitted.

Nick Bakay
Winchester, Ky.
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Strength, Stephanic - Washington, DC

From: Brad Condley [brad condley@ekpc coop)
Sent: Tuesday, October 31, 2005 9:21 AM

To: Strength, Stephanie - Washington, OC
Subject: FW: Scoping Meeting

> Subject: FW: Scoping Meeting

» Good morning Stephanie,

> Here are comments from Larry Morris.

: there anything I can be doing to assi st you. I'va a 1 50 included some ing 0 on Remsey's
< = = I
£e.

> 1
ra

=

v

> About the Wildezness
> In the 1980's, Congress designated the Ramsey's Draft Wilderness te preserve a desply
wooded valley whose upper reaches contalin one of the last tracts of virgin timber in the
trtate of Virginia. Up the right prong of the Ramsey's Draft, alcng a small hollow, st
stataely hemlocks that have never secen the bite of the lumberman's axa. A numbar ot these
trees started asx sprouts just as Columbus was discovering the Mmericas in 1492. 1 had tne
cpportunity te count the rings on cne sawed hemlock that had fallen across the trail, The
tree was cver 490 years old.

> There aren't many places left along the east coa
experlience what the Appalachlans were like before
mountains. This iz one of those spacial placas. I
lifetime.

> Doa't wailt Leo long., The wooly adelgld is continuing its march scuth,
giants of Ramsey's Oraft will fall, as will all the cther hemlocks in the
region. Hemlock mortality from this inported pest i=s 100%. The few tiny star

st of North Mmerica where you carn
the nhand of man passed over the
's worth seeing at least once in Yyour

t
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nemleck In Shenandoah Natlonal Park, some 35 air milegs to the east, are about EBOQ
1335, It’s only a matter of time bafore the giant trees of Ramsey's Draflt are discovered
See the virgin timber while you can. It won't be arcund for your grandch:ild

r
> Fortunately, the area cffers much more Lhan the virgin trees, The entire Ransey's Draf
valley is quite beautiful, and the mountain ridges that ring the wvalley are secluded and
wild. The handful of views from Shenandoah Mountain, which forms the western edge of this
Wilderness, reveal ridge after ridge of mounteins marching off to the horizon. What betrer
Llocation To get a sense of “"being in the meountains”,
» The Ramsey Uraft stream-bed was altered significantly during tha great 1985 fleooads, when
the remnants of hurricane Juan dumped 7-inches of rain on the area. What had been a ]
meandering stream through a deeply wocded valley became a raging torrent - ripping up
treas and washing away nunerous sacticns of the railroad grade that followad 1in a
relatively straight line up the five-pnile long valley. Teday, the stream is open, with
gravel and boulders forming its banks., It'e not like it used to be, but it's still &
beautiful stream.
> Thne woods up the valley are deep, dark, and beautiful, with many large trees
interspersed among smaller sprouts. While it is likely that these lower reaches were

logged, it's hard teo tell. The weods have a special fealing in this valley, and you should
experience it.

>

» ===-=0Original Message-=----

> Fram: Larry Morris

= Sent: Tuesday, October 31, 2006 B:44 AM

> Te: Brad Condley

> Subiject: RE: Scoping Meeting

>

> Questions RUS Scoping Meeting

> 1 What admission controls are EKPC going to usze to capture CO

>

> 21 Why doesn't EKPC walt for any new technolegy for €O admission before bullding new
generatlion plants?
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0 Can 00 admisgslon controla be added oan ta the backend of a CFB in the future?
4} What is the lime stone used for in the CFH?
5] Why can> '> € you put limestone in a regulsr PC Boiler to help capture 2027

E] What is the difference in the types of ooal you can burn in the CFE verses the PO
oileg?

How tall iz the stack?
) How tall is the bheiler?

%) Where wlll you put the flash?

WOROROWON W W W R W o e e
wl

I0} How long will it take bto build the new Unit?

b

> 1L Why domsn't EKPDC lopk at different ways to generate elactric with owt burning
coal?

=

kS

3 m———— driginal Messsyge=c=-=

w FEam: Brad Condley

> Bant: Thursday, Qcteber 1%, 20086 9:1% AN

# Tor Bllison Lewis; Craig Johnsong larry Morris: Bob Hughes; Mike Binkley: Stacy Barker;
Eagl Ferguaon; Meredith Beyd; Jim Shipp; Kewvin Osbourn; Hick Comer; Gary Crawford: Joe
Fettles; Louls Petrey; Sarah Concley; Jelf Hohman; Eoberta Skinnercs

* gy Aoy Falk: Randy Dials

> Jubject: Scoping Me=eting

-

* I would like to thank you for your participation in the Scoping Meeting last night. The
repregentatives from the USDA felt we represented EEKPC very well and provided a great deal
of informatlon Lo the attendees Ln a positive manner, I especially appreciate your
professicnalism and willingness to take part in the mesting.

=

* Flease send me any comments or guesticna you received by Friday afterncon so I can
forward them to Ms. Strength.

x

> Thank you,

=

» Brad Condley
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Strength, Stepha nie -

Washington, DC

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce:
Subject:

Attachments:

N

E .|

Smitn Station
cerenants wps (32,

nattached :

cumberland Chapte

cksmith@pngusa nel

Thursday, November 08, 2006 1:51 PM
Strength, Stephanie - Washington, DC
RAY BARRY@predigy.net

Smith station 278-MW Project, Trapp, KY

Srith Station Commenls wps
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Comments Regarding Smith Station 278-MW Circulating Fluidized
Bed Generating Unit Project of East Kentucky Power
Cooperative (hereinafter EKPC)

1.Does the anticipated population growth in the Kentucky
counties served by EKPC justify the increased emissions that will
adversely effect the region’s environment?

Currently EKPC supplies the system’s electricity demands
through three coal fired stations -Spurlock near Maysville on the
Ohio River, Cooper near Somerset in the Southern part of the
state, and Dale near Winchester on the Southeastern edge of the
Bluegrass region.(See EKPC 's 10 page booklet “The Power Of
Human Connections”)

Another EKPC handout which describes this project as an
“investment in the environment, the economy, and the people of
Kentucky” states that the unit will burn up to 1.2 million tons of coal
each year.

"Nationwide, power plants account for two thirds of all sulfur
dioxide, 22 per cent of all nitrogen oxides, nearly 40 percent of
carbon dioxide and a third of all mercury emissions. Coal plants
also release some sixty varieties of what the EPA terms" hazardous
air pollutants” including known toxins such as lead ,chromium
arsenic and mercury...the states with the highest per capita
mortality rate from power plant pollution-West Virginia, Kentucky,
and Tennessee- are all ringed by dirty coal plants’ p.122-123
Goodell , Jeff, “Big Coal" Houghton Mifflin Company(20086)

Kentucky is proud of its agricultural heritage and the area
around Lexington is known as” America's finest grassland®. Clark,
Thomas D. “Agrarian Kentucky” University Press of Kentucky(1977)
Unfortunately the state's environment has suffered with the
movement away from an agricultural economy. The Kentucky
author-Barbara Kingsolver points this out in her October 29,2006
article “Choose Your Poison "on the op-ed page of the New York
Times. Further pollution simply for the sake of cheap electricity
cannot be justified here.. The available alternatives of gas, water,
wind, nuclear and solar energy have not been pursued by EKPC.
They simply chose the energy source they know best without
properly presenting a cost analysis of alternative energy sources,
Other utilities such as Florida Power & Light have invested in wind
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power. According to the September 29,2006 Value Line Investment
Report, page 695, FPL owns 4,016 megawatts of wind generation
and plans another 750 mw by the end of next year. On the last page
of its booklet “The Power Of Human Connections” EKPC states
that:” Unlike businesses based only on the profit motive, we are
driven by something different: cooperation for the good of those
whom we serve.” If indeed EKPC wants to act for the good of all
Kentuckians it will find alternative sources of its future energy
needs and not add to the already high mortality rates caused by
coal burning power plants.

2.Has EKPC employed the best available technology in its design
of this coal burning unit?

In the handout referred to above which approaches this
project as “an investment in the environment'" EKPC states that “'It
will operate with a clean-coal technology known as the Circulating
Fluidized Bed Process, which is arguably the most
reliable,affordable-yet proven clean coal technology available on
the market".

In chapter 9 of "Big Coal” by another option is discussed “...that
not only is more efficient but also allows for the possibility of
someday capturing and sequestering the co2 from coal plants....It
goes by the unfortunately complicated name of integrated
gasification combined cycle, or IGCC. Instead of burning the coal
in a big steel box like conventional plants do, IGCC plants use heat
and pressure to cook off the impurities in coal and convert it into a
synthetic gas; the gas is then captured and burned in a turbine.The
advantages of IGCC plants are many.They are 10 per cent more
efficient than conventional plants, consume 40 percent less
water,produce half as much ash and solid waste, and are nearly as
clean burning as natural gas plants.But more important, it is far
easier and cheaper to capture co2 from coal at an IGCC plant than
ata conventional ceal plant.”

Goodell points out on page 214 of his book that IGCC plants
have been built in Indiana, Florida, the Netherlands and Spain.If
coal has to be the energy source here then IGCC is the preferred
technology to protect the earth’s climate. The success of coal
gasification in a chemical production application in Kingsport
Tennessee has been recently described in the March 2004 issue of
“Power “magazine.
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A widespread agreement has arisen as to the danger of
global warming. This is demonstrated by the September 2004 issue
of National Geographic.The editor wrote in his introduction to 74
pages devoted to the subject that:"These three stories cover
subjects that are too important to ignore.From Antartica to Alaska
to Bangladesh, a global warming trend is altering habitats, with
devastating ecological and economic effects. "Thus, the need for
the very best technology to lower ¢o2 emissions is critical.

3.Will this coal fired unit adversely affect the region's water
quality?

Coal plants produce an enormous amount of solid waste-fly
ash, bottom ash, and scrubber sludge-all laced with heavy metals.
This solid waste is usually placed in impoundment ponds from
where it can leach into the aquifer.(p.123 of “Big Coal”)

The coal burning process requires great amounts of water
which here will be drawn from the Kentucky River.From the EKPC
plant site the river flows West about 40 miles before turning North
through Frankfort and on over 60 miles more to its confluence with
the Ohio. Although EKPC states that its use of the river will be
limited by certain state regulations during dry periods, the river's
natural flow will undoubtedly be changed by this plant's water
requirements until and unless the state enforces such emergency
measures.

The water used by the plant which is returned to the river will
contain certain impurities that will adversely affect aquatic life
along the length of the river below the plant and even further
downstream in the Ohio River, Although no measurement of this
risk seems presently available, it is certain that this coal burning
plant will not damage the region's water quality.

4.Has EKPC put in place a program to lower power use by its
customers so as to decrease its needs for additional generation?

Other utilities such as Alliant Energy , which serves nearly
one million customers in Wisconsin, lowa, Minnesota, and Illinois,
have energy efficiency programs to lower power usage.That utility
also is investing in anaerobic digesters and switch grass to help
lessen its reliance on fossil fuels.( See page 6 of Alliant’s 2005
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annual report).Here in Kentucky other utilities also encourage
lower power use during peak periods of use by signing up
customers for conservation purposes.EKPC has not demonstrated a
commitment to Energy conservation to the extent that certain
investor owned utilities have.This should be a prime consideration
before approval of such an expensive project .

Conclusions

1. Coal is not the preferred energy source in Kentucky.

2 .The best available technology is not being used in this
project,

3. Water quality in the region will be adversely affected by
this project.

4.EKPC has not made a significant effort to reduce energy
demand in the its service area through conservation programs and
incentives,

Submitted by Malcolm Smith 393Thomas Rd. Paris,

Ky.40361
As a member and on behalf of the

Cumberland Chapter of the Sierra Club
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Strengzh, SteEhanio - Was hington. DC

From: Geoll Young [gyoung4@isp com]

Sent: Sunday, November 19, 2006 6:00 PM

To: Strength, Slephanie - Washington, DC

Subject: Written commenls on Smith Station power plants EKPC Kenlucky

Hovenber 19, 20086

Via email

To: Stephanie A, Strength

USDR, Rural Utilities Service, Enginesring & Environmental Start
14900 Independence Ave. S5W

Mail Steop 1571, Roon 2244

Washington, DC 20250-1570

Re: East Kentucky Power Co-op, Inc.

Pear Ms. Strength:

1 attended the public scoping meeting in Trapp, KY, on October 18, 2006,
and was given a copy of a report titled, "Revised Alternatives
Svalustion and Site Selection Study for the Proposed J.K. Smicth
Circulating Fluidized Bed Generating Units, Clark County, Kentucky,"
dated September 2006, by Stanley Consultants, Inc. Mo cf my commants
relats to Section 4 of that report, Capacity Alternatives, and the
implications for the financial viability of the two propesed power
plants. For & summary of my qualifications to comment on this issue,
ploase see Attachment A to this letter, a resume which describes my
relevant professional experience.

Subsection 4.1, Lecad Management, desczibes the marketing programs that
East Kentucky Power Co-op [EKPC) and its member distribution ce-ops have
institoted in an effort to control customers' loads and improve energy
afficiency. The secticn lists six nmarketing programs. I wish to note
snat the Electric Thermal Storage Incentive Program is cne of the six
that are listed. Table 4-1 summarizes the estimated impacte on EKPC's
total energy consumption in MWh, the winter peak load in MW, and the
summer peak load Ln MW, The table indicates a reduction in energy use In
2005 ¢f 5,426 MAn, and a reduction of 70 MW in winter peak demand.

To get an idea of the size of these marketing programs compared Lo
EKPC’s total energy and powWer generation, one can divide these numbers
by the system data for 2005 found in Tables 3-4 and -3, respectively.
Lividing 9,426 Mwh by the total of 12,506,284 Miéh projected for 2005 in
Table 3-4 yields & reduction of 0.04% of total system energy generation.
Cividing 70 MW by the total of 2,133 MW projected for 2005 in Table 3-3
yields a winter peak reduction of 3.3%.

EXKEC iz one of the utilities participating in an informal Utilities
Horking Group (UWG) that 1 initisted during 2006, along with oty
snvironmentalists from the Slerra Club and other organizations,
¢n programs te encourage more energy efficiency and coganaration in
Kontucky. One of the initiatives of the UWG has been to ask wach
electric and natural gas utility to provide data on thelr eX1sting
denand-side management (DSM) programs and total enerqgy and power

H

o work
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generation for Che ireal 2005, EKPC provided the requested data to the
e in September 2006 in the form of an Ewxcel spreadsheet. This summary
was more detailled than the summary published in the gite Salection Study
and broks EEFC'= marketing programs inte 17 separate clements instead of
siw. The total impacts for 2005, as reported by EKFC in the TG SUEVey.
were an energy reduction of approximately zero {actually an increase in
anecygy consumption of 179 MWh), and a peak damand redustion of
approwimately 60 MW, Thess= potals include the impacts of two Elestric
Thermal Storage [(ETS} Insentiwve Programs, one of which replaces propans
and the other of which ipwalves slestric furnaces. The eastimated =nargy
impact of the Lwo ETS programs was a large inceease in consumption,
which =sgentially cancelled gut the =neldy gavings from the other 15
marksking prograng. The pstimated impact of the ETS furnace progran on
peak demand was a drorease of 26 MM, which comprises close 1o half of
the botbal poak demand impact of &0 MW, This summary alsc llsted the
total expendlturea on eha 17 marketlng poograms = %1.9 millilon - which
corresponda to 0.2% of EKPC! 5 total revenue of HB02Y million.

1 cannot explain WDy the summary in the Site cmlention Study differs
from the summacy provided by EXEC to the UWG. The main conolusion I wish
to draw Erom thiz discussion, however, 15 the same regardless of which
data summary ia used, Thal conclusien is that the aneIigy savings
regulting from EXKPC's existing and planned futura marketing Programs Aars
miniseule, Elthes estimate of the 2005 energy Savings, S, 426 MWD or
negative 175 MAN, ig negligible — far lese than a tenth of one pelcent =
compared to ERFC'S rotal enesgy gensration in that YeaT-

In comtraat, othar utilities from areund the country have achleved
significant energy savings that have helped them defer the need to build
naw power plants. A 1995 report by Dak Ridgs Mational Lab (ORNWL) listed
the % utilities that invested the most in DSM prograns as & prreentage
of their total revenues, These wtiiities ipvested an average of 5.5% of
their 1993 rewenuas into pSM programs, and the resulting annual energy
cavings were 3.4% of the total mamber of GWh generated., [(Hobe that the
annual enecgy savings are partly a tunctign ol the savings attributed Lo
customers Who participated in previous yaars, S0 the longer an snecdy
afficiency program has besn in operation, the highers the expanted annual
anergy Savings wowld be,) The incremental (i.e.. sama-yeatr) anergy
gavings from the same a5 pkilities was 0.5 of the total nember of GRh.
Sourcal “Utility DEM Frogrbams fram 1989 through 19%E: Continuatien 9F
Cross Roads?™ by Stan Hadley and Eric Hirst, ORHLACON=-405.

Although reports such as enis elearly indicate that it iz possible for
energy efficiancy programi to make & significant impact on cotal energy
uge, the Executive Summary of the Site Salecticn Study concludes that
“ghile load management and enerdgy conservatlon pEGTamE &re important,
they do not subgtantially alter the nesd [or ned generation,” [(page ii}
This eonclusion must be challenged, The Site Zelection Study cites &
forecasted growtbh rata in energy generation of 3.1% per year Erom 2002
through 2022 [page 3-11. If we assume that thia projected rate of grawkh
is accurate and Lhat EERC eould achieve incremental eneggy Savings via
OSM programs egual to the awverage af the 25 top utilities 1isted in the
ORHL report, thiz growth rate could be reduced by J,8% to 2.1% per Year.
The utilitles most dedicated to saving enecgy achigwed incremsntal
energy Savings of 1.4% in 1983, If EXFC and its member co-=ops could
achieva and Maintaln that 1eval of performance, iba energy growWth rate
could be reduced To 1.7% per year, This Factor alone wanld aignificantly
delay the nesd for new pOWer plants,

Rosording To the recently=releaaed wHationsl Action Plan for Energy
prficisncy,” & joint project led by Duke Energy and The U5 EBR, the
Facific Hosthwest has mat 10% of its growch ower the past bwo dacadas
throough enargy afficiency Progrems (page 1-5), and Callfprnia’s ensray
efficiency goals, adopted in 2004 by the atate's public ptilities
eommizeion, are to use anargy pificigncy to displace more than half oL
future alestricilby 1oad growih and avaid the need To Build thres SO00-HW

2
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cor approval of an Alternative Method of Regulation of Its Rates and
Service.

- Case No. 98-474, Application of Kentucky Utilities Company for
Approval ef an Alternative Method of Regulation of Its Rates and Service.

- Case No. 2000-45%, The Joint Applicaticn of the Louisville Gas and
Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company for the Review,
Modification and Continuation of DSM Programs and Cost Recovery Mechaniszme.

- Case No. 2001-053, the hpplicaticn of East Kentucky Power Cocperative,
Inc. for a Certificate of Public Cenvenience snd Necessity, and a
certificate of Eavironmental Compatibkility, for the Construction of &
750 MW Coal-Fired Generating Unit [With a Circulating Fluid Bed Boilerl
at the Hugh L. Spurlock Power Station and Related Transmission
Facilities, Located in Mason County, Kentucky, te be Constructed Caly In
rhe Event that the Kentucky Pioneer Energy Power Purchase Agreement is
Terninated.

- Administrative Case No. 387, h Review 0f the Adeguacy of Kentucky's
Generatlion Capacity and Transmlssion Systen.

- Case No. 2005-00142, Joint hpplication of Lovisville Gas and EZlectric
Cempany and Xentucky Utilities Company for a Certificeste of Public
Cenvenience and Necessity for the Construction of Transmission
Facilities in Jefferson, Bullitt, Meade, and Hardin Counties, Kentucky.

I was the lead participant and representative for KDOE in the follewing
integrated rescurce planning cases before the Commission:

- Kentucky Power Company (dba AREP), Cases No. 9%-43) and 2002-00377.
- Big Rivere Electric Corporation, Cases No. 99-429 and 2002-00426.

fast Kentucky Power Cooperative, Inc., Cases No. 2000-044 and 2003-00051.

- Loulsville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company,
Cases No. 99-430 and 2002-00387.

- The Union Light, Heal and Powar Company, Case No. 99-449.

I prepared testinony for the Divisien te submit in Administrative Case

No. 341, An Investigation Into the Feasibility of Implementing
femand-Side Management Cost Recovery and Incentive Mechanisms.

I resigned frem State Government in the fall ef 2004 to staxt working as
a private consultant on issues related to enerqgy afficiency, renewable
snergy, energy policy, and utility regulaticn and rate sLiuctures.
During 200% and 2006, I helped the Cumberland {i.e., Kentucky! Chapter
of the Sierra Club develop a statewide energy peolicy, served as an
expert witnese in two cases involving the siting of electric utalicy
power lines, and provided comments to the Sierra Club’s national energy
policy that was finallized and published in the fall of 2006.

I also testified orally at public hearings anc subpitted written
comments in Administrative Case Ne, 200%-0009C¢, An A=zsessment of
Kentucky's Electrical Generation, Transmission, and Distribution Needs;
and in Administrative Case No. 2006-00045, Consideration of the
Reguirements of the Federal Energy Pollcy Act of 2005 Regarding
Time-Based Metering, Demand Response and Interconnection Service.
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Comments/Questions

U. 5. Department of Agriculture, Rural Development,
Utilities Programs (Rural Utilities Service)
Scoping Meeting

Smith Station 278-MW Circulating Fluidized Bed
Generating Unit Project
Trapp Elementary School, Trapp, KY
October 18, 2006

Optional: Name: [ L. ¢ /sbs. lon

Address: f‘ukh'ft?m f;:-'{'. t"’:l_.-::..-
Wha 14U FeoS 5 iqualed.

If you would like to take this form with you, please mail by Nov, 20, 2008 to:
Stephanie A. Strength
LSDA, Rural Utilities Service,
Engineering & Environmental Staff
1400 Independence Ave, SW
Mail Stop 1571, Room 2244
Washington, DC 20280-1570
202-720-04E8 or stephanie.strength @wdc.usda.gaov
For further information please visit: httpwaw, usda.govirusiwater/'ses/eis. him
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Your comments have been received.

From: aubrey e. baldwin [mailto:aubrey@airadvocates.net]
Sent: Mon 11/20/2006 2:12 PM

To: Strength, Stephanie - Washington, DC

Cc: 'Robert Ukeiley'

Subject: Scoping Comments on SEIS for EKPC Smith Station

Ms. Strength,

Sierra Club and the Kentucky Environmental Foundation offer the attached comments on the
scoping process for the NEPA process for a new circulating fluidized bed unit at East Kentucky
Power Cooperative’s Smith Station. | would appreciate a confirmation email letting me know that
you received this document.

Thank you,

Aubrey Baldwin

<<scoping comments.pdf>>

Aubrey Baldwin

Law Office of Robert Ukeiley

433 Chestnut Street

Berea, KY 40403

Tel: (859) 986-5402

Fax: (859) 986-1299
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Hi Stephanie,

Thank you again for all your help and guidance throughout this process.
Attached are Joe"s comments. So far his are the only ones 1 have
gotten. Mine are below:

1) 1 talked to four or five people who asked why we didn"t stress
conservation. | suggested they relay their suggestions to you through
the form or the internet.

2) Also had a women ask how many children 1 was willing to kill with
the new plant.

3) We had two late comers (8:05 to 8:35) come and stress solar water
heaters.

4) One man, Mr. Vickery, was concerned about metals emissions
especially mercury.

5) There were two questions about the onsite landfill.

6) There were several comments from three different union
representatives in support of EKPC and the project.

I stressed to all commenter that they should forward their comments to
you and gave out the comment forms.

I will check with Allison and make sure she is getting the attendees
list together for you.

Brad

> e Original Message-----

> From: Joe Settles

> Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2006 2:08 PM
> To: Brad Condley

> Subject: RE: Scoping Meeting

>

> Brad,

> I would characterize the comments 1 received last night as
follows:

>

> 1- One person said they did not like the format of the meeting. They
preferred a presentation.

> 2 - One person stated they believed conservation practices would
remove the need for the facility.

> 3 - 1 fielded one question regarding the alternative analysis iIn the
EIS. 1 was asked if conservation would be documented as an alternative
in the EIS.

>

> 1 told all of the people I spoke with to forward any comments,
questions, or concerns related to the proposal to RUS.
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————— Original Message-----

From: Little.James@epamail.epa.gov
[mailto:Little.James@epamail .epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2006 4:25 PM

To: Strength, Stephanie - Washington, DC

Subject: RE: East Kentucky Power Cooperative Project

I will not be attending the scoping meeting. 1 will, however, be
involved in the air permitting of the two proposed CFB units. | am
also

involved in the air permitting of the proposed five additional
combustion turbines at the J.K. Smith site.

Jim Little

'Strength,
Stephanie -
Washington, DC" To
<Stephanie.Stren James Little/R4/USEPA/USQ@EPA
gth@wdc.usda.gov cc
>

Subject
10/12/2006 04:06 RE: East Kentucky Power
PM Cooperative Project

Wonderful. Will you be able to attend the agency meeting?
Sincerely,

Stephanie A. Strength

Environmental Protection Specialist/RD
1400 Independence Ave. SW Room # 2244
Washington, DC 20250-1571

(202) 720-0468

————— Original Message-----
From: Little.James@epamail.epa.gov
[mailto:Little.James@epamail .epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2006 3:43 PM
To: Strength, Stephanie - Washington, DC
Subject: RE: East Kentucky Power Cooperative Project

Thanks. An interesting connection. Even though I was heavily involved
in the air permitting of the Kentucky Pioneer Energy project, 1 did not
even think about the site location in relation to the EKPC project.
(The link worked well when 1 tried it again after receiving your
message.)

Jim
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""Strength,
Stephanie -
Washington, DC" To
<Stephanie.Stren James Little/R4/USEPA/USQ@EPA
gth@wdc.usda.gov cc
>

Subject
10/12/2006 03:32 RE: East Kentucky Power
PM Cooperative Project

OFf course 1 do not mind, please review the following abbreviated
response and let me know if you need further information. The 2002
Final EIS for Kentucky Pioneer Energy IGCC assessed the same site (the
existing Smith Site) as the proposed and was never constructed. A
Supplemental EIS is planned for the proposed project. The proposed
location has been previously cleared and prepared for previous
generation projects. Additionally, EIS®" and numerous EA"s have been
conducted for the proposed location. The Kentucky Pioneer IGCC is the
most recent of the studies and includes reference information to the
previously conducted studies (EIS, EA).

I just checked the link and it worked for me (click on each section of
interest and the section opens). Please let me know if you are still
having difficulty opening the document.

Sincerely,

Stephanie A. Strength

Environmental Protection Specialist/RD
1400 Independence Ave. SW Room # 2244
Washington, DC 20250-1571

(202) 720-0468

----- Original Message-----
From: Little.James@epamail.epa.gov
[mailto:Little.James@epamail .epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2006 3:16 PM
To: Strength, Stephanie - Washington, DC
Subject: RE: East Kentucky Power Cooperative Project

IT you don"t mind my asking, why does the EKPC CFB project Web site
have

a link to the 2002 final EIS for the Kentucky Pioneer Energy IGCC
project (a link that wouldn®"t open)?
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Jim Little - EPA Region 4
(404) 562-9118

"'Strength,

Stephanie -

Washington, DC" To
<Stephanie.Stren James Little/R4/USEPA/USQ@EPA
gth@wdc.usda.gov cc
>

Subject
10/12/2006 03:05 RE: East Kentucky Power
PM Cooperative Project

Mr. Little:

Thank you for contacting me regarding the web site error. The issue
has
been resolved and the link is now functioning properly.

Please let me know if you need further information.
Sincerely,

Stephanie A. Strength

Environmental Protection Specialist/RD

1400 Independence Ave. SW Room # 2244

Washington, DC 20250-1571

(202) 720-0468

————— Original Message-----
From: Little.James@epamail.epa.gov
[mailto:Little.James@epamail .epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2006 1:57 PM

To: Strength, Stephanie - Washington, DC

Subject: East Kentucky Power Cooperative Project

Ms. Strength -

RUS published a notice in the 10/6/06 Federal Register about the

proposed East Kentucky Power Cooperative circulating fluidized bed
boiler project in Clark County, Kentucky. A Web site address is listed
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for access to the Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for
the project. 1 do not find the project posted on the Web site. When
do

you expect the project to be posted? (By the way, I am not in the EPA
Region 4 NEPA group. | am in the Air Permits Section.)

James W. (Jim) Little

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4
Air, Pesticides, and Toxics Management Division
61 Forsyth St., SW

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Phone: (404) 562-9118

Fax: (404) 562-9019

E-mail: little_james@epa.gov
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Brad,

The website is now up and running. Please see Mr. Little®s correction
to his division information below

————— Original Message-----
From: Little.James@epamail.epa.gov
[mailto:Little.James@epamail .epa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2006 1:57 PM
To: Strength, Stephanie - Washington, DC
Subject: East Kentucky Power Cooperative Project

Ms. Strength -

RUS published a notice in the 10/6/06 Federal Register about the
proposed East Kentucky Power Cooperative circulating fluidized bed
boiler project in Clark County, Kentucky. A Web site address is listed
for access to the Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection Study for
the project. 1 do not find the project posted on the Web site. When
do

you expect the project to be posted? (By the way, I am not in the EPA
Region 4 NEPA group. | am in the Air Permits Section.)

James W. (Jim) Little

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4
Air, Pesticides, and Toxics Management Division
61 Forsyth St., SW

Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Phone: (404) 562-9118

Fax: (404) 562-9019

E-mail: little_james@epa.gov
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Conservation

Summary of Comments

# of Comments

Comment

Issue

SEIS Relevance

5 Why doesn't EKPC stress conservation? Conservation
4 . Could conservation efforts offset the need
for this project?
1 Conservation is a better solution.
1 EKPC has not made enough efforts to
promote conservation
1 EKPC should promote conservation.
1 The United States should conserve energy.
Air Pollution
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS relevance
2 Health issues attributed to air pollution from | Health
power plants
2 Particulate matter from coal combustion has
serious health effects.
1 | Air toxics should be addressed in the SEIS. | Air Toxics
1 Fugitive dust should be addressed in the Fugitive dust
SEIS.
1 Concerned about air pollution from coal General
burning power plants.
1 Air pollution should be addressed in the SEIS
Alternative Energy
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance

2 EKPC should use solar and wind. Alternatives
1 Why doesn't EKPC investigate energy sources
other than coal?
1 Coal is not the preferred energy choice for
Kentucky
1 EKPC should promote alternatives to coal.
1 EKPC should in
1 RUS should investigate all alternatives in Technology
generation and storage.
1 Non-carbon technologies are available.
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Carbon and Global Warming

# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 Capture controls for carbon. Controls
1 Can carbon controls be added later?
1 EKPC should wait for new capture Technology
technology.
1 CFB puts out CO2.
1 | Itis wrong for RUS to fund coal use. | Funding
1 Emerging problem of CO2 emissions. General
1 Carbon issues should be addressed in SEIS.
Traffic
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 Distressed over increased construction traffic. | General
1 EIS should address traffic impacts.
1 Transportation infrastructure will not support
added traffic.
1 Coal trucks will impact road maintenance and | Safety
safety.
2 Irvine Road is a major safety concern.
Water Quality
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
2 River flow will be altered by project. Use
2 | Water quality issues should be in SEIS. | General
1 Impurities from plant will adversely affect Pollution
aquatic life.
1 How will water withdrawals affect river Wildlife
biota?
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Aesthetics

# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 How tall will the stacks be? Visual
Impacts
1 How tall will the boiler be?
1 Some distressed over aesthetic impacts.
1 Viewshed impacts on historic properties.
Demand Side Management (DSM)
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 EKPC has not done enough to reduce demand | General
through incentives.
1 The Site Selection study understates value of
DSM
1 Cheapest kilowatt is the one never generated.
1 Why isn't EKPC spending more on
efficiency?
Risk
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
2 There is financial risk in coal generation. Economic
1 There is risk in predicting the carbon market.
1 EKPC is a credit risk. Financial
Stability
Best Available Control Technology (BACT)
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
2 BACT is not being used in this project Technology
1 Is CFB really BACT?
Coal Mining
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 Why doesn't EKPC use technology that uses | General
less coal?
1 Coal mining practices are destructive.
1 Mining impacts should be included in EIS.
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Unions

# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
3 Project will be good for the area. General
Cultural Resources
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 Request to become consulting party. General
1 Cultural Resources should be addressed in
SEIS.
Electro-Magnetic Fields (EMFs)
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
2 EMFs effects on property owners near Health
transmission facilities.
Environmental
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 Environmental impact of plant. General
1 Effect of plant on endangered species. Endangered
Species
Integrated Gasification Combined Cycle (IGCC)
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
2 Is IGCC more appropriate? Technology
Limestone
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 What is limestone used for in CFB? General
1 Why can't limestone be used in pulverized
coal?
Mercury
# of Comments | Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 Concerned about mercury emissions. Emissions
1 Mercury deposition impacts should be in General

SEIS.
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Need

# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
2 Has the need for the project been Need
demonstrated?
Noise
# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
2 Noise impacts should be included in SEIS or | Noise
EIS.
Wetlands
# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 RUS must perform analysis of wetland General
destruction.
1 Wetlands should be addressed in SEIS.
Social and Economic Impacts
# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 RUS must perform analysis of wetland General
destruction.
1 Wetlands should be addressed in SEIS.
Endangered Species
# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 Impacts on endangered species should be in General
SEIS
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 Should be and EIS instead of a SEIS. General
Environmental Justice
# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 Environmental justice concerns should be General

addressed in SEIS.
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Hazardous Waste

# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance

1 Hazardous waste concerns should be General
addressed in SEIS.

Information

# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 Information was not made public. Information

Load Forecast

# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 The load forecast is unreliable. General

Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) Permitting

# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 PSD should be addressed in the SEIS. General

Railroad

# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance

1

Railroad system in area is inadequate.

Transportation

Replacement

# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 The project should replace older plants. General

Scoping Meeting

# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 A new scoping meeting should be held. General

US Fish and Wildlife

# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 Who is here from Fish and Wildlife Service? | General
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US Forest Service, Daniel Boone National Forest (DBNF)

# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 The project will not impact DBNF. General

Website

# of Comment Comment Issue SEIS Relevance
1 The RUS website was in error. General
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APPENDIX J:

Trapp Community Action Committee
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MEWS & UPDATES SEOUT THE J.K, SMITH UNIT # ISSUE 1

Trapyr advisory groug organized
from pege 1

Mick Bakay and Larry Raney have heen
selected by the growsp w serve as comimittes
co-chairs. They will saree & tivo-year temm as
[izisons betacen the comminizy and Baat
Kentucky: Kevin Cantrell will serve as the
Erowp's communicaan chaimar

During its first meeting in fanuary, the
proup entified 21 issues that semibens
wwuld like to know more about—led by air
guality. To that end, Bob Hughes from East
Kentucky Power had a discussion about air
guality and the permicting process during the |8
araup's second maetng In Pebnuany "'nll'_'l.'i'l.r-" — ' T

At the March meeting, state legislators e o e o o gt for T
aenatcd B] Palmer amd Representative Don
Pasley attended, along with Diaryl Creer of the hacking the trucks toward the ash pond in the dark,
Kentucky Trarsponaton Cabinet They discussed the © 5o that option had to be abandoned.
challenpes the wnit poses to the tmnsportaban
department and the research they will be doing o Transportation Challenges in Trapp

&

il 22, 3307

imnprove mad eonditions in Trapp Sam Beverage, State Highway Enginesr; Amos
e futiere meetings, the growp will hear about job + Flubbard, Chiet Distrct Engireer, and Danyd Greer,
taining requirements, ransmission ings and the I mrsponation Engineering Branch Manager all

ronstrcion pracess, Als, a fieled tip il mke EFCAip attergled this month's GO -:I]'~'I-‘l'-“-‘l}" TrEELng,
members by Maysville to visit the Gilbert Unit, which  in Trapp. Greer announced that the Transportation
came anling ire March ane is ddentical w the one Cabinet 15 researching the KY 83, Y 574, KY 82 and
the Mouncsin Farkeeay due to the impact Smith Uit

propesed for Trapp . : it
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DATES ABOUT TH Ik SMITH UNIT «» ISSULUE 3

rsed Transmission Updates

This issue:

EKPC Power Plans

Community Advisory
Committee Adopts Mission
Statement

Smth Plant Tour Daies
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Transmission Updates {ontinied]

with a ore-time payment and retain {:-wnl:lhh:'p of
thie Larsl; hevwever, in most cases, the properny
pawnEr comtinues uiing the property in the same

manneT as before

EKPC Power Plans

Dale Heobeyw, of Bast Eantucky Power, recently
updared the Community Advisory Committes on
the status of a pending lawswit Bled by the EEA
apainst the Cooperative. Henley, who serves ag
Cieneral Counsel for BEPC, reported that the lawesuit
i% scheduled te go w tnal next spring, though no
specific date has yet been confirmed. According o
Henley, the cagse will be tried by the Federal Districe
Court Judge in Lexington with no jury present, In
order ho ERASD 4 full |'.n;J-.’:|:'EI:.=.|'|rJ:'I':6 of the lawssuic
and its proceedings, Henley peovided the
Community Advizory Commmttes with a
background of the case.

EEPT is one of several companies targesed with
three EFFC generation units out of a national total
of 155 units Ralling under investipation by the BPA
The EPA claims these older units were impropechy
upgraded and shoukd fall uncder new generatng unit
standards.

LK[“{_: LIRS -;;-|:||:r|.'-:f v rebease infommasion ‘_|.'|l.'i|'lg
hack 25 vears, including 500,000 —750,000 individual
docurnenss for reviews EKPC believed dhar EPA, was
going o doop the action, bat New York Atomey
Ceeneral Elliot Spitzer sald he was going to reunibate
the case iF EPA didn't fike a lawsuit

When asked about
penslties, Henley commented

that typically there 15 a Brs
statament
the law allowws For fines wp to
FA7 000 per day, as well as
poesibly shurting down non-
rit power plants He

wierr searue of limimdons, buc i
]

S

cormpl
didn't feel that such remedies

or penalties would apply or be

apprapriate n this case under
any circumsmances. He also

g
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| CAG Adopts Mission Statement :
| Atthe August 15 mesting, membears of the CAG adopted the foliowing mission

ireficated that the povemnment's case was stricly a
civil matter and did not invalve any criminal
charges

Henley assured members of the committee that
EKPC has always generated power following the
stoingent regquirsments of federal and state regulators
and that the pew unie p:npﬂmﬂ for Srith is not prart
of thiz lawezuit. In the lase 15 years, EKPC has spent
F250-300 mdlicn an erwvimrsmenkzal {.:‘umE:-J:aru.'c

Nick Bakay Resigns his Position
is CAG Co-Chair

£k the August 15 meeting, CAG Co-Chair Mick
Rakay announced his resignation to the members of
the group. Bakay explained to the committes that
his decizicn oo atep down was solely due m other
demands on his ime, Although Bakay will no
Ieager setve as Commirtes Co-Chair, e agsured the
committee that he will cemain an acove member
'['.:llnc.u_',- Wik comanended -::l:..-' the cosmittes for all of
bis hard work, dedication, and supporm he has
offered since i85 formaton

Steps 1o elect a new Co-Chair will be taken by
the comeritbee. Tn the ineerim, Lamy Baney will ke
over active duties as Chair until 2 pew Co-Chair has
been named woserve with him

I LA TP TR PRI O T

“Chur mission is to wark with East Kenfucky Power Cooperative to
enhance the guality of life in Trape and all of Clark Courdy. By

i gatherng information regfarding the impacts the proposed power

plant witl have on both the emvironment and the community and by

assisting EXPC In understancing and addressing the communify’s

cancerns, we Wil he abda to balter provide clear inas of

commumication for all constituents,”

el (T Ay
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Mark Your Calendar
Detes for Smith
Tours Plannead

Smich I’
hast plant towes on Friday
Cicrober 21

Qereber 22, 2005

hosese taurs will offer the

cormmunity a chance w0 tour the

ith Station pro

nsEmk o e COMSEIICtnn
pasys for the rev Smith wnit
wheduled times and further

mr e s Wi | e

ole at a later dace

Co-Chair Election

Since the neer CAG
1

celuled uncd

nson, Lany Aaney and

1 Canteell o disouss the

vormmidtee moving forward I

Yo would like b submut names

B! [
R P L]
e -

Jolmsou Discusses Alternatives For Reservoir Locations

| far ress

Saptember 16:
Seplember 21:
Saptember 30:
September 30;
| Octoher 3:

S o he meturned
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Officials Discuss Process for Deternining Route

the

Lo evaluase poss inle s

. . o
i usecd ane of the

cransmission line, EXZ
rehensive and

Ifli.'ll. i N £ e mmimanmic nk, .

sites, exsting homes and much more. Land-

oathe redd bromm & aumber of

s enwners are noxified. BKPC

srrission line to s double airouit 243/599-KV line, with

upgrade the line in the future, In addizion, less than one mie of new 345KV
constructed o bypass existing distribution substazions and o

. Here s the approximate timesable

Corridor mappingfsusveying Fadl 2005 - Spring 2

i Proposed Centerline established By Jaruary 1 :

| I-'u'};htv.‘_-f-w{::-' negotaknns FallWinter 2005 — Fail 2006
N

Design activitye FallWinter 2005 = Spring 2005 .

1

+o Structure stakeout Spring/Sumemer 2006
L Constosct Spring, 2006 — Spring 2007
i .
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[ EAST KEWTUCKTY FOWER COOFERATIVE

Transportation officials

identified approximately

"'u'-.nf-.'q!l .'.".'E_ﬁ'-'."l'."l.'t.i‘r_'-.:.'.’.l'.‘::_,

smcludding & plan to
upgrade several sections
of the Clark County road
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HEWS & UPFDATES

Transmission Updates

bary Jane Wamer updated the

f the

cransmission line projects. Constuction
o the Smith-North Clark {Faomerly
kneowen as Smith-Sideview) transmission
prc eisting §9-kilowolt
line gaing boward Montgomeny County
b0 D ||E*.gr.~.:'.'| ol e a 345-kilovodt hne, The
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ject calls for the
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Frcarns 100 b 150 Feet, A near subst

will be located in nosthern Clark County,
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LOnNStruct
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s surmener, and contions untid summer
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20U

A szcomd transmiission Lins

mith Station toward a new

i Fronn

suhstation that is planned in Garard
Counny EEPC currentdy is working

wlentify a site for that substation. Onee
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a reaate For the rransmission line
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NEWS & UPDATES ABOUT THME
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of Air Chualicy [F the .:.F-]'\-l;-:': Hn I .:\|'||1:r11.;r!r|._, thie
current prijection is that construction an Smith
Unit #1 could begin around spring to summer 2007

Five additional combustion badbines, whick
typically run anby an the hottest and coldest days of
the wear, will be added o the seven CT unies now
at the site. Those fve new tudsines are now
projected to be completed in 3008, Johneon said
Senich Uindc #1 is currently pr-nie:t-:-:.' w come oneline
fram late fall 28 5o spring 2070

“The atr pemait application will include
provisions for a second baseload unit,” Johnson
said “But these are no plane currentdy oo build a
second unit. By doing the work to pemmit the
secorel unie U, EEPC will avoid ha\'ing_ s
duplicate a great deal of work o obtan regulatony
approvals wears down the road if dhe second unit
becomes necessany.”

ERFC s recquired by the Fedesal Aviadon
Adrinisiration to install strobe lghs on poaer
plant stacks at Senith Szation, During the day, the
atrobes must Hosh white lights. Buk at night, the
lights can fash white or red. The CAG expressed a
preference for red lights

O

®
O
®
O
®
@]
®
O
®

Summer 2006
Alr permit filed with state for Smich Linit #1

Spring-Summer 2007
Final apgrovals recelvad to begin constructian
of Serith Unit 81

Spring-Summer 2007
Major construction beging Smith Unit £1

Flay 2008
CT Unit #132 goes orefine

June 2008 |
T Unit #1717 gpoes on-line

July 2008
T Uinit #10 goes an-line

September 2008
LT Unit #5 goes on=line

October 2008
LT LRk *H-tjl:lf"'. O B

Summer 2009
Construction workforoe an Smith Unit #1
peaks at P workers

Late Fall 2009- Spring 2010
Smith Linit #1 goes andine
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| Smigh Uee 1

Committee Advisory Group
Trapp Elementary

Febounry 21, 2005 6 50pam

EEP: Ceaig Johnson, Bob [lughes and Larry Morris

PO Phal Oisbome and Saa Bremer

CAG Filly Edwards, Gany Taylor, Kevin Cantrell, Tiead Conley, Eddie Jackson, Fevin
Huouseon, Tom Akers, Cothy Akers, Libby Raney, Larry Raney, Bob Flampton, Pamela
Blackbuzi, Opic L. Humiltos, Roy Hanibban, fo Ellen Reed, Jasca © Oesterling, Matting
Flenaley and Mick Bakeay

1. Craig Johnsca-Introthecion
a. What has happened m Clark gver the pase three weslks?
Eo White Xa on the pround ate used 25 panel podos to develop a map of
Trapp based on slevaticn
. The Publs Servics Commssicn Ceetificate of Meed was filed an
Jamuacy 37, Thas wall take about 0 to 12 montha
i Engincermg- looking at ways to improve nodse and lighting
b Ghilbert Unde-Raysville, KXY Ts corrently runnimg a WX percens '_!'I'pr]:.h mt il
po pubdic on March 1, 2005
o Inizaducnons-The proap went around the room and ingoduced themselves
indivichaally
i. Mtuﬁ:lgp-ﬂmig infonimed the BT that I:|1:;:].' AT I-J'I::: o pres el on
their o whencver they feck peccssary. They don abeays have (o
have EKF or Prestoa-Cldhorne peesent at their mectings.
Ti. Phil (b
n Harsdoots: Mimites of last :|'l'||-e:li.||.j;1 m.auh'n_g ggﬂnﬂa: g|ms:¢|r!|r n_';:l"lmpmr\qnl
terins amd 2 mock up newsletter
b Weap wp of last meeting
i Afier "ot voting™ on what issase were mast inportant oo Tiapp, it
was clear that arr quality control and environmental issues
it Introdoced Bob Hughes
Il HRob Haghes- EKF Enviconmenral specialiac Talked abour v main issoes
n Cormvein n|1n1n|:ul.n! ]-'.q:.nrl;
1. BEreviroomental Impace Statement-public impact statements
1. Ooriggiraal Flare (1950}
2 Kemtuchy Pioneer Encrgy prockicad a seport foc the sile in s
proposal.
i, Spoke brefly en archeologreal smudies on the land
in "-SEDtb.inE_" Ml.'t!ii‘k&s — arc puhlilz mm:l.ing: oy elisonss Ennum|
convircnmental concerns, These will tabue place over tme.
rr. {ruestions from CAG
1. Heow deo pow know how much omissions will be ket off?
a. They are deterrpined baged on the monitors of the
Miysville plant
2 Do vou moadtar emissions?
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s Yes Pedesal repulations require contnious
ineaitormy EIA pves the plant 60 days 1o be np 1o
par and nlh:ting 2t 100 pereent and adhesing o all
ernisstons regulatons. All monitanng is done by the
plant Gelfmonitoring system), however all probilems
and mfractions ae always reported.

3 Where will the plant manlt smong nther plants across the

srate?

Whea Smrth Unit 1 opens it will be the cleanest plant
i the state. FPA continues 1o raise the bar on
amdssions conttols and with each new plant that is
baailt the quality of cmissions contrel is set highes

4. What happens when the enussions coming from the stacks

are bad?

4 When the stacks are bad there arn Bines that are pakd

The prx;lalem: must be fix, of net, the p[?.n: will b
Sorced 1o clese Any changes made 1o the plast mest
SLCEVE @ Separaty permil

Air Qualine Conirol- Hoghes weal aver a numbxr of handouts gremg
mambsers and inforpation on what = comiog from the stacks and what those
materials do to the enviconment aid o the health of the community. These
I onts will be maded cut o the group priot to the nest mecting

1 Emdsseon [0
i Prevention Spnsfirant Deteriomtion P50 Th
raodels the plant ancd tesis air quality control 1o detect cinigsions

i5 & cormpates dat

|;.'.~.-¢l|r1|nns
e Pormt
1. What are we looking for m a point?
a Conmrred Technolopy
i Looking to see if we domonstmate the Best
Avzlahle Contral Technelogy
b A Quality Conteol
1 Looks ar the area wethin 200 kilomcters of the
plant
it Must demonsteate there will be no aw quality
impact. Tf it shows that the plant will change
1y we will not receave the peranit

the 4
v, cstons
1 What 15 n dass ofee arear
2 Areas that BEPA has protecied In Kenturky ther
Mammeth Cave and the Great Smokey Mountains

' %

20 What about acd taine?
2 Many people pomt fingers at cosl fire power plants.
Baar the truch of the matter is hat 1t is more velaved 1o
loeal emissions such as cars. New regulations have
lwered power plant nitcus oxide emissions
5 How ofren do you update the plants?
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a They aze slways adding controls to make the plants
ihe meat energy efficient as possible
4 Is this a replacoment planty
2 No, this will net replace the DALE plane. 1t walt
rematn open a8 long st possthle with EKE apdating it
% NECCESALY
What abour the water?
3 BIF wall not add any heated water to the Kentucky
Rrver They do net want te impact the nver oz the
Lexingtan water supply. The plan 1 w0 have 2 70-80

o

acre teservoir on site. The only discharge will be from
the water tzeatment plant
G Do you plan on bringing i water for the sescrvoit o will it
just collect water from raniall®

g The plan s o prmgp watet from the KY River during
high watet times and use B Clark water for poctabie
piLepses

Can Bob seturn to more meetings 1o caeity thinps?

2 Dbob will retums 1o speak when the group wants him
‘o Omee the plans 20e more in place he will come
back and 1zlk abont any impact concemns the proup
has

B What de wr see coming ot of the stacks?

4. B0 purcent of what you see coming val of the stacks
Is watet Vapod The test 15 p:jmar.l-; snbfut drecde and
ntcrous oxde.

Wiy chd the report say that the aic in Clark connty 15 dirty?

a  The sty had ao rwasen to place Clark oo the list
The site that they took the tead from was in Fayetre
Coanty snd there was na teal reazon to put them on it
eithier Hewever, Clark is 2 sustonnding county and so
that is why il was vver on the hst and it has since been
reemoved.

100 Whe will read and decide o the pesmiz
2 EPA and Land Manages (paks)
R4 Cpnversation and Conclusions — Phil
5 MNext Meeting tonday, March 28, 200
Chairs: The geoup decided th
meching will e geed to elect 2 chanman and viee chair All
neeninations will be sent to Phil over the nest fow weoeks and o halloy
will b cast.
i Resd, Qads and Traffie: The 2 largest concern we the proup was
roads and rails
1 Mext meeting the proup would like 1o invite Don Pasley and
Aj Palmer to altend
2 The group dscnssed many concerns that they had abous
wucks snd roads. They mentioned serting regulations on

-

15

b fest 1520 minutes of theit
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routes that deivers sweould De allowed 1o take as well 23 tones
that they wouid be able 10 oun

A big concern was roed onndine nd wihar type ¢
N b 1 d condinans and whar 1y

rucks wenld do to the roads. Some ane bre

"l

+f damape

the nt up the
ilea of making trucks pay a wll Another comment was
mentioned aboue pu:s:il';r]}' hui!:]i:l_}{ # Coniecing o
berween Teapp and the Moountain Pakewsy
H Rewore on concons: We wall have another vote on top conceen 5o
that we can invite other guest soealkers to npooming, meetings.
b Dhscussion:
i The group would like the chaivs o be set up in a ciscle o that they
see one anciher dusing discussions.

it Somne members expressed conoeen sbhout nadse control. Bob let them
Enaw that there Ras been research conducted abone notse raads 10 the
area and thar he wonld provids them that information :l.]-:mg anth the
an guabiry contrel handonuat.
w1 What s the estimated tene Trme for the plil‘.l?
T Tl take abowt 12 months foe D proposal ta go
2 The constmuctions will cake shour 36 maontis
3. The estrmated fire up date wall be the spring of 2006

theoegh
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] Sinirky Usie |
Commarice 1\1*:“;:5!‘-!:; Cireun

Trapp Elementary
tarch 28, 2005-6:50 pim

EKPC: Cray jobuson, Lacty Morzis, Flank List and Farl erpuso

PO: Phil Oshome and Sata Bramer

Legislative Delegation: Sen. B Pabmet and Rep. Daa Pasley

Eentucky Transportation Cabinets Sun Devernge, Amos Hulbard and Daryl Grees
CAG: Cathy Akers, Tom Akess, Mick Bakay, Panda Blackbucr, Lisa Collins, Brad Condiey,
Billy Fdwards, Hob Hampton, Bddie Jackson, Larey Raney, Libby Raney and Garey Taylor

3

wr

Fhil Ogborne-Factlitated co-chair election,
a MNick Bakay and Lany Raney were appointed 45 committes co-chairs.
L. The group voted on making the position a 7 yesr term.
£ Kevia Cantsell will serve as the communicatinns hsisan for the committee
d. Conceins.
i The co-chaits must rerain opes: minded and not have a parsonal

ig-om:!'n
. Whe will sun tutare meetings?
1. This will ke up o the commitiee and co-chairs. Phal will be as
involved as the commsuee would lke him to be,
in. ddagazine from BT
1. Unkappy about comments “When the plant is open’
& Unhappy about commitier members being quoted supporming
the plant.
v PFue Station
1. Clark County feels that the Are stanon 15 costing too much
ey and wants o close 1
2o The compunity advisety proup is apposed to closing the
statican
Cradg Johnson
a. FKPC is working on a tentntive list of construchion jobs as well as
petmatent jobs that Sty Uit will Bting to the community.
sam Beverage State Mephweay Engineer
2 Tntroduced the ather Transportation Calunet membes
e Said that they ae hete oo wordowlth ERPC and the communty of Trapp
Dyl Greer-Tiansportstion Enginesting Boanch Manager
a  Power point presentanon, (Copy was handed out to all who attended and
mailed] to heose who were sbsent )
Ouestons about Power Point
2. Who meonitors e trucks aaed eir wcij;l'll>
i Vehicke enforcement will contial the area
I Are there any I-’I“"; o mprave Y 50
. There arz cuvrently oo provisions in the 6 year plan o imprave Y
49 {According to Palmer and Paslay)
¢ Dioes KW 89 6t the lepal limitalzons?
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i Yes (Accocding to (Grreer)
What is e 6 year plan® See “Road Work Ahead™ handout
i. Paaley: The govesminent proposes @ ix year plan for whar road
projecis ean be funded with projected vevenues. Currenily FY B9 is
skor in this proposal, thesefore it would make it difficult to add i The
& year plan in hehind in funding and has actoally tumed into more of
a 12 year plan.
Tnad craffic numbers?
i Cureently, theve ase appeoximately 2,600 wehicles thar pess through
Teapp on KY 83,
. TEyou B o the welb site lsted below, vou saill Aid waffe dumbes
for other rosds i the area.
=14
$What abeut getting federal money to fund the moads?
i With federal fundde come federal regulations.
Whar is the weaght bmit on KXY 897
L 32000 lbs (A AN -cated)
Wil the tmaneportaticn degaiiment come back to a mesting closer ta the time
that the power plant s bud?
i Wes

G Cmestions fu|luwing [Perwer Paint:

a.

In the “long cotve™ road, how wide would it become if improvements were
macle?

i, The posd would becomes 12 . wide with 810 ft. shewlders sand guacd
tails.

Will rnads be completed by thee time the pewer plant opeans?

i. Palmes The state is wocking together with EXPL The government
proposse 8wy yoar plan for what moad peojeces can be fussded with
projected revenaes, Cuzvenily, K 89 i not incloded in that plan
Hevarewvie, with the power plant brinping an mcrease in econaomic
develospment 1o the community, it cold become a pooty

Ts BRPE snill on track o open dhe plant when expected?

i Johnson: Sl plan i kel off construction in ‘06 Coad deliveries aill
comme 30 percent by trock and T percent by pail, 16 road work 5 not
completed, more will come by rail,

Is night time delrecey a possibilin?

L That s cut of EXIPC control. [k i up to the delivery compasryg,
although ERP wall work oo nepoiiating tines that aee better for the
comimily 1@ see if coopesaton can be obtaimesd

Lamestons deliveeyr

i. Limestobe will come by truck,
whll EEPC be building a spue in fot mil delbrery?

i A =gt :|rtr|l:|:r exials
1¢ there are curpently 2,600 wehicles traveling IKY 8% daily and there will be
S wiekers, that will make 89 carry 4,200 vehicles o day. Is the capacity
sufficient to handle that vohame?

1. Tes.
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7. Nextimn

a.

# Crmg Jobnson

2.

h

Hlow much of the gas rax goes 1o fund statz roads?

i

Al of it The tx iself, theugh, has been the spme sines 1986

Can oue toads handle the naflic that wiil come throwgh of they remagin tn the
condition that thev'se in?

1

Studes are currently ssscssing waffic volume o determine the nmpac
of ncreased vehicke traffic Corrently, officials believe the toads can
handle the volume, bet the studies will provide 2 more definitive

ROENDCY

Assuming the plan to build the plant poes through, what can we do o get
maore funding? Can we propose as speceal billp

i.

Na, we cannat propose 2 special bill. The road plan most be wiitten
it the budpet.

Whete do oue representatives go from hers?

All that they can do is wait ca the hiyphway depastment

IFEKPC doesn’ burn coal, will they have o have their permit revised?

Wes, they will have to bave the new pezmit approved to meet ol

anvirenmental standards for a different fucl.

ceting: Moaday, bay 92005 East Kenwcky Fowes: 6:30pm

MNewrsletter: Wil he handed out. Possibly see if Clark Bnergy will include it
with Dills.

Dudin: The Fonebester Son will be invited to attend the next meenng,

The group would like o have name tags for the next meeting.

These will be a notepad placed in Kevin C

1zell’s stoe so that the

COMMUNILY C30 CXPLESS 2Ny QUEStinns of coficeens,

The next 2 months:

£

i

After completing tzansmission peocess, we will have an open honse
A Permt,

Haulng Ash:

i
ii,
u

EETPC wall bepin haulig ask in the next 2-4 weeks.
EXPC s working with Caipenter Tracking

The truchs wall fellow 3 ronte from Mighway 627, to the Winchezter

bypass, and east along Interstate 64, The trucks wall raice the exit anta
627 wward town, and travel brefly slong Mazn Strest before mming
ontw Kentcky 82 towasd Trags.

K s pantting togethee o press edesse to notify the public about
ihe resamption of ash havliop. Dinvers are instacied 10 ke cxin
tions, oboy sp.':r.cl liszzite aned peotert pablic satety

jrreca
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] Smith Unir 1

Caopumittes Advisory Geoup

Eagt Keamchy Power Coupetative
hday 9, 2005-6;30pm

Meeting No. 4

East Kentucky Power: Craly Johnson, Laery Marrie, Brad Condley and Kevin Osboutn
Presean-Oshorne: Plil Osbosoe and Saca Bremes

Winchester S Mike Wenn

Guest: Judge/ Exccutive Joha Meyers

Locatan: Smith Power Station Eavircamental Budlding

CAL: Eddie Jackson, Cathy Akers, Tom Akers, Lisa Colling, Ople Hamilton, Nick Bakay,
Pamela Blockbuen, Kevin Cantrell, Larry Raney, Libby Raney, Joyce Bakay, Jim Drakeay, Billy
Edwards and Larty Botta

1. Plant Updates: Craig Jobnsea-] 1. Smith Plant Manages
2. Air permit; should be subrnitted to the State within the et couple of
irmtitha.
& The Deaign Cutline for the undt vall be finazed in the nest foar months
e EKPC has completed the background ambient moaitodng required for the
air pesimt
Trznsmission plans will be in peogress i the upeoming months.
. Enwvirenmental Tmpact Statement: BICPC i woring with Huesl Utiling
Swrvice
v Joba Have been in eoniact with Local community coflege.
Resorvoir shady Wil be complered in the next fear wecks,
Chaesbices:
i Mave pou heaed any feedback from the Diepattrnent of
Transpoctaton®
1. Craige Mo, bat the judge will mik shout that kater in the
meeding.
2 Fire Deportment: [udpe-Exeoutive John Meyers
w. Committee:
L Judge Mepers thanked MNick Bakay and the sdvisory group for
Lrviting his to attend the mesting, Fe said that Mogistrate Pamels
Backbaen has been repressnting county goveenment on the Advisony
Crrovup and hae been doing an excellent joh,
k. Fira department:

i Pamala Blackbum has been working hatd o keep the fire startion
open in Tepp.

i, Budget noes: Judge Meyers said e has kad to oot §250,000 from the
budget, but that cuts thal have been made to the fire department
harve Lieen enitdenal. They have cot things such as the amount of
cleaming supplies that they recerve, If moge money is necdad, the nex
step will be to look at reducing jobs, but not necessasily from the fire
depactment
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i Smalf ehanges: There are corrently no plans for stat changes in the
fite deprariment

v Tax revenne: By Bast Kentucky opening the plant, new johs wilt be
created n the -.":-I::mur:i'.]r, Creatimg Mot X tevenue for the CONnY.
Judge Mevees cocounged the group o suppost East [enmcky in rhis
project for the good of the community

v. Grat: Judge Mayees said that he is agpressively pursiing 2 grant that
wonld enable the eounty 1o add or 3 more fire fightors 10 the slation
The grant would pay for the fire fighrets 100 precent the first year
and deceease funds cver the following years. By the e the
commmunity weuld be tespotssible for thelr wages, the plant woold be
basle, increasing tax revenue and allowing them o pay for the new
employees.

o Defibellators: Nick Bakay cxpressed his cancetna for the fise departmant 1o
have defibrilltoes. He mentioned the cost besng minimal

Giibert Unic The Gilbest Unit was dedicated o Ap:il 12, 2005, Co Chars Nick
Bahay and Lasty Raney both anended
a Dakays thoughts on the plant:

1 Hle was disappomted that he could see the stacks from 15 miles neay
and waz concerned abaut the whie vapot he saar upan drw:nn nto
ihe plant entrance

i Graiy, Johnson suisd the vapor hdr. Bakay saw was water vapor rising
from Sputdock Stetien's couling owers.

e Mr Bakay mentoned that at the last meeting someane sail boilding
Staith 71 was net g done deal,

iv. e Bakay requested an emissions study be protosmed by an
independent contrictor, not Bast Kentucky Powee. He suggested that
if things arc not up to standard that EKPC might have to po back
and change the plans

b Caaip Johnson:

1 EKPC s butdding a state-ol-the art facsdity that wll meet sl stare
regulatinns and standards When this plant is budy, it will be ane of
the cleanest plants in the state and 1n the entire nation )

i Questions:

1 Group membes to Bakay: What anll an independens
contractor tell ol that the atate wan’t?
a Judge Myees The s no gray ates when it comes to
the state povernment andd these vepulatons, I the
plant doesn'tmest them, it wll not apea
I Rakayto g gronp and BIPC Can youo toust the governmesnt?
& Craig Johnson BKPC cutzently uees an outside
contractor to go over crolsstons repotts. This stedy is i
monitored by the state. [f the standards ate net mer, |
Fast Kenmucky will have wo correct the problem. #As
with all existng vnits, EKPC will meet—and 1n many
cases perfarm better than-the vmission levels ser by
state andd foderal regulatoss. Heavy lines weald be
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fevied if EKPC did not meet the teguized caps on
CITUREICHIE
b Larry bMoros: I thinggs are not meeting the
government's standards in the air permat, they do not
allow the umits to ren at all,
Y Bakay 1o EXPC: Is there a possibility that an cuiside
contractor will find something thas EKPO can't?

2. Loy lobnson: At the meeting m on Tassuary 28, 2005,
Bob Hughes presented lies to the group showing the
emisston stancads.

b Brac Condley: EKPC moenitozs what is gong out and
what is coming . We, Craig and T, are personally
civilly and criminally Hakle for the emission sumbers,

¢ Uraig Johnson: Sumeone from air modeling vall com
and talk to the group so that the group can ask
Guestiens about the regulatory process that ensures
ceapliance with health and safety standaeds.

vl Lzsa Coling: Brought s copy of the Ferald Leader from January 2004
regarding a lawsuir fled by EPA agamnst Fase Kentucky Tower. The
caze is before LS Distnct Court in Lexnpron and will be discussed
At 3 fatet mecting,

A4 Transportation: Judge Meyers made the following conunents:
s Sub-comites: Nick Bakay would like to form 2 sub-commices 1o address
romd conditons o [y B9
& Unscheduled projects lsu Judpe Mevers announced thar he met wirh the
Transportation Department to discuss unscheduled road projects. (Those nal
an the six-pear state road plang He sad the mecting with county officials
Jpeen che Bluegeass Area Development Distoct lusted five houes Essennally,
the stite bas found §2.3 billica w spend on unschodoled projects over the
next several years Officials 2eé working o priceitize nesds.
L Convineed Madison and Woodferd counties o place their penjaces
lercer on the list so thar Clatke County conld move its pregect for Iy
B9 to the top. The ather counties agrecd to do this beoause of the
sevenue that the new Simdth Unitwell bong not only o Topp but
surroundmng conntics as well,
il Thers have boen complaints ahoor unsafe caffic on 89 A Veluele
Hnforcement olficer subrmatted o reguest lor overtme officezs to L
placed on Ky, 89 for upgraded enforcement. Shanff Ray Caudill has
alsi agrecd o mcrease entorcement on 89
i Judie Meyers satd records show that trucks are abeying the
speed Limit more than ctizens are
Lo Iyonsee a prablan, he 1wld group memberes te please teport
it to Pamcla Blackban,
i Future projecte 1t important that we priocitize our destred road

projects
L The county considers ¥ 80 the #1 pricsity bot road
ERPRLGYCIICILLE
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& Stare Senator ] Palmer and Representative Dos Pasley are
working bard with Feankfoet and wil! consinue re keep the
county and advizory group updated.

3 These zrc no fends dght now. We have to be realistic in our
[ans.

¢ Railway bradpes:

i Co-chaitnan Bakay: Dxpressed concerns about rad beidges He said
that theze are balts sticking et of the concrele asd they are unsate

i Judge Meyers: He has tried to contact C8X but they have not been by
to nspect the bridges. Fe suid that 8K has heen uncoopetative with
ity and state government n e past

i Craly Jolwson: Has contacted CSX sbout the mazin line. C8X wold
Jahnsan that they weeld do an mspection, Fle said that he will send 2
letter to C3X resueesting that the bridges be mnspected to easute that
their condition 1= sound and safe prior to any matena! bemnp moved
ta or fram Smith Staton.

v, One CAG member sugpested that they conttact R[ Cotmat, wha
does cailway sepair wosk, 1o do the inspecton

1 The member was telil that Corman's company contacts to
dn repair work for 25X, and that it does not have to prower
1o g over their heads to do coneraer work

¥ Phil Oshoene suppeated thar Mick Bakay take photopraphs of the
bizdlge fot the next meeting and that 2 espresentative of CSX will be
conmeted o examine the phatos

Judge Meyers: The judpe thanked the groug for the invitation to the mectng and

enconraged the goup to keep an open mind and 10 keep the community involved

3 Heszees the proposed unic as 2 good thing for the communicy

b He commended FRPC and said that they will be a financial savior and good
seighbor to the comemunity as they have Been [or many vears
Tosadgaion lines: A swady will be complated in the next mooth or so Unil the
study 1z fimished, we wnll not know whete the proposed transmission line corddors

will be.
Conce tire study s coenpleted, 2n ad wall be placed i the newspaper and an
apen honse will tke place whese citizens who might be Impaeted by a
proposed hne wall he able to ack questions and provide input.
b Group member aquestion: [s it goteg to be plavoed before we ace noufiad?

i The eorridon s only a proposed strp of land w which 2 line might be

Biufle; soding wdll be Bnalized pror to the open house,

Fmineat dowmin- Gne CAG member asked of EKPU could use this ngat o
huiled & line against the wishes of landmamess. Kevin Oshourn of EKPC s
that in most cases, EKPC is able to negotiate suecess fully with lndowners
and provide them with compensation. But in some cases, EKPC does go to
CowLh usityy efnifient domaiz s ordes to complete a line. FEKPC docs
everything possible to build projects &t the lowest cost, while accommadating
ving the iwpact of transmussion Fne prosecs

"

rexzanable Lol and i
LI COmUmnites
Nick Bakay reguested an mdependent test of air quality
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A EEPC cosently uses an independent contmactor to do air emissiong testing
The esting results from Gilbert will affect the design of the Smith unir,
Migsion Statement: Billy Edwards sddressed the mission of the committee. The
somtrittee exists to serve the community of Trapp, not to flfll personal apendas af
prowp inembess.

- Mick Bakay wanted to po on the record and stare that he i net opposed to the plant

and that hiz anly concemn s that the emissions see with in aceeptable, safe levels,
3 Johnson once agsin reminded the groug that the emndssions testing is dane by
an independent contractor, not EKPC and is revicwed by the State
Jodtos and job descaipions:
a. Jobnson walked the committes through job requiscments of tppical positions
that will be created by Smith #1,
b Larry Meveis pointed out that some jobs will require more than entey Jevel
SEpercnoe
£ Jobs vall be posted oo the East Kentucky Wels s
o Tr Raberts snd fo Ellen Reed of LOC offered 1o help with raining with

Saith employess,
Tour of Gilbest Ui
a. Ths group decided that it would be best to tour the new EA. Gilbest Uit
befare touring Smith Station

b, Libby Raney toased the Gilbert unit duting the dedication in Aprl and had
prosttive things to say about the experience.

r. The touswas watatively scheduled for June 16, 2005, Commirtes mamhess
will meet at Bast Kentocky's headquarters ae B:00 . The Etesap will toar the
plat and have lanch with East Kentucky to dismss the tesalts of the aie
emissions festing conduceed on Gilbert The group should asrive back in
Trapp by mid-afternnnn

Flant Lightisge A pronp member asked if chere is any way b teduce the lghting
wthout cainpromising safety stendards. Larry Botio thanked EKPC for coming aut
to his house to ebserve the lghts fom the plant, and said that EKPC has reduced
the ameunt of kghting visible from his faom.
Orihes Busginess:

& Mission Statement The group received a dinft to peview

b Tmpact on propesty valoes: This was put on hold ant] the pexr tneeting. The
geoup will have & guest speaker to talk abooe this isse
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Weleome and miroduction ef speaker Mary |

Communtty Advisory Commiites
Mecting Minutes
Maonday, July I8, 2005
J-K smith Stanon Mecting Room

» Warner of FKPC

Telaay Jane Wamner, EIKPC, z2ddreszed the Bsue of ranspssion. The information she
chared with the group selated o location was very prelimunary. Plans could chanpe as

maore infertanon is gatherod

EFPC's boaed has approves] twe Voutler tansmission bnes, along with
selated suhsranons and tansmission facilives Onc e Js a deoble-orome

345 lalevalt lne stretching 18 mdes from the plant to 2 point near Sreleview
along the blontgomery / Clazk County lne The second 15 a single-circuit
345-kV line stretching 48 miles from Smath to a peant i the gencmal vicinity
of Swafond in Lincoln County. New substations will be constructed 21
termindtion poinds

Although the approsimate starting and end pomis of the lines are known, the
wtations and lines have not heen determned.

proposed locatinns of the s
FRPC s working with & consulant whe 15 vsng detaded land use data and
aetial phrtographs o devefop proposed Yemile study corrdors mowhich
these lines could be built

in eelecting proposed cormidors, FKPC secks o find a route that defieers the
np, the impact wpon commueioes and the

poweer effectively, while minimd
covitomment andd Costs (o MEMBEE.

The inpus of affecied property moamess i of primary concern, EKPC hasts opan
hetises to shaie and paiher information, and we steive to keep proparty awners
and othess fully informed about projects

Once the Yemile study conidor has been identiffed, EKPC will conlast propaity
awaers based en information vn file with the county PYA office. Propaity
awpets will reeeive 2 packet of information about the project and will be invited
to 8 open howse in the fecal aiza In addition, the open houses will be advertisze
in kocal newspapers,

Per fhe Sidevicw project, the apen house carrently s projected to tike place
in Jate 2008, for the line to Smanford, 2 senes of open houses are anlic pated

e Bogre o early 2006,
Al the apen houses, B
cramers and people living within the smdy comdor Engneers, sight-of wag
i, Lzolopests and other BISPC personnel wall weork with residents to

Pl pather input from the commmunity, properly

identify theie property and s orentation 1o the study cotidos, we pather
Hierr feedback, snd 1o address any questions they might have

EEPC wall uge the infonmation pathered at the open houses to finalize a
centetline for 4 150-toos wide snsement for the transeisston lines

Afer the proposed centerbine 15 identified, EXKPC will apply to the Kenmcky
Public Service Commisson fo1 2 Ceretficare of Pubhe Convenlence and
Megessity, which 1 necssary to construct the nes. Notices aze sent to
affeeted propetty cwners alorg with information about the Public Secvics

LOmmission process
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Citzens car ask for a local heaving. A second, more formal, heanng wonld be
helel in Frankfor.

TFor bransmission |in:=, ERP nl.'gnli.ilr:- the righl tor lecate a transmission
line easement on the preperty. Landowners are compensated with a one-time
payment and vetain camership of the Tand.

Tn most cises, the property oamner condimes wang the property i the same
macener a5 before.

The negooations will be for 150-Eoor easements. EXIPC needs that width o
constet and maintain the line and to control vegematon underncath and on
either sicke in order 1 pratecs the line from damage caused by falling trees
and tres limbs.

For substations, EIKPO nepsdaies the puschase of land for the facilivy.
1£ an agreermest canngt be wiocked out, ERPC can wie eminent dosain, bt
only 25 & Inst resort. ERPFC works (o avoid doing this.

. T the extent peasible, TR wrorks with property oonets e locate pole
sLoachistes o Cheds propatry
Treees and wegeraton thar could interfere with the ransmission lines will be
J:u:-mn\rnd '_I"h-(: casemcat | |:||; rreaterbnined 1o prl:um:ll wgl.'[nl.il:ln thzt conld
ingerfere with tmmnsmission lins.
Claestions fiom CAG
i WIAT WILL LIMES LOOK LIKE? The hnes onll be designed as
m.rr_:--pu:.k sinaciyncs ardth a :mmmling CIOssS AT T]u‘:,‘wﬂl by made
of wezathered steel that beoks mudh like wood.

Ao CAM THE POLES BUN ALOMGSINE EXISTIMNG POLES? The
pedes can von close to existing poles (called co-location) depending
on the voliage sand synchronization of the lnes. IF feasthle and
reasonabe, desipn engineers prefer to nan nes along existng rookes
in oeder i minirniee spact upod cotmmon des

i, WHAT ARE THE HEALTT ISSUES IF AMNY? The open houses
will adidress this topic in detail and will provide literamre for anyone
mierested. Extensrve independent rescarch on electro-magmenic
fields has been inconclesive in dentifping 2 conmection to health
ifpacts

v, WILL THE PLANT HAVE THE CAPACETY TO SUPPART
OTHER DESTIMATIONS IM THE FUTURE? Coambustion
Turhines 89,10,11,12 {pealdng wnits tae only van o selected days of
hdjgh demand) and Smith Unit § & bascload anic that vans rownd-the-
clock] can be handled by these lines

v WITLL THERE BE MORE CAPACTTY OR MEW LINES If
adkitional capacty is added beyond what is cucrently planned, more
transimission wiuild be needed

i, [0 YOU (M]W) PROJECT MEW LINES? That depends on the
need for additional peaking and Laselosad perorer. There are cusrently
aver new fves plasned . HANK LIST Smith could be considered Gor
annother unit i the fummee Bar nothing is planned at thie poine
CRANG: EKPCs poawer nosds are hased on the demand from s 16
rmt-fm'—pm-ﬁt member cnnnp-eml:'hrns.. EKPC conald need another
baseload umit at saime point in the fotore, ERPC's power needs are
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viarently growing at approsmmately [H) meganates pes year—aboul
S0 W peal power znd 50 LW baseload

WHAT IS THE STATUS OF THEE TRANSMISSION 1N
FIARDIN COUNTY? This = another wuling's line.

AREM'T THERE DETTER WAYS OF DELIVERING ENERGY:
Cocrennly, the only celisble way 15 through a wire.

CAN LINES BR BUILT UNDERGROUND? While herying
wransmission lines is pleasing 1o the eye amd protects e Gom ios pod
weather, the costs of burving lines is prolbdive. Therozal sues sequire
expensive conling facilities 1t can cost s much a8 10 times more 10
corstract underground nansrission Hines than overhead lines, Lue
repanrs and muintenance afso ore extiemely difficult and time consumng.
HANK LIST A system in Flarida, where conditions ave snuch more
{avorable for underpground wangmission, consi dered uadespround
lines but sbanduned the idea afier realming i would cost a great deal
miore.

WEIAT WILL THE COMMUNITY BE ALARMED ABRGUT?
Lvery commnity says "Why me? Futit somewhere else " Buc most
people consder clectncity n necessity and rransmessinn hnes are
necessary Lo deliver ecesiciry These hnes maust go somewhore
TRPC wicks with propesty onwners asd the comimuety 1o minimize
ihe ipact while also mesbing members' power needs

SHEN DO YOU ANTICIPATE MADS BEING AVAILABLEY
EXPC will be working to determine o proposed study corndor mght
wp nntl open heoses are held A map of the smdy cormdor will be
ALATIONE T3 Propesty aners Tn addition, these maps

mcluded with in
will be published in newspaper adveetisements about the open
Tiowses

WO IS DOING THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT?
MWote: Warmer described the procms BRPO iypdeally uses for an
environmental assessment, including feld work by company
hicdnpsts and the possibibty of hiring 2 consultant mo comptle data
anel write the report. Furtet infounation leamed after thes mecting
mckeates thar Al sATs=)0n |f|r<‘|jr-{‘l will b dncluded in zevisons to
an environaental impect statement writtes by the Rual Utthtes
Service, The BIS s sypmificandy inote Mi-depth than ag 124

WHEN WILL THEY START? Puwlably with the shoster 18 amle
line to Sideview, bar official schedules wnll he available at open house
TLOW BIUCH ACREAGE WILL BE ACOQUIRED FORTTE
SUBSTATION AT SIDEVIEW? 10-15 acres depending on how the
preamd Tays. ERPC will uy very fand 1o find & willing seller.

WA WILL AFRIAL PHOTOGRAPHY BE PERFORMED? 1t
is possible that they wil not di acsial photography voul the leaves fall
oft the trees Prelimina=y formation has been abysined for the
Stcevnenr I Tt conled be 2006 for the Stanfard iiae. BIKPC has
grven the green lipht so now it = up to Photosoience

1 lptresdoctions of new faces and ther soles:
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Huank 1 EEPC ez mvolved with community omtresch threaghout che
duraticn of the project 2nd will be comimunicaung with several counves. [le
will wsaist with pullic sclations of the project. Fle attended 2 meeting of
Giluepgass Tomoroesw with Roy Palk, C10O of EXPC, in Fayerte Coungy to
discuss the tormation of & commintee leoking at the regions! tatfic issocs
KV B0 is the bigpest issue of the transportation process and sheald be s top
Fn('lli!’\'

Larey and Kitty Hasmon: Properly owners inoarea

Dhan Garber, Weatks with the local PVA and was there g assist with
compataet presentation from Karen Bushart, 2lso of the Clack Couaty PWA
Mick Comer Communications coardinater for BKPC He otfered his
sesstanee with any question and vall smke callz fromn CAG. Fhas divect ine iz
F45. 9450 ar man Lne at extension 450

4. Kaven Bushazt of the Clad: County PVA addressed the 1ssee of the imbact on

Propotly walues

ale Henley, EETC gave npdate on 1

“There ks a4 5-3% increase and has been consisient in the market for
5years. [Fayerts County is 5-8%) The market is determined by
tracking safes

i Histanically, 5 acree of wndeseloped and will bring $25,000 anyahere
an Chatls oy

u Karen can't predict the merease, bat projecrs that it will increase and
maybe even spike wath the construction of the plant

1 Mick Dakay showed Tnternet research saying that i every
instance there was a decline in property values,

ro aren showed examples of the Ford ré:mmurr?_ bt made cleay that
she vaas net companng Ford o Trapp. In Foed, property has been
c|i:n';:.iug cogiss I.::mig' el on i'u.’d, her st i =] is that it wall de
the same in Thapp, EXAMPLE OF FORD PROPERTY: 1.6 milea
from plant sold for $100,000 0 November of 1995 and $135,000 in
2004 wrth a steady nerease of 4% a year for 10 yrars

v, Infesmation on the Click County PVA can be foond enline at

vow glarkpra com or crmadl Karen at kazensbusha (e g

W

Packpround: Lawst was hled by the EIPA on Jamiary 28, 2004 apaimnst
BRI The federa] Distret Cours o Lexington has set the ial for spuag of
2006 Tewill bie tered by o judge with no jury presel (as are most cases of
thi type) BPA has tagered 156 generatng umes natomande toe sioba
enforcement acuans, clasming thar wark perfeamed on older units sheald
fve pone through new souree pens reguizemneats. EEPC bas thoee
unite newy subject 10 EPA enforcement acton, mchuding Spuelock 1inn 2,
and Dale Station Uheis 3 and 4

Prios to the lowewic belnp filed, EFRPC provided EPA wich informaion
covering that fast 23 virs Thic ineluded upta 750000 individual dacoments

and cver 30 bank lxwwes.
e emzal 1f A serclament agresment cannot be reached

B may take the
Henl ey assured] that EKPC has ::l'w'.l}': mel, or performed better than, EPA
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yerrtiting regquiternents In the lass 13 vears, FIRPO has spene 3250 seillion-
I R

3300 piliion on evvironmental comypt
- Lmestons from CAG:
HAVE THERE BIEF
all have been avil alleparic
w0 HAS THERE A NOTICN OF ATR QUALITY VIOLATIONS AT
SMITH STATION? There hare been no violtons. The plant that
FICPC plans to baild ar Smah Swtion will join wdeaneal FREC umts
25 the cleanest in the siate of Kenmcky and rank ammong the deanes
i the nation
i SHAT ARE THI AR QUALITY REQUIREMENTS? All of the
stack cenissions are measured at the stack. Thete are no ogquivements
for reraote monitonng stations [ these are persistent complaings the
state can monttor bt there has 1o be substantial mformanon.
i WHAT ARE THE CONSEQUENCES T FOL TN UL Y
The penalty can be as gk as $27,000 [rer day. There it no
detetmination v any coust as to 2 “set’ penalry. The only case that
wais tuled i favor of the govermment wis in Oluo. Possible penaltcs
contrals, and nepotiated szredement ie o bag

inclhade: envaromnms
prossitelary

v. FKPC bedieves that it fully complied with the provisions of the Clean
Ade At and required regulacons white domp, the work on the units
cited in the leasmt. EKPC Lelicves that whea all the evidenee i
presented n this case, die faets will bear out that PO complied
wath the Jaw and seted 1 gocd faith,

f. Crag Jubmson, TKPC, gave project upciales:

i Reviewed the study of freshwater teservorrs. Twe areas are Boil Run
fonginal area was for Ash disposal) and Cetton Creek (ongam! sire proposed
in the cightics). The cost of Pull Rus ts $4 million cheaper 10 consteact
Because there is not as msch material requited o consteuct the dam

b Phase | constructs: B6 acres of water surface that will last 120 days of Jow-
flow condiminn an the Kentucky River

¢ Oiptions for Ted River Road

¢ Relocate=> 85 million proec:
i The road leading to the | K Sauth Stavon would aliow sccess to R
River {approx 31 milon project) via Bacsler Lane
d Ouestions from CAGs
1OWHERE WILL THE ASH POMNDY BE? There will be no ash pomd
bt a dey Jand Bl insread
G WHAT ARE THI BENEFITS? The pessthiines could be a henefic
because there will be 2 contalled release for deought relicf
i WILL THE RESERVOIR BE OPEN FOR RECREATION? Mo
o WAL BAINWATER FLOW INTO RFEERVOIR® Yo, runwater

will flonse natarally it the teseevoie. There is @ watershed arca.

¢ Coanments from CAG
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i Mick Bakay developed a recomanended letier fon Roy Palk ro send to
LS Senators tiar will acecmpany photos that show wear & tar of
the mailioads. The lester will be rewewed by messhers of CAG and
voied on noxt mecting

i Bakay shared dhat he attenedad the Kentecky Transpostanon Cahinet
open huuse and spoke with an engineer about KY B9 Bakay
supgeated to the enpnecr that road lanes should be extended o w
rrisitnum Y f0 Hakay then pessed around 4 sheet with possible
colupons For KY 89 incloding converting it mto a foa-fane highway

i Bakay passed azound a propessd letter to be sent to Gov. Henie
Fletcher from the CAG, Memberss were asked to review the leter
and it will b vored on ag next meetoy

iv  Bakay shazed an article that may e of interest to the CAG.
“America's THrtiest Power Plants Flugged inte Bush Adminiatranon.”
reported in May of 2004 can by donnd at:

Litar £ v pungnalinteoriy 1u'e,":r'.[l:|;e:"4ml.-l':;a_.'-]_'.l't'u-ﬂl.l;(];,
or comtact Craig Johmson fora copy
I The Mermbers decided o hold the nest meeting on Augast 15% at Sauth

LIRSS

o

Stanen o bapin an 630am
g Memnbers dosed the mectng,
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Commumiy Advisory Geoup Commirtes
Mecting Minutes
Meonday, August 15, 2005
LK Smith Station Meeting Room

1. Mick Bakay opencd the mechig and 1ec apmzed those who were new to the
comenittee: Robert Ferpuson, a Trapp propesty awner; and Rob and Naney Bacsler,

[reapetty farers
2 DBakay introduced Craig Johason, who gave the following profect updates:

a

b

EICPC wnll canstruct a reservoer for Soudk Do 3%, which will be used for
sociing pusposes and dusing tmes of drought to produce electniciny
Jehzson reviewed the two opticss For the reservorr location: Bull Yan, which
will he significantly cheaper, shd Coon Creck Tioe 1o poblie safery
comcemns, the reservain at Boll Runowall not be open for secreational use, b
witl be a beaciin to the Bacslers for tssues such as Hood contal The
eservest dam will be 50 fees 12l and wall include spprosomanely 3 acres of
waler surface .
The consttuction foe Boll Run would be nealy §4 million cheaper thun the
Coton Ceeek Iocation 16 Smith Unir #1 s approved by the Hentucky Pubiic
Service Commission, construction on the reservone would likely begin m lare
2006 o eagly 2007, Johnson sad '
Jahnson alsn dsenssed plans far the portan of Red River Road that would
ke flaaded by the mew reservoir on Bull Run. One option s connecting the
Smith Power Staton 1mmin entranee road into Red River Rood. The other
pption being stdied 1= relocating Red River Road oot of the Socded zone
Boutiyg socess theough Smath Power Statson wonld be approsimately £3
miltion cheaper than relocating Red Brver ool Teis yet to be detenmined
whether the access road will be vancd ]:}‘ the EKPC or Clack Cuunl._\’
CQuesnons feom CAG (Answered by Crang Johnson)

iOWIILL THIE ACCESS ROAD BE OWNED BY THE PLANT OR

AY THE COUNTY? As of now, nothing is definite: however, if the
roal i owned By FRE PO there will be vnrestticted secess and FIKPC

will marntag the eoad

i P THE RESERVOIR 15 USED FOR COOLING, WILL
DISCHARGE BE TEATED TOR CONTAMINANTS LIKE
MERCURY? The rezervoir will store water that has been polled
divectdy feom the Kentocky River and rainwater, 5o there 't any
aced b kest fror contanenants

e, WILL BULL RUN CREERK FIAVE WATER AT ALL TIMES? Yes
‘Whenn the reservedr is baily, theee wall be cotstant wates flow. EKPC
will conteel dischasge from the rescrvoar, sossucs ke (oading wil!

lie retralled
o WL THERS BE PUGLIC ACCESS TO THE RESFRVOTRY RN
siderations that prohil

There ave hability tssues and public safery con
public aecess

e AN T RESZRVOTE BE USED TO COOL MUCLEAR
REACTORS? Mo Smuth Staton wall have znits that rani as the
cleanest eal burming units in the nation. There & oo intention to use
nuclear yeacsons
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v WILL THERE BE SECURTEY QN DIITY? The plant will hiave
ha will pateal the resereoie prounds Thas avea will

sm:urity ‘;r‘:uuis W
e testzicted and there anll be signe posted. EKI'C s looking into the
possibality of sponsonng kmited deer husts, wodking with the
Division of Fish and Wildlife (That miay be an ssee the commztree
mats e oaddiess in the futeee because there were comments both fur
and agamnist that wlea )

wi WILL THERE 3E GUIDES TO ACCOMPANY HUNTERS? If
hanhng i permitted, there e possibility guides may be requered, bt
these details, abongy with many othets, have not been finalized

v, WHO MAKES THE FINAL DECISION ON WHETHER THE
GHOUNIDS WILL BECOME A STATE WILDLIFE
MANAGEMENT AREA? Crasg, as plast rmanage:, Tas the most
infloence and assired the CAG that if they didn't support making
Synth Station a state Wildlife Management Area, thes EEPC wall
pass on the idea

ix. HOWLONG DOES IT TARKE TO FILL THE ASH PORNDS AT

DALE STATION? Each poad at Dale Sumnon kes about 2 years 1o
fill. The ash tor Smith Uit #1 will be stozed in a land Gl (not an ash
pond). The Smith uni will ceeate preater amounts of ssh than at Tale
Statton beeause the umt 1 much larger and vzes mnee coal.

3 Dakay introduced the divcussion of CEX and comnsents in the absence of Judge

Meyers
a

‘The major concesn of the CAG 15 the brdges over which the traing pass
These bridges are 75100 years old. Sevesal imembers question the safery of
s brdpes 1o carry bange tonnag il 1o the plant. 1f a bndge Galls (o
I ta mect peceirenents secessany), CAG members are concerned that
muore truck tafiie will be cerated on 1KY 89 to transport material to the plant
Bakay passed avcamil the letter he propored o aend o the CEO of ERPC,
Ray Palle “The letter requests thet an examunation of the railicad bridges and
thesr current eotditions take place 2nd that scnon is aken o correct any
problems. Bakay commented it had bren bis expetience that railtoads are
difficuls to work with beeause of 4 lack of regulation—ar the state or federal
Jevels. Bakay passed nround pictutes of the milsoad hadge conditions
CURSTIONS AND COMMENTS FROM THE CAG
i IF A DBRIDGE WERE 10 PSR, FIOW MANY TRUCKS
VOO BE USING IKY #92 (Craip) 10s a 70/30 splicwsth
approgimately W oracks/day For coal TRall of the coal came via
truck, it would equal about W0 tracks per day Many of the rocks will
likcly cote trom Eastesn Kentucky, and would likely come trom
destinations within a 20 mile radies baged on the ceonomies of a

trecls haul.
o CAG MOTION:

1. Wlly Edwards suppested that the CACG have Input in the letter
and any other matenals passed on with the Committes narme
attached He supgested that if the CAG were poang to send a
lettzr, perhape it sheald be from the CAG rather than Palk.
The CAG s ashing for Palk’s involrerment and he suggested it
is inapproprate to wote the letter as 201 were from him and
ask bt send fwith his name attached
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Bakay clacified thar the letter is only & “proposed” Jeter 1o be

vseil ar pot used at the disceetion of Mr Palle

i Fhil Osborne suggested to the CAG that aathing wall happen
wath CSX unnl a representative comes 1o 2 CAG mecnng and
bias o fnce-to- face megting with membets 1o lean their
concetns. He sugzested that Crig and Kevin Osbowm be
appointed 1o pet 4 representative W come to an upcorning
mectag or to meel with Judee Myers to address the 1ssue

4 labby Raney supgeseed that the CAG address issues as »
conamnirtee instend of putting amede i My Palic's mouth . She
supgested that the committee discuss and then deaft a letiee
o any mateuial that will be sent by the CAG and then vote on
it &5 a group. She sawd the CAG should bring an idea /ssee tn
the enfiee gronp and not draft any lemes wathout dseussion

5. Gary Taylov stated that the CAG wms not fonned 10 solve

probiems bat rather to assist EKPC i nadesstanding and

addressing the community's concerns.

(Craig Joanson mformed the comanitice that Mr. Palk and

other ¥T's reeeive & copy of CAG mectnp minores and

assured the comnmitzee that of they take 3 vote of possibie

resclutions, Me. Palk, a5 CEO, will listen and take appropoate

acuo

fo Kewin Cantrell atfored that the CAG is mennt to woek with

FIPC azul it dinnd et what is bomg dons to add ress dhair

3

o

LLNHCENS

A Fdwasds made a motion to mform B KPO of conceens e
CAG has, but net in the form of a pre-dmfred lover o be
“proposed ™

B Gary Taylor seconded the motion with the reviged
anendinent that all futuee problems are handled i the same
manner

H Milly Fdwards accepted the tevision and the motion was

approved by the committes.

4 Bakay tnrroduced the topic of transmission:

a

G g <hise

Mick Coomet, of EKPC assured the comminiee that more details concerning
iranarisston will be avaslable &t the oext meeting Mary [ane Warner will be
mechng with consaltants and she expects to have mose information in

e pu:rnl W

ssed the Al Chualitg seport frem the Gibent plant i
The Gilbere plant met al of its peenir smumber requiscinents on vmissons |
The baghouse was performing very well with apacity measuements well

Mavewlle:

selonw prevenitted Tiveit of 20 percent

QUESTION FROM CAG: fanswered by Craig)

WHAT HAPPENS IFFALR QUALITY GOES DOWN? WITL

THEY KEEP RELEASIENG? [f an excendance in the peonut b

happens the state would find oot and posably éne BERKPC Al of

LRPC: coal fued units use state of the art technology. 1 the wme s

ot of comphiance, it is detected and corrected carly

i WAS THERE ANYTHING NEGATIVECTHAT CAME OUT OF
ITIE GILBERT SAMPLES? Mo, EETF met all ermiszians et

197



i AR SMITH LIMITS LOWERED BECAUSE THIS 15 TRATE,
KY VERSES OTHER AREAS? The EPA regulstions are no less
stringenl than ather areas The Gilbert plant is new and is one of the
eleanest planis rning roday. Smsth wilkby
eleane:

b WHAT ABOUT IRVING, KY IN ESTILL CO 2 That is a wially
diffurent cornpany that is not conaected with EXPE Te's a meschan:
plant that will sell power our of state Craig =aid the new BRI'C plant
s complerely for customers i Kentucky and will come o line wach
90 percent uilization factor becse power need 35 there for balb »
aillan Kentucky homes, frms, businesses andd midustries

v OWILL TRAPP GET LARGER IN THE FUTURE? Tt is possible
dhat the plant will get Iatgee in the fetuee as demand for power prowrs

i WY ARE CO-OP RATES IHGHER: One reason iz that
comprtitors with el eleetrae co-ops have much lower costs herause
they serve areas with four wo five demes the number of ustemers per
tite of e Alin, coal prices age cnrrently up B0 percent, which
contributes o highet bills

v WILLTT BE CHEAPER WHEN THE PLANT 15 OMN-LINE? This
plant will provide the mast affnzdable, teliable power avalable, but
the cverall mtes will be dependent upoa the prices of coal, the
enormous costs of lightening covitonmental regulations sud much
more. Those cosis are growing much mars expensive.

vit. WILL THE PLANT BURN TRASIE Ne, it will sun an coal and
cnal alune
IF ary CAG member would bke a copy of e Gilbert emssions report, comail
Crang Iohnson 21 cragninlonickpaconn Crag will also be Gringing
copies to the aext meeting and will ok inte having an exeoutive semmary
written. He will also oy and pet a representative o attend 2 CAG mecting
and explain the vepast
. Craie Tehnson discussed the Laber Meeting

2. Caaig and Jim Shipp attended a mccting with Crafts people (nnion workers
whis will he hired 1o constuct the pland). An estinmated 700 johs cnming
feom 2 50 mile radivs of the plant will be needed for construsetion. The
mectng discussed a possible “Apprenticeship Trsimng Program’ i which
inexpeeicnced peaple, such as recent high schonl praduates, from the ate are
wained to work en consteeetion of the plant The building tades are

repuliticn—Dbe even

plannmg a cevple of career daps in the area 1o exphin the eppertanities that
may be avadabde

b o Ellen Keed, a CAG member and a representative uf the Bluegass
Community and Technicsl College added that 2004 students are enroled fos
the fall semestes, BT andl help wath traindog in any way that i canowith
darection from EKPC.

o QUESTIONS FROM CAG:

i DOES BEPC HAVE TO USE A LARODR UNION? No. Bat EKI'C
thinks unions arc good because of the traning programs and the
eality of workers They bring young workers that hep the industry
There is alse the "Helmets to Handhas” progran tharwill help get
veterans ke the fnppr\'-nllcnship propEam.
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il WILL THERE BE FINAMCIAL ATD TO HELP WTTH TIIOSE
TWHO WANT TRAIMING FROM THE BOC TO WORK WITH
THE PROGRAM? Yes Frderal student financial aid [s availahle 1o
those who qualify
7. Membess of the CAG who attended the Gilbert Plant tone shated their expedences:

a. Liom Akers sasd that he was impressed that the plant was fally monning and it
remained guiet, [He said thete was water vipor stesm coming oul of the
coaling towers, bt not mach. 1t is & clean plant that e was bpressed by A
lot of his worres were eased with the tour that was wellspent tme,

b rgie Farmilton shared that she didi't expect it vo be a5 dean as it was with
eoal in s

¢ Pam Rlackbumn said her one concevn was while they visited nae of the onal
handfing mocms wheee fine particles of coal were in the ar and possibly
inpacting one of the phint empbooposs,

. Craip said fhat the employec in queston was not in that area for extended
petiods of time, and that OSHA {Cecupaticnal Safety and Headth
Adpninisteation) has set lmits foe particles that requice respiratoss. They are
svatlable to all plant workers by request but are not required. Also, theee are
dust collestors systens at the plant to keep pactides mininal. The
eruipment in the rea of question was zutamated se that @ persen did not
need to be stationed there all of the time

e QUESTIONS FROM CAG:

i. T3 THERE ANY HARM TO THOSE WHO LIVE WITHIN A 1-2
MILE RATIUS? Spurlock Station has met and done better tham
gevemment mandsted standards o protect public health snd safery
The plant has an excellent reladonship with its neighboes and the
comemnity @ awhale, Some of the plant workers lve i olose
prrosimmity to the plant and ave had no problems,
B AL members schedule a Smith Flant Tewr:

a. Members discussed how often the committos should mest. It way decided
that the committes would mect ae olten a5 wpdates from EEPC were
awailable o there were events that they needed to be mfotmed aboot
(possilaly cvery Goarecks),

Ir. Edwards saggested that ERPC open the plant oo up to the en e
cotmmunity rather than CAG members only

o Craig sugpested 2 Bus-Hun from a schoe] to promide & dde to the plant

d. The motion was pasaed that the open-house plant tour would talke place an
Friday, Cwtcber 217 and Satmeday, October aqrd

0 The CAG disousscs a date for the sext comminee meeting

g The regional study shoubd be done by September. Transmisson should have
farther updates by end of Seprember.

b The motion was pagsed for the meeting to take place on October 3 at the
JE. Smuth Stabon.

10, Ciher Committes Business:

i The moton o adopt the followng mission sttement was assed by tee
CAG:

I U i i G vk wad Bt Keatnoky Pomer Conperative fo enfiaee fhe
gty of 5t in Trapp and ol of Clark, Cringy. By gatbering information
Fegereling tlie dmpeeer e proposed funer flans will Bowe on Bodh the emdrenesent
awd the commmenelp coned By avatiling EEBRC o manderntanding armd addreriiig abe
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CMEINIIEY T (R INS, e will be able b Betier peawialt dlvar Swer of
cosmamnicsieon for il sgan fidwents "
Bakay passad arow wh 4 handant 1o be used dor informanon purposes valy
He zlse passed aronad & handoas with suppested improvements for 1KY AY,

flackbuzn srpgested that Don Pasley attend the next meeting and pive

updates

Phil sugested that the CAG not sead a latter to the Governor beeanse the

legishanare——naot the governor-—:llocates moncy lor projects.

Labby Raney beought to the attenition ol the commities an casher motics that

s veterd on and prssed stating that the CAG would no longer pre-dsaft

materinls, bet ather ot EKPC handle jssues aller the CAG had reparted

their conoetns

Oary Taylor 5-111_._g-:'-ud that persenzl letters couldl potentially do more datage

tian good and that it Is imperatve that you po through government officals

who have the prwet [0 get things acconr plished

Talaelshnnen <hared that ehe had talked woa fow poaple who were working on

the reachway concerns for KY R0 and thav i is necessary o anderstand that

the propesed 6 year plan could change at any second with deman el from

other priosifies, she expressed her opinion that the CAG (and the

cormimunivy) necded to pet Don Pasdey’s full support

Afrer further discossion fram the CAG, the motion was voted on and passed
O direatly o EKPL and entnest them (o

<

to gmve all intonm

rurlﬂly their 1=

Fhil Qb sus

x-,,cal.c at the next roceting.

Takay passed around an informadon sheet concermng data to suppoet ihe
suggestion that meterists tazding on K 80 duve wath headlyghts 2t a1 dme

a copy of te full fuel repon, il Bakay al

laped L 188 Evahoo.e

Baleay annoanced that due to time constraints from other endeavors, he

wonald e sesigning as co-chalt of the committee. A nominating prowess will

bt implemented o sclect s successor

Taakay adjourmed 1he meeting.

sested gotting semeone from BN !5 lubsbying team o
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Smith Community Advisery Group Commitice Minutes
Gerober 3, 2003 Meeting
LI Smith Station

Smith Statton Plant Manager Ceaig Johnson opencd the mecting at 6:36 pm. He asked if
all members of the CAG had voted or had the opportunily 1o vote for the co-chair
prosition that was open since the resignation of Nick Bakay. No one indscated that they
had not had the oppertunity o vate,

1. New busiess
a. Introduetion of new co-chaiy

il Csbotne stated that ke had counded the vates and Kevin Casteell would be the new
co-chair. The meeung was then wrned over to Lary Raney, CAG Co-Chair. Craig
offered congratulations to Kevin who was not present et the mecting.

b. Report on CSX radl ssoes

[airy stated that the firstitem on the ageada was the report on CSX rail issues te he
presented by Judge Myers, Menbers of the CAG had requested the report due to
cagcerns shoul the stroctusal integrity of CSX bridges that will be used 10 haul coal to the
plant. Myers stated that after mueh effort through EKPC, CSX did meet with him
approximalely 2 months ago. Among the CSX persunnel was a stractusal engineer, It
waz noted that flooding hid caused crosion to one of Lthe bradge piers. 11 was determined
that the picrs were 167 deep reinforced conorete stpctures sitting on bedrock, Fach pio
i rcinforced with about 200 pieces of rebar. CSX tested the concrete and reported that
the bridge is as firm as when installed and Disd eo strectural defects. The bridae is
hivve new Lies installed 2007 The report from C8X was that the bridge s spund. The
cost o paint the bridge would be approximaiely $2 million and was ot an aption that
CS K would pursue at this time. Crang Johnson asked if CSX had provided a wrillen
report. Judpe Myers satd that they didn't but that he would call them back and report
back at the next meeting

. Report n air quality messurees from Gillert

Lewis Petry of EKPC reporied on the Title 5 permit process {oopues of pmission summary
intormation for Gilkert Unit were passed out). EXPC kined anoindependent contracton 1o
test for air emissions, A lest protocal was supmitted to the state for approval. Upon
approval of the protocel the independent contractor perlonmed the emission lest for the
Giilbert Unit. The independent contactos completed 1he report last week so it was mailed
it i the EPA and state regulators . Kentucky officizls still have to digest the report,
analvze it and see if there are any probiems, Petry reported that the independent test
resilts continen that the Gulbert Uni iy the cieanest coal generating unit in Xentucky;
FEPC was well under penmitted levels for NOx, 302, bervllium, lead, and other acas
Copies of report were oftered (o anyone that might want one.
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d. Format and events sromwmd open bouses

Craig Juhnson stated that FKPC would open Smith Station 1o the prblic on Friday,
Cetober 21, from 10 po to 6:00 pan. and Saturdiy, Oclober 22, from 200 am. to
200 pam EXPC will have signs up directing people to the Environmental Building and
company officials will take visiters en touss; ads inviting the public will be placed in the
Winchester Sun,

1, Okl business
a. Transportation issues (Rep, Pasley aod Sen, Palmer invitedd)

Larry said that he had talked o State Rep. Don Pasley and he couldn’t make it He said
he was hopeful that this year the state will open up she 6-year road plan since the plan
hasn’t been opened up since 2002, By end of January, officials hope to have an idea
whether or not we can gel Kentucky 89 improvements sdded to it or nol,

Jndge Myers indicated that the project 1o 2eplace the bridpe at Ruckerville has been
delayed becanse of environmenlal lesting at the site of an underground gasoline storage
tank There. This holdup could result in the bridge replacement being delayed for quite

SOMmE time.

Hanl List, FKPC manager of Feonomic Development said that EKPC had met with Jell
Scoon, Ixecutive Director of Blue Grass Area Development Distriet. List reported
recciving i pood reception; that they were fooking at system of roads all through the area
(Powel], Fstitl counties, ele.) and also looking at road improvements from the Blue Grass
Paricway 10 Smith Station; no new rosd is plamed.

L. What is Enst Kentucky doing?

Phil Cisborne said this item was included on the sgenda because Jo Ellen Reed sugpested
it might be appropeiate to talk about what Fast Kentucky is doing on the government
refations sicde, permitting issues, and so on,

Fric Gregory indicated that EKPC is working with interested parties 1o coordinate
communicativns wd priodities. EKPC has been mesting regularly with Tegistatons.
o

Giregory said that Jasen Bentley, excoutive director of the Governer™s Office of Energy
Policy. is awere of the situation.

¢ Transmission Lpadate

Mary Jane Warses, EKPC's Manager of Power Delivery Expansion, discussed the
routing process EKPC uses for transmission lines like the ones needed foe Smith Station.
Shie displiyed maps of study areas, which are wide arcas whese the lines might be
tocated. She pave an everview of the process of evaluating possible routes for

=)
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transmizsion lings, saying EKPC uses a sophisticated, comprehensive computer madel
developed by Georgia Transmission and the Electric Power Research Instite. This
mode! tkes into account 1k the bult enviiesment, sach as houses and other structures; 20
the natusal envirenment, including impact on wetlands, forests, endangered species, cic |
and 1) the engineering environment, which includes consalerations such as cost,
rehuilding o0 en-locating with existing hines. My, Warner said there 15 a strong bias in the
muodel for co-lozation of lines next 1o cxisting power lines and rebuilding existing fines.
Onee a study arca is deteimined, acrial photography s performed. These photes are
analyzed and compared with other data sources {o identify stuctures and other fealures
that could affect line routing. EKPC personnel also o into the field and view poleatial
routes as much as possible in ceder 10 collect information that might have been missed,
Information also is collected from local planning and zoning boards. the state Historic
Preservation Offive, government land-use databases and many other sources. Taking all
this information into consideration, a preferred route is developed in which a line could
be built, Using information from the county Property Valuation Administrator’s office,
EEP{ contacts all property owners within a halfmile preferred costidor that is centered
on the prefered route, and invites them to an open bouse 10 provide input and
information aboust the proposed projeet and how stmight impact thelr properties. Al
propacty owners are miiled an invitation along with & detailed packet of information
explaining the process, the Umelable and many other detadls about the project

A CAG wember asked it Ine placement 15 pezotiable ai the open house. Ms. Wamer
said EKPC takes the approach that the fine s going 1 he somewhere in that half-mile
wide corridar. TEPC works with property ewners to make icasonuble accommadations,
but must keep in mind the impaet that chonges might hove for other property ewners and
thiet not all reguests can he met.

A CAG member asked bow long EXPC hes followed this process, Ms, Warner replied
that EXPC has been doing open houses for 12 to 15 years. The Georgia
Dirpsmission/EPR] computer madel Is relatively new. Itis parbeslarly effective on larpe
projests, beciuse of the amomnt of information that can be reviewed, 115 the mos
comprehensive, objective model for transmission line routing that EKI'C is aware of the
in the indusiry.

A CAG member asked what sceommadations can be made if a landowner is not able t
attead the vpen house. Ms. Wanner said if yon get a pessonel invitation but you can't
make it Lo e open house then you ean call EKPC and we will make arrangements to
meet with vou separelely and get information to vou. You can come o our office, we can
come 1o vour home, and we will make swe you pet it one way or another.

Ms. Wamner indicated that constiuction on ene of the needed lings from Smath, poing
from e plant 10 an arce close to the Sideview community, is scheduled 10 begin in mid-
2006, She added that EKPC uaderstands nobody wiants 2 tansmssion liae on their
property. However, transmission lines are necessary and the most comprehensive review
with the most objcctive approach we tink 1s the nght way te de it and that's why we do
it this way  She asked the group i they want o have a November meeting pstor 1o

s
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ERFC apen honse with ell property owners. The group agreed there should be a
November meeting. She asked the gronp members 1o please atlend both the CAG
meeting and the public open kouse due to the information that would be collected at the
open house and due to the wnount af information that would be shared with the public al

the apen house,

Mick Comer, Comprunications Coordinates at EKPC, added that EKC really tries to be
&5 accotnmodating as we cun be however; we still want 1o follow our nemal peocess and
colleat information through the notmal channels

NECOMMITTEE ACTION ITEMS

a. Letter to Governor Fletcher
b, Highway 89 improvement options (and what to do with the list)

Phil Oshome reminged the group that deaft letter has been proposed regarding
teansporiation issues on Highway 89, The committes was asked to teke the letter home,
read it and come back with a decision as wowhether to send the Jetter or not. M.
COeborae indicated that he thought based on Tudge Myers” and Mr. Gregmy’s comments
carlier, he dida’L think (0 was necessary o send o to the Governon at this time. Judpe
Myeis added that the Governor 5 very mach aware of the sitation.

M Rainey asked the grovp if there was any further discussion on whether or not to send
the letter and the group elected not W do so at this time.

A CALG member added that closer to General Assembly™s start of ils repular session in
January that members need w call Rep, Pastey and Sen. R Palmer 1o remind them
about lansportation concerns, Judge Myvers added that along that line keep in mind these
are many conntics that are impacted by thes, e said (it Rep. Hairy Moberly is also a
key plaver and calls and letters should por be lmited your local represeatative and state
senator because it goes a fot deeper and @ lat wider than that.

Next mectiog is temtatively scheduled for Novermber 77 at 6:30 pom,
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Smith Communily Advisory Groap Committee Minutes
Janvary 23, 2006 Meeting
LK. Smith Station

Smith Station Plant Manager Craig Johnson opened the meeting at 6:18 pan. He
welcomed sveryone. Since there were several new visilors lohnson introduced himselt
and what his role s a0 LK. Smith/ EXKPC. Mary Jane Warner, Nick Comer, Hank List,
Phil Osborne, and Larry Morris also introduced themselves and explained ther roles.

I. New business

a. Project and schedule apdades

For the berelit of those who had not attended pravious CAG meetings, Iohnson described
plans for Smuth Unit Mo, [ [ts sister uait, Githert Unit 3 at EKPC's Spurlock Station in
Maysville, Ky., is ranked among America’s cleanest coal-generating units, The Gilhent
Unit 2eceived @ seeond place award from Power Engincering Magazine for coal-lired
power plant of the yesr. [Both geaerate clectineity nsing a clean-coal technelogy knovn
a5 the crrenieting, fnidized hed process. Construction on Smith Unid 1 is scheduled w
begin in Januery 2007, Tohason alse reviewed plans for o reservoir on EKPC’s property
He said some reads mught be relocated, but there will still be access to a cematery on the
site.

b Overview of regional transportation study and legislative process

Stewart Goeodpaster and James Ballinger, branch managers gt the Kentucky
Teansportation Cabinet's Distriet 7 office, gave an update on a transportation study of
Gy 89 They dentificd appresimately 328 miliion in possible improvements 1o the road
in Clark County. County Judpe-Exeeutive John Myers siressed that these improvements
are broken e eight individual projects and funding has not been budgeted Tor any of
ihose projects, although state Rep. Don Pasley is working with other state lewmakers fo
obtain funding. A project that has been funded and is expeeted to be bid for contracts this
spting or summer is replacement of the bridge over Diy Fork and widening of
approxinutely one mile of roadway, The widened read would feature 12-foot lanes and
4- 8o 8-foet shoulders. The new bridge would have 6-feot shonlders. Ballinger said they
hope o complete construction in one sepson. Plans for traffic sigeals have not yet been
determined i response Lo guestions, Goodpaster and Ballinge said it likely will not be
possible {0 complete the entire $28 million in projecis before construction peaks at Smith
satton with about 1,000 workers taveling the road each day, Judge Meyers pointed out
that leaders of other countics Tecognize the importance of these projects and have
forezone road projects in thelr counties o thal money can e used 1o improve Ky, 89,
loknson estirmated that 70 percent of Smith Unit 1's ¢ual will be delivered by rail and 30
percent by truck, Approximately 30 trucks of cuil and 30 1rucks of limestone will be
delivered to the station ench day onee Unit 138 in operation. Foemer committer co-
chairmien Nick Backay praised the work by the Transportation Cabinet, calling plans tor
the bridge *excelient.” He expressed concern shout sehool buses and postal carners
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. Tronsmission updiates

Mary Tane Warner gave an update on lapsmission line prejects that are planned near
Smith Station,

The Smith-Tiunt-Sideview line has been renamed Sreith-Hunt-North Clark due toa
planned substation being renamed. An open heuse for prepesty owners and the
communily was heid in November. Plans all for existing 69-kilovelt lines te be rebuill to
345-kilovoll, EKPC will be acquiring 56 feet of easement in addition 10 the cxisting 100-
foct easement used for the G%-kY lincs. A new substation will be constructed o northein
Clark County near Montgomery and Bourhon counties. Two consultants - Strand
Associaes and American Consulung Engincers—have been hired to assist with ensement
acquisition, EXPC will issue identification badpes to the representatives of those
companies, Constiuction is scheduled o begin carly this summer and continue until
surmmer 2007,

A second tansmission line will extend from Smith Station generally southowest to a now
substation 1o 5e lecated near the community of Bryantsville in Lincoln County. EKPC 15
waorking o identify & site for that substation, which will affect the routing of the line. In
addition, EXFC will be participating in a workshop in fate Febreary w cellect stakeholder
data that will be used o establish scoring (o roule this and futuee lines.

I, Onher business
. Reassess main issues of CAG and futwre direction

Phil Osbazne seviewed a list of topics that had been identificd as priceities by commitiec
memhers nearly a year agzo. He seviewed steps EKPC has taken to sddress each of the top
issues and he asked 1he wroap if the list needs to be updated. Tt was suggested to maintain
an update on consisuction and Johnson is going o do @ manpower load curve, number of
rrucks duily, #ie, Constiuction on the new coal-fired hascload unit {Smith Unit 13 s
scheduled Lo start January 2007 Construction on new eombustion turbines is scheduled
to start April 2007 and be done in 2008, The peak of manpower on-site will be 2008 and
2009 Joknson said.

Permits

The Kentucky Public Service Commission {(PSC) has been reviewing EKPC’s application
for Smith Unit | for one vear and o ruling is expected any time.

An Evironmental Impact Statcment mnst be developed for the entine region.

FKIPC plans o submit an application for aa air permit in March,

Ash Hauling
EK M is not planning to haul ash fom Dale Station w Smith Station this year. Instead,

plans call for the ash fram Dale Statios w be delivered to an industiial site near
Winchestor where it will be used as fill maceriul. Johnson described how fly ash and CFB
bed ash can be mived to cenup like conerete, preventing the psh from wadhing nfi-site.

=
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EKPC is working with the University of Kentucky on possible uses for the ssh,

b, MNext meeting

Mext meeting will be Monday, April 24, 2006 at 6230 pm.

ERKPC eontact information

Craig Johnson eraigJohnsoni@ekpecoop (B39} Tdd-4812
Larry Mearis larry merrizEekpe. coop [(4%0) 527-3138
Kevin Osbotrn kevinoshowrn.ckpe.coap (450} T44-4812
Mick Comer nick.comeri@ekpe.coop {859} 745-9450
Phil Osbosnie pasbomef@preston-osbome com (8553 231-7711
Hanik: List hank. listi@ekpe coop (850 T44-4812
Mery Jane Warner  maryjane warneri@ekop.coop (BS54 744-4812
3
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Smith Community Advisory Committee Minutes
April 24, 200 Mereting
JK. Smith Station

In Attendance

Co-Chairmen: Larry Rapey, Kevin Cantell

Aftendees: Nick Bakay, Bred & Sarsh Condley, Larry & Kitty Harmon, Pam Blackbuen,
Greg Griffett, Joha Vickery, Samich Shalash, Clark County Judge-Executive lohn Myers
Facilitator: Phil Oshorne

EKPC: Crasg Johnson, Lary Morns, Hank List, Kevin Osboum, Nick Come

Project Update

Station Manager Craig Johnson opened the meeting with a project status report on
plans for Smith Unit #1, as well &s five additional sumbustion turbines (CTs) planned a2
Spith Station EKPC has subrnitted an application 1o the Keatucky Public Service
Comrmissicn for o Certificate of Public Convenignce and Necessity to build the new
paseload umit and five peaking combustion turhines, As part of the PSC's review process,
EKPC has submited a meat deal of data and answered questions from the commission,
Johnson saild

In June, EKPC plans to subimit an ai=penmit applicaiion {he state Division af Al
Cuzlity for Smoth §1 and fve new LMSTGE combuston trkines. The application is
expeeted to include provisions for a second baseload unit at Smith Station. EKPC has not
yet sought any other approvals for the second unit, called Smith A2 Johnson said adding
the secend wsil in Hhe air penmit applicaion will prevent EKPC from duplicaling e great
deal of work if lhe secontd upit becomes necessary in the futare, but there are no plans
currently for a second unit.

Bascd on LK PC’s experience with building Gilbert Unil #3 ut Spuriock Station,
construction an Smith #1 15 expecied to last 34 meaths from ground-breaking with EXPC
now anticipating spring/suminer 2007 for consiruction to begin, The wnit ts expected 1o
be online by Fall 2000 ar Spring 2010, Coastrrction on the five addi tional CTs s
expected to last 13 months from ground breaking. They arc expected to be onling in
2008

Waorldoree/Materials Deliveries
Daering work on the Gilbest Unit, an identical wnit to the one planned for Smith

Station, construction workforee peaked al WU workers, o nboul aibworker vehicles,
Tehmson said. That peak is expected to oceur in the 24" month of constiuction of Smith
11 and fast for approximaely six months, He noted that werkforee schedules will be
stapperad to reduce raffic congestion in end out of the plant During Gilbert construction,
w crew of about 30 worked overnight each night, he said.

I addition, he expects 7,700 truck deliveries during the 24-month construction
pericd, About three quarters of those deliveries would oecur during the first 18 months.
Truck deliveries of matesialsfsupplies will average about 10 trucks per day, with a
maximin of approximately 30 trucks per day, notincluding twe 48-hous “mass conciete
pours.” Dring cach of thase two events, 300 trucks will deliver concrete (G pos
foundations Johnser said it is eritical that once each “mass pour™ hegne, deliverices

Seily Commranizy Advisocs Comnimcs i
Mlawdc of £ 28505 sellieg
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contmue unintertupted and trucks are not left waiting 100 leag so that the concrete cures
properly. hudge Myers said EKPC and loca) officizls will work together to notily the
public and coosdinate railic fow during these twn events.

Johason said EKPC s considering establishing 2 batch concrete plant on site at the
station This would cut down on deliveries, although EKPC would stll need deliverics of
materials such as bulk sand and stone 1o mitke concrele.

[ic noted that contractaes will be affered the oplion of haviag materials delivered 1o
Semith Station by zailvod,

Ky, 89/ Trailic concerns

Fudpe Myers said about 328 million in projects to imprave Ky, 82 have heen added
Lo the state government’s six-vear road plan. More than $13 million of these projects
have been funded in the state budget that wag approved that same day by Gov. Ernie
Flecher Because the projects are in the six-year plan, Judge Myers said, they wiil be

. done regardless of TKPCs plans for Smith Station.

Co-chairmen Larry Rancy and Kevin Canirell praised Judge Myers, state Rep. Thon
Pasiey nnd state Sen, ). Palmer for their hand work in securing the fends

Magistrate Pam Blackbummn reported she has spoken to state officials whe indicated
bids will be taken soon fur woik o replace the bridge and improve Ky, 89 near the
intersection with Ruckervelle Road.

Committes member Mick Bakay said he has collected data that indicates a high
murnber of accidents on Ky, 89, He called it ane of the most dangerous | l-mile stretches
of hiphway in the state. Rakay expressed concern about accidents that could cocur a5 a
vesult of the high talfic fevels each day as workers and materials go to and Hom Smith
Station. He said BRPC shoukd delay plast corstruction until road improvements are
completed.

Tohnson pointed out o Bukay that EKPC has supported efforts to see that
improvenents are made o Ky, §9, But, he said, EKPC pever has said it will delay
comstrtetion undil road construction completed. 1 Smith #1 15 not onling in 2010, EKPC's
members and the S00000 homes amd insinesses they serve could be exposed 10
relinbility issnes, a5 well as the high cost of purchased power, he sid,

Judpze Myess estimated that scheduled improvements to Ky 8% would take at leas:
four vears anid possibly much longer, even if work started immediately. Before
conatruction can begin, he said, there is a preat deal of preliminary work that must be
done, incleding an environmental study and acquisition of nghts-of-way.

EKPC plans o take the following steps to reduce the traflic inpact on Ky. 89.

o FKPC will work with fiw enlorcement officials to develop taigeted enfarcement

ElCas.,

= Additional sipnage is planned to identity the plant location amd alert drivers to be

cautions.

e All major constroctice: contzactors wilt be required o make safely issues on the

road a key part of their initdal safety orientation.

*  The construction work 1oree will be staggered 1o reduce tralfic

o Suppliers will be offered the option of transporting materials by rail

*  EKPC s open to additional suggestions and will continne to work with

conmmunity leaders 10 see that these npprovements nrs made.

paniy Adwsery Comaniiioe 2
Manutes of 42606 meeting :
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¢ There are no plans for trucks (o haol ash on Ky, 89 to Smith Station When this
was done in 2005, the ash was weed ac 111 for T sies, lohnson gaid

Tudpe Myers agreed with Bakay's comment that candicates for county shedft should
I concerns about Ky, 8% He noted the sheriff's offics is separate fiom the county fiseal
court He suggested inviting sheriff's candidates 1o fettie meetings.

Judps Myers said he has considered a shutle servics 10 fransport con struction
workers frov & central losation fo Smith Station, thus reducing traffic on Ky, 89, but ke
does net know of a Jarze pasking lot where large numbers of workers could leave thei:
velicies

Larry Harmon asked about the #mount of truck waflic once Smith #1 is completed
Johnson estimated about 78 pereent of the cosl o power the vt will be delivered by rail
and rest will be delivered by trugk, about 30 wucks a day, He pointed out EKPC 1
required by the Public Service Commission Lo operate in least-cost manner. Some coal
from mines in the local region actually would be more expensive if it was delivered by
rail, Johnson said Nevertheless, EKPC i investing in a 320 million unit-teain coal-
handling facility, so Tohason expects a larpe portion of the coul used @l Smith will be
delivered via reit. He pointed out that coal is delivered to EKPC's Dafe and Cooper
shations exclusively by nuck.

Responding to requests from Bakay that frefambulance seivices in the Trapp area be
uparaded, Judge Meyers noted that EKPC's projects at Smilh Station will provide new
tax revenue thai could pay for additional services. e said he plans to ask for a new fire
truck for Trapp.

Fivefambulance services are opesated jointly by Clark County Fiscal Coust and
Winchesier Cily Commission, he said, so the city commission must approve additional
ambulunses and stafting. He pointed ot that providing new ambulance service is
especinlly expensive because it requires not just the cosi of an ambulance buta Iso the
salavies of trained workers to stafl it

Tranpsmission Updiate

Nick Comer updated the group on plans for additional Iransmissicn lines 1o serve
Smith Station. Two projects are plansed:

Smith-North Clarl— EKPC unveiled plans for this project last year, An existing
0-kilovell (kV) transmission ine will he rebuilt to a double-ircuit 345-kKVIES-kV line,
This line is heing rebuilt from Smith Station west to Hunt Substation, then north to i new
substation being ennstructed near the juncticn of Clark, Buurhon and Montgomery
countizs. BEPC ks been acquiving right of way for thes project. Plans call for
consleuction to begin this summer and (o be completed by next summer. The CAG will
be given a preview of this proposed route when it is available Before a public open house

15 held.

Smith-Wesl Garrard —FKPC plans to conduct public open houses on this projesd
this sumaner. The line will tun generally soutlewest from Smith Station o new substation
1o he constructed in Guseard Counly, EKPC recently purticipated in @ workshop to collect
information fiom varions Kentueky stakchelders. This data will be incorporated into @
routing Lol the cooperative uses 1w develop and assess alternative routes. Once this
intormation has been finalized, EKPC will pecform a routing study and conduct apen
houses for the public fo provide feedback.

srmeeh Carrraincdy Acdeissiy Comenne:
Ptndes il 4 MO8 et g

L
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St

Tohnson told the commilies that EKPC iz reguired by the Federnl Aviation
Adminisiration 1o install strobe lights on stacks af Smith Staton. During the day, the
strobes must flash white lights. But a1 nighttime, the lights can flash cither white or red.
He asked which the commitice would prefer. The group expressed a preference fos red
tights.

MNext pecting
The next meeting will be Monday, Tuky 17 at 6:30 pm.

i niact in i
Craig Johnson craig johnsoni@ekpe.coop {850y T44-4812
Lasry Matris Tamry ok pe.coop (B30} 527-3138
Kevin Oshourn kevinosboum. skpecoap (B350 TAS-D41T
Mick Comer nick.comeadekpo.coop (859 745-0450
Phil (e poshar neEpreston-oshor pe.com {859 231-7711
Hank List hank. listi@ekpe.coop {8597 T44-4812
Mary Jane Warner  maryjane wamenfekop.coop (R50) TA4-4812

itk Muvegrry
Idinires 6 d-28-0§ rmeeling
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Lollovnng upsiates on Deo LINSIMESON Droj

L+ ]

a.

2 Croig Johnson provided the following updates on the S ni

Community Advisory Gronp Committee
Mecting Minutes
Monday, July 17, 20
J.K Snith Station Meeting Ronm

1 Mary Jane Warner, manages of EIPC Power Delivery-Expaasion, gave the

15 from Snith Staton

EKPC eecemved cavitoninental approval on the Saath ra Marth Clade County
ansgnisaion project. Abeat 17 miles of the 18-mide project invelres
rebilcding an cxdsting line from 09 kilovoits o 342 kY
Ot of a total of 101 pavcels wnpacted by the project, BEPC has aoived 21
agreements with property owners for easements o1 all but 5 properties.
Thase cases will proceed in Clark Circoit Conet 1o determane the land value
far the eascments.

EXPC has begun to vemove sotions of the olid ling, and hopes to enegnze
the new line mn summer 20K
A second transmiesion line nearly 37 mites long has been propescd from
Smith Staton to West Gastand Connty near Lancastet

About 27 prople attended a mecting held recently in Madison County 1o
grathes pubbc npus and identify significant issnes ahout the propoesed 345-kY
I

- ;

that corcidor i chesen, FRPC wall kkely rebuild thaos
lire nexe to them

Constuchon will Ekely bepin next summes ani last for twa vears

An open house, which will be advertisod m newspapers, is betng planned for
late Angust to gather additions! public input on the praject

The CAG will be given a preview of the preferred wansmigsion cosdos

ot generally follows 2 cotridor eomposed of several existing hnes. 17
¢ linas or huld o new

priot o the open house m August

LK will apply for state approval of the 345 kY hne same time fhis fall
Hased on prelminary teats, BICPC is now detenmming whether the proposed
substation site dor the West Gamard project has any archeniogicsl artifacts

Crhier lecations For she substation are possible f it proves to be a sensitive

arca

Unir &1
filed with

The aie permit on Seaarh Uit 81 12 expeeted 0 # Kenmcky
Diviaton of Ar Cheality n Aupust

This usit is geang o have 10 mect moee Slggent pmission lmits than the
clean coal anit that was pc(luiucd i Mapawille, with selfun dicside epvssions

projected st 20 percent less

Samme il site preparation will begin for Smith et #1 this G5 begin
clearng el cedar trees, sepairing voads and begin excavation onder the
tuehane foundation. The foundaton excavations could involve a Jimeted
amount vl Blasting.

ERPC 15 sill debating whether o1 not to butd 2 ¢
¥ TRDPC decides o die this, 1wl cednce conczete ruck taktic on Irvine
Woad by 30 percon

FKPC hopes to obum the Centificare of Need far Smith Uit #1 from the

acrete batch plant on site

state an the next fow weeks,
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£ The old eoal pulverizers thar ware stozed at Smith have been cot up andd
removel
o LEPC 15 stadving whether er oot g0 build a reservoir costing S18519 million

1o profest apainst a droughi

3 Teesuse past meetings bave mised concems about the Smith project and (s mpact
upon public safery on Ky B9, Co-chaw Lasry Raney prosented a repott on safcty
ctatisties abont the road that were gathered from Kentucky State Palice records

a My BPan Clade County is pat amaong the Kenmicky State Poliee's nop 25
must dangerous highways in the state.
b Ky 8% had one fand accedent during the period frean Jan 1, 2004 1 Junc 30,
2006
¢ Duting the same pennd,
e US 25 {Ceorpetown Road/fichmond Road) in Fayeize
Counry had exght fual accidons,
o Ky 11 in Montgomesy County had seven futal accdents.
A ahm Carter Couney had seven farsl acoidents
[y 15 in Breathutt County had eiphi Gatal accidents

Us 12

inn Asrdetson County had four fatal accidents

A Meady 528 million e prorects o unprove Ky 8% are m the state
povesnmient's sexeyear zoad pla,

¢ Mote than 15 million of those projecrs have been fundad in the sate budget
that was appraved by the governo

£ Haney sud the plant would bring more traffie but he fede it conld be made

ks a safe woad.

4 Chther ssues

Craig Johnaon sand that the sister gesserating unit for Smith #1, the Gilbent
Linit o Mavswille, has been mecting and excecding its ernassion standards and
15 Vdomng very well”

B Clen 14, 2006 a0 630 pon will be the next meeting of the CAG
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Revised

Alternatives Evaluation and Site Selection
Study for the Proposed J.K. Smith
Circulating Fluidized Bed Generating
Units, Clark County, Kentucky

East Kentucky Power Cooperative, Inc.
Winchester, Kentucky

September 2006

Stanley Consultants e

A Staney Group Compary
Engmestig, Ervionmental and Construction Senaces - iordwde
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Executive Summary

The Ezzt Kentucky Power Coopaiativa, Inc., eadquartared in Winchester, Kentueky, 15 2 not-for-
profit generation and transmission utiliny that provides whelsszle emersy and services o itz 16
member cooperatrves thwouzh powsr plant:, peaking wuts, hydro pewsr. and moere than 2,735
cucwit meles of wansmuszien lme EEPC': mussion iz o zensrate and gansmir ensizy to i
member cooperatives whe dismibute it to approsimately 375,000 ratail customers at the lowest
practical cost. To mest the zrowmg enersy demand of 1tz member cooperative: and their
customers. EXPC 15 proposmg to constiuct and oparate two 278 MW chiculating fluidized bed
beiler (CFB) zeneratmgz wuts with the £rst unit expected to be in s2rvics by 2010 and the second
unit to follow at a later date bazad on marker conditions.

The EEPC has requasted financial assistance from the Rwal Utlittes Service (RUS), an ageney
which admmisters the US. Department of Agriculturs’s Rural Development Usihitias Programs.
for the consmueton of the proposed CFB wmts. Stanley Consuliants was hwad by the EXPC to
prepars the Altematives Evaluanon and Site Ssalection Study to meet the requirenzent: of the
RUS Thiz docwment would also suppert praparasion of 2 funws Supplemsntzl Environmental
[mpact Statement requized for the consoucton and operation of the o 278 MW zeneranng wis
purzuznt to 7 CFR Parr 1794, Subpant G (new elect
(nameplats rating) other that fuel c2ll, combustion twbme combined cvele or diezs]l zenerators).

1c gzneratng facilities of mors than 50 MW

The EKPC Intzzratad Eazource Plan (2003), Load Forecast Kepert (2004), and other EKPC data
ware used to devalop and evaluatz zltematives for inereasing powsr ganeration  The
Envirenmentzl Impact Statemen: Falatad to the Propozed J K. Smuth Power Station Units [ and 2
and Transnwszion Lines (1980 Rwal Electification Admintstration) and the ZKPC 200 MW
Combuston Twhme Project Altermatives Anzlysis/Sitng Study (1921 Black & Veatch) were
nzed 1o develop evaluation citeria for =itz altermative: and identification of the praferved =itz for
the propozed twe 278 MW CFB wuts.

sirrhifs2 1850008004 Rev s=d Study-September Staney Consultants
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Saction | mtrecduces the EXPC and the proposed acuon. The fommar of thiz docwmant it alie
provided which follows the RUS outhne (1212003 DRAFT) for an Altematives Zvzluaton and
Site Szlacton Study for 2 new generaton project.

Section 2 provides a buef hustory of the EKPC, idenufies its member cooperatives and the total
number and npe of customers. In addition to the exizting member coeperatives, the EKPC has a
signed azreemant with the Wanen Fwal Zlectiie Coeperanve Cerperation to jom it svatem
2008
- .

Saction ? addresses the pwpose and need for the two new 278 MW CFB zenerating units. EKPC
cunently owns and cperatzs 1657 MW of coal-fired capaaity and has developed 12.8 MW of
land£]] ga: capabiliy. The extsting EKPC purchase contracts m the region include 2 zuarantead
186,900 MWhivear from the Celumbia Basin Svatem of Projects and 36,400 MIWh from the
Lawel Dam feiline. The EKPC Load Forecast Raport (2004) is reviewed 1o tdentify the load
demand forecazsts (mistoric and projected) and factors concidersd in the sconomic model ars
dizeuszed.  The EEPC member cocperatives expect to add appresximaraly 330,000 rasidential
cuztomers by 2024,

Sacnon 4 meludes 2 raview of the existing and petennial capacity zltermztives, The impact of load
management progiams is prezanted meluding baneft'cost mfoimation. Whils lead managsment
and enersy conservaton programs ars mapeortan:, thev de not substanuzlly alter the nesd for new
generatien.  Capacity zlrematves including remewable snersy scurces. distibutad and fosail
fuelad zeneration, repowsring and'or upratmz of sxizing fzcilites and new naEnsmission capacity
are dizeuszed. Selar and geothermal powsr 15 net considerad feasible for the arez andior the
tachmolesy 13 not sufficiently developed. Pumped hvdro powsr would be dependaint on a parter
to ba feasible and would require an estimatad ten years to develop at conziderable risk. Fusl cells
are being 12:tad and evaluatad by the EKPC Research and Developmeant precess and biomass and
wind energy zrs being censiderad as part of the EXPC Green Power Progzram. Based on various
anzlvses, EXPC doss not plan 1o retirs o1 repower any of itz eight sxisting pulvenzed cozl-fred
umts dwing the 20-vear plannmgz honzon (2002-20223. Bazsd on the amalvsis of capacity
altamatives, EKPC zzlacted the propozed two 278 MW CFB wnits capable of buming cozl, dre-
derved fusls, petrolewns and biomass as the preferved zowee for new zeneration.

Saction 3 reviews the site selection cntena for the proposed CFB wuts within the EEPC 12z10n.
The three phased appreach te zite selection ncludes the :demufication of potennal sinng areas,
identification of candidate sites and itz evaluatten The 400 LIW combustien nwbine study
(1991 Black & Veatch) considered 22 potental zites, scrzened these to uix candidate =ites and
identified cne preferred site (CL4/TE. Snouth, Clak County) and one altamate site (MWA-2,
Madison County). The 1980 Rural Electrification Adnumistration (REA) study divided the 1ezion
inte fowr sections, :dantified five potential candidate sites based on screening criteria and zelected
site 53-A (JKE. Snuth, Clark County) as the prefamred zite. Twithermore, REA comumitied to
suarzntez z loan to the EKPC n 1980 for two propozad 600 MW coal-fired zteam electrical
generating wts at the JE. South site, howsver, the project was never built In 2002, the
Deparimen: of Enersy praparad an Environmental Impact Statement for a propozed 540 LIW
demonstration power station comprized of rwe synthesis gas-firad combmed eyele wuts to be

carrrhefs2i 122000 02 040 Rev sed Study-Septamber i Staney Consultants
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located at the TE. Smuth site, however, the partners could not agree on project development cost-
sharing and the project was never bult

Section 6 provides a deseription and location of the proposed and alternatrve sites for the two 278
LW CFB wuis. Basad on information avallable fom previous studies and the emrent location of
ax1siing combusiion worbines on the site, the TE. Smuth Power Sfation 15 the preferred location for
the fwo 273 MW CFB umts. The Joln Sherman Cocper sife and a 500-zcre site near Irvine,
Eeantucky m Estill Comty, cwrrently being planmed for a 110 MW CFB unit, have besn selected
as alternative sites.

Section 7 desciibes the propozed action and component details of the 278 MW CFB units
mcluding a propesed site lavout. Imitial regulatory pemmitting of the project 15 underway, If
permuts can be obtamed, construction of the first umt is expected to begin in June 2007. The
project would require three years to complete constiuction and performance testing would be
axpected in nud-2010,

sornrhifa2: 1250000804 Revsad Study-Septermber i Stanley Consultants
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Section 1

Introduction

1.1 General

hlember cooperative: developed the Zast Kenmucky Fower Cooperative. Ine.. (EXPC) a5 z not-
for-profit zemerztion and Tansmizsion utility with headgquarer:s in Winchests1, Kentucky.
EEPC s purpose 1= to generats energy and fansmit it te member cooparatives that dizhibusz it te
retail customers at the lowest practical price. Today, EKPC prevides whelesale enersy and
services to 16 distmbution cocperatives dwrough powsr plants, peaking wits, hydre power, and
mere than 2,759 circuit miles of ansmission line.

To continus 1o meet the growing power need: of the member cooperanives, EKFC 15 propozmg
the ceonstruction and cperation of two new 273 MW zeneratinz wut: each censiztnz of one
cueulating fluidized bed boiler (CFB). ona nubine-zenerator, one flue zas desulfiwization svstam,
ona SNCE N0, contral svatem. one baghonse. one stack, and z:soctated balance of plan: (BOZ)
squipmeant. The propesed wnits would ba buclt on a site cwvently owned by the unlity m Clazk
Cowmnty, Kentucky. Loeczated on the north side of the Kenmcksy Fiver west of 52 85 and east of
Fed River Road the TK Snouth Powsr Statton, contains seven units operated by the unlity
consisting of three 110 MW combustion twbine (CT) units and four 70 MW CT wts, The
proposad CFB wnits would uze @ masinun of 3,000 zallens of water par munutz and would be
oparated approxumately 8,000 hows per vaar

Iz addition to the two new CFB units, a separate EKPC propesal would be prepared to constiuct
and operate five new CT units (8-12) that would be mstallad in line with the existng wuts. The
propezad CFB wut: would be located to the zast of the sxisnng CT wits on the itz of the
ariginally proposed Units 1 and 2 coal-fived electric 600 MW gensrating umits at the TK Smuth
Power Stanion. The mterconnection of the proposad CFB wnits with the CTs and the EEPC
transnussion system would raquize 3 new 345 kW switchyard and asseciated transnussion lines be
conshuected on-site.

jsimrhefs2: 125000 D204 Rev sed Study-September -1 Saney Consultants

228



229



A 1981 Environmenial Impact Statsment (EIS) for proposed Units 1 and 2 at the JX Snuth
Power Flant site was prepared. subnutted to and approved by the Fawal Unlittes Servics (RUS).
The 600 MW zenerating wuts wers nsver construcied and the preposed CFB units addressed in
thiz document would be located at the same zite. Early coordination betwesn EEPC and RUS
mndicatzs a Supplemental Envirenmental Impaet Statement (SEIS) would be raquired to addiess
uupacts aszociated with the propozed CEB wmts. The SEIS will be based on the Neovember 2002
anvionmantal documzent for the Kenmicky Fronzer Procect that was nevar constructed.

Four Environmental Asseszments (EA:) wers prapared for the existing CT facilines at LK. Smuth
Power Plant. The proposed CTs (3-12) and interconnection with the propozed CFB units and
EKFC :ystem (1o, switchvard and assoctated framsoussion facilities) would be addrassed m =
separatzs EA

The format of this document fellows the RUS owtline (12102 DRAFT) for an Altsmatives
Evaluation and Site Szlection Study for a new gensiation procect. The first part of thus report
addiesz2s the purpose and need for the proposed units. sxanines existing generation resources,
and 1eviews capacity altermatives. Tha second part of the repoat addresses the siting study. scope
of anzlysis, approach. and findingz. The project deseriprion and prefarved stz are dizeunszad mn
some detatl,

Thars docwment was prepared to suppert EXPC s request to the RUS for fnancial assistance for
the prepesed CFB units and 1eplaces the study subnutted in February 2006, Thi: document
would alzo suppert the praparanon of a funws SEIS 1equired for the project puwrzuant 1o 7 CFR
Parr 1794, Subpart G (new slectiic zenerating facilities of more than 30 MW (nameplate rating)
othar than fuel cell, combustion tubine, combinad cyele or diesel gansrators).
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Section 2

Profile of Applicant

2.1 History

In 1941, tintsen nual cooparatives orzamized EXFC wiath an mmtizl loan ffom the Fural
Electrification Aszzoctation (REA). EKFC wasz crzatad 1o provide it: members with an adequata
supply of dependable elaciic powsr at the lowsr price conzisten: with sound business practicas.
This continues to be the miszion of the cooperative today.

After itz meephion. planning and work on the ERXPC svatem was veluntarily suspended durng
World War II. Howevar, at the end of the war work was resumed with an sver-incraazing
demand for elscmicity mrural areas.

In 1949, fowr additional fansmizsion cooperafives jeined the syvstem. Thezz wers joned by two
mere tansnussion cocperadves m 1951 Alse mn 1951, after vears of litization, EEPC was
sranted permission 1o construct a Zeneration and transmuzzion svitam

The firstunc: of EEPCs imitial genasrating facihity, the William €. Dale Station, was completed in
1632, Three more zenerating wuts were addad. with the fowsh complated in 19560, making it at
the time the nation’s larzest plant financed thoough REA wath a total capacity of 172 MOV

To meet the srowing nseds of 1t svstem, EKPC added the Johm Shemman Cooper facility with a
total capacity of 341 MW during the zixtes, and the Fugh L. Spurlock Pewar Station in the lats
seventies with 2 total capaciny of 850 BRIV,

Iz Wiarch 2005, EEPC began operating one of tha nation’s cleanest ceal zenerating umits. This
unit, the E A Gilbarr Unit is locatad at the Spuwlock Power Station. It faamures a clzan ceal
technolozv, a2 CFB that ha: very low emuiszion: and gives the wat the abiliny 1o bwn zltemative
fuels such as tira-derivad fuels and biomaszz. The rwe propozed CEB umirs at JE. South weuld be
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able to bum coal, tire-derived fiels, petroleum coke, and biomass smular to the exsting E A
Crilbert Tt

2.2 Member Cooperatives

EEFC zarves sicieen member distibution cooperatives that serve over 475,000 meters that
reprezent approccimately 375,000 retail customers. Member distibuhon cooperatives served by
EEFC are listed below and thewr ss1vice temitories shown on Fizure 2-1:

Big Sandy FECC Tackson Energy Cooperative

Elue Grass Energy Ceop. Corp. Licking Valley BEECC

Clark Energy Cooperative, Inc. WNolm RECC

Cumberland Valley Electric Owen Electric Cooperative
Farmers EECC Salt River Electric Coop. Corp.
Flemung-Mason Energy Cooperative Shelby Energy Cooperative, Inc.
Grayson RECC South Kentucky FECC
Inter-County Energy Coop. Corp. Taylor Comnty RECC

Ome additionzl cooperative, the Wamen RECC (“Wamen™) 15 scheduled to join the EKPC system
in 2008

A OWEM ELECTRIC H INTER-COUNTY ENERGY M CLARK EMERGY
B SHELBY ENERGT | BALE GRASS EMERGY M FLEMING-MASON EMERGY

EKPC Member Service Territories
Figure 2-1
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2.3 Customer Base

Within the EEPC zervice area. electricity 1s the primary method for water and home heating.
Appreximataly 83 parcent of all homes have electric water heating, and 39 parcent have electne
heat. In 2001, 58 percent of ZKPC': membar cooperative retail sales were to the rezidential class.
Residential customer use averazed 1,143 kWh per month.

The sconomy of EKPC 5 member cooparatives service tentonies valles withm and between th
diffarent areas. The areas around Lexmgzton and Louisville have a relatvaly high amouns of light
manufactuning. The area around Cincmnat: contains a growing munbar of retail trade and savics
jobs whils the sasterm and sowtheastarn portions of EXPC's zarvice areas are donunated by ths
munmz indusay, Towlsm iz an mpertant aspect of EKPC: southam and zouthwestem za1vics
arezs, with Lake Cumnbarland and Mammeth Cave Natonal Fark contiibuting to jobs i ths
service and raiail wade mdusties  Texuls and apparel manufzcnwing empley a sigmificant
munber of workers twoughout the service areas, particularly in the neortheastsm and southemn
porions.
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Section 3

Purpose and Need for the Project

3.0 Purpose and Need

The power neads of the existing sixtesn member distribution cooperatives that form the EEPC
and the addronal Wamren EECC, a distnbution cooperative with headouarters i Bowlmg Graen,
Eeantucky, requira the construction of the proposed CFB generating wits at the J K Soith Power
Flant sit2. The additienzl CTs (3-12) addressed m a separate proposzl are requred to mest
pezking needs and will not dinumish the need for baseload wuts at the site. A 2002 Integzated
Fesource Plan (IEF) documents the need for appromimately 500 MW (summmer rafing) of
additional capacity to be added between 2004 and 20059, Ax additional bazeload umt, Spurlock 4.
similar to the (albert Unat 15 planned to be in service by the summeer of 2009

These additional capacity needs are based cn the EEPC strategy of acqumning firm resources
available zll vear to meet summer capacity needs and buving winter seasonzal capactty to make up
the additional resource demands to meet the winter peak. The long-term reserve margin target
used by EEPC for acquuing resources 15 12 percent. EEPC adds resources to meet 2 mimmum of
a 12 percent reserve margin for the summer peak while keepmg any purchases needad to meet the
winter peak to a level EKPC balieves can be reliably importad.

3 Demand Forecast

EEPC"s most recent demand load forecast (EEPC Load Forecast Feport, September 2004, zee
Appandix E) projects that firm peak demand load will increase from 2,899 MW (actual 2004) to
4,922 WOW m 2022, an anmmal average merease of 3.2 percent. Conesponding energy requured to
serve EKPC member cooperatives is projected fo merease from 11,158 GWh (actual 2002) to
20,482 GWh durmg the same time period, an anmal averags increzss of 3.1 percant.

Some of the sigmficant facters that drive the September 2004 demand load forecast mehade:
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. EEFC s member dizmibuuen svitems wall add approcumately 330,000 rezidential
customers by 2024, This represents an increase of 2.7 percent par vear and ncludas the

Waren RECC bezmnmz m April 2008,

[

EEFC uses an sconomic model to help devalop its demand load foreczs: The modsl
uzes data for 89 Eenmcky counties in 2ix zeozraphic 1ezions. The sconomy of these
counties will sxparience modest zrowth over the next 20 years, The average
unemmplovmens: rate 15 expectad to fzll Zom 6.9 percent mn 2004 1o 54 parcent in 2020,
Total smplovment lavels will nse by over 200,000 jobs, MManufacturing smployment will
merease o 272000 jobs m 2004 to 232,000 jebs m 2020, Regional pepulation will
zrow from 3.5 million people i 2004 to 3.9 m:llion people in 2020, an averaze zrowth of
0.8 pe1cent par vaar

Lad

From 2004 thoouzh 2024, approximately 70 percent of all new heuseholds will have
zlaczic heat Eizhiy percent of all new household:s will have electne water heatinz.
Maarly all new homes will have elechic air condittomang, sither central or room

4 Bw 2024 nanwally cccuning appliance efficiency improvements will decrease reta:l zale:
nezarly 200,000 MWh, Appliances particularly affectad are refizzerator:, freszers, and aw
conditioners.

5. Besidenuz! customer zrowth and local area ecomeomue activity will be the major
determunant: of small commeraial zrowth.

f. Forecasted damand load zrowth iz bazed on the azsumphion of nermal weathar, as defined
by the Natiomal Cczanie and Ammosphenc Adnmemistiration, occuning over the next 20
Vears.

Table 3-1 lists EEPC annual peak demand load and comparss resulting capacity requiraments

with exizting and committed rasowrces. The table shows that EXPC will need 10 provida
approsimataly 1730 MW of additional razowces to serve projected loads by 2017, EXPC -
continuing its negotiztions with native damand load industrial customers concaimmz mrenupiible

service, EXPC has al:o sersaned and desizned a package of new demand side managenant
(DSN) programs. which ars prazented in Sscnon 4.
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Table 2-1 EKPC Projected Capacity Need: (AW)

Projected 129 Total Total Deficit
Peal:s Reterves Requirsments Retource:

WIN  SUM WIN ST WIN  SUM WIN  5UM WIN ST
2003 1380 21013 287 42 2677 2255 2604 2102 73 153
200< 2488 2112 00 233 2787 1,365 236+ 2112 423 2355
2005 2581 1202 3l 24 2002 1286 23658 23500 534 157
2006 1884 2283 22 174 3.006 1,557 2407 230 508 257
2007 2776 2363 333 284 3100 1827 2404 2317 i15 330
2008 1863 1237 ER S 3207 1728 2400 2312 T08 207
2009 2867 2,528 336 303 3323 2,331 2504 2317 g1e 50
2010 3068 24516 368 il4 3436 1930 2400 2327 237 4§03
2011 il 2,699 3E0 324 3546 3023 2504 2317 Lo=2 &9d
2012 3236 2775 30l 333 3647 3103 2504 2327 1.1s5 731
2015 3368 1371 404 345 3773 3216 250+ 2317 [.268 339

2012 3477 1961 417 333 3.604

[

Slé 250+ 2317 1380 039

2015 3583 3052 430 368 =013 3213 23504 2317 L30g  1.091
2018 3682 3137 42 376 =124 3515 2504 2317 1620  1.136
2017 3,797 3,235 4i6  3EE <133 3.625 2304 2317 1720 1.296

Sowrce EXPC

211 Summary of Latest (2004) Power Requirements Study

EEFC's demand load forecast i preparsd every fwo wears i accordance with a RUS
appreved Waork Plan. The work plan detatls the methodelogy emploved in prapanng ths
projections. ZKPC prepares the load forecast by workmgz jomntly with member cooparative
svitems to prepare thair demand load forecazts. hMember cooperatve projection: are then
summead to daternune EKPC's forecast for the 20-year pariod  hlamber cooperatives use thew
demand load forecasts m devaloping constmiction work plans. lonz-ranze weoik plans, and
financial forecasts. EKPC use: the load forecast in such areas as marksung analvas,
fransmission planning, power supply plannmgz, and finzncial forecasting

Eistoriczl and procected total enerzy requuraments, seasonal peak and anmual demand load for
the ERKFC svstem ars prezanted in Tables 3-2. 3-2, and 3-4 The EXPC system 15 winter
pezking with winter peaks more than 400 MW zrsater than summer. Intemal demand load
refer: 1o ERKFCs peak demand wnadjusted for mnterruptible zervice, and net demand lead
vefers 1o EKPCs fom pezk demand, taking all adjustiments into account. Both ars based en
comeiden: howly-inteziated demand lead intervals. Deamand load factor 13 caleulated using
net pezk demand and snersy requirsmments.
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EEFC s 2004 demand load forecast ndicates that total energy requirements are projected to
mersase by 3.6 percent per vear during the 2006 through 2024 pened. et wmter peak
demand lead will mmersaze by approxmately 2,400 MW and net summer peak demand load
will inecrezse by appromimately 2,100 BIW.  Awnuvzl demand load factor projections are
axpacted to remain steady at approximataly 53 percent.

312 Historic Load Growth vs, Projected Load Growth

EEFC has experienced steady demand load zrowth from = meeption. In the early wvears of
the cooperative, growth was rapid due fo expanding fansmissien and distibufion systems
reaching farther inte rural areas. Growth of the demand load was alzo facilitated by the
contimially expanding uses of electricity. This steady growth 1s mmycred by the merease of
EEFC's capactty to meet demand load.

The cooperative contimes fo meet the electic neads of the member cooperatives with a mux
of purchaszed power, hydre, gas turbines, and landfll gas generators. However, coal remams
the most cost effactive, relizbls soarree of capacity. Figure 3-1 shows the lostorie and
projected winter demand load zrowth for EKPC until 2024, Figure 3-2 shows summer peak
demand for the same period.
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Table 2-1 Hiztorical and Projected Winter Peak Demand

Gallatin Steel

Total Internal  Interruptible Cther MNet Peak
Peak Demand Demand Interruptible Demand
Season (MW (M) (VW) (MW
1281 - 22 1,087 0 C T LET
T252-23 245 0 C 245
1253-4 1,151 0 C 1,151
1054 - 25 1,125 0 C 12
S58 - 55 1,029 0 C L23
Q55 - 27 ges 0 C 223
1957 - &5 1104 0 C A0
H 1988 - 59 1114 0 0 1.114
; 1958 - 20 1440 0 C 1444
1980 -91 1,306 0 C 1,20
3 Qg1 - a2 1,383 0 C 1,253
li‘ 2a2 - 23 1472 0 C 1473
s 293-¢ 1.788 0 C 1.788
1 1004 - 05 1,621 0 C 1.621
1935 - 95 1,860 75 0 1,615
298 - o7 2.0 51 C 1853
1097 - 45 1,780 23 14 832
1298 - 28 2,066 108 17 271
1998-00 21682 12 17 2.140
2000 -01 2322 27 17 2278
2001 -02 2235 128 17 2022
2002-03 2.565 108 24 2435
2002 -04 2.612 ar 28 2432

2004 - 05 2.754 35 28
2005 - 05 2.863 135 28
2008 - 07 2,699 35 28
2007 - 08 2085 135 oF
2008 - 08 2623 35 28
2008 - 10 272 135 28
lr’ 2010 - 11 3. 35 28
0 2011- 12 3, 35 28
] 2012- 13 3. 135 28
c 2013 - 14 4 138 26
‘t: 2014- 15 204 36 28
e 2015 18 4.241 35 28
d 2018 - 17 4,488 135 20
2017 - 18 4604 T35 Bl
2018- 18 4,702 135 26
2018 - 20 4023 35 28
2020 - 21 4,050 135 o8
2021-22 5.023 135 28
2022 - 23 5005 135 28
2023- 24 5210 135 2

Source. EKPC Load Forecas: Report, Septamber 2004
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Table 3-3 EKPC Historical and Projected Summer Peak Demand Load

Gallatin Steel
Total Intemal  Interruptible Cther Net Peak
Peak Demand Demand Interruptible Demand
Season (MW) (MW} {MW) (MW)

1582 584 0 0 4
15e2 788 0 0 e
1524 72 0 0 T2
1585 778 0 0 775
B 557 0 0 E57
1667 908 0 0 505
1565 T.055 0 0 T0%5
H 1620 7010 0 0 7010
i 1660 1078 0 0 7079
t 1661 1164 0 0 7164
0 1662 1131 0 0
: 1663 1.300 0 0 00
¢ 1664 1314 0 0 )
{ 1665 T518 ) 0 a5
1656 1520 S 0 252
1667 1.650 10 Za0

(&)
€
1]¢
'ﬁ"'
L

1663 4 17
1669 1,754 4 12 735
20C0 1.841 25 23 832
2001 1,880 118 23 241
2002 2.120 119 23 1,678
2003 1,088 125 205 T 245
20C4 2187 125 28 2,036
2005 2.284 135 s} 2,123
2CCa 2377 135 20 2,216
2007 2481 135 20 2,200
2008 2.830 135 25 2,782
202 2017 135 2% 2,286
2010 2,088 135 20 2,937
P 2011 2174 135 25 3013
T 2012 2,250 135 20 3,029
o 2013 3341 135 2 3,120
] 2014 2428 135 2 3,285
% 2015 3.508 125 2% 3,247
t 2018 2,584 135 25 3423
€ 2017 2.680 135 2% 3519
d 2018 3773 135 2 2812
2019 2,570 125 26 3,702
2020 2,955 135 26 3,754
2021 40858 135 20 3,268
2022 4155 135 20 3,664
2023 4248 135 is) 4,083
2024 4340 125 26 4,179
Source. ZKPC Load Forecast Report, Septamber 2004
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Table 3-4 EKPC Historical and Projected Enerzy Sales and Total Reguirements

Total Retail

EEPC Sales

Tatal

Sales Orffice Usze | & to Members EKPC Office | Transmizsion | Requirements
Year (AMWh) (MWL) Lozs | (AVWh) Use (MWh) [ Loz (%) (AWh)
1890 4984373 5.087 57 | 5285450 4,287 33 34880002
1891 5,385,059 5333 6.3 5.775,388 4,798 34 3028410
Laa2 5,528,366 5242 6.3 5.903,248 73550 32 6,098 308
- 1993 5,200,917 5532 4.0 | 6612687 5028 36 6,860,802
I 1804 6,357,502 5414 54 | 6717850 B34 a7 6,817414
'?‘ 1895 7,122,787 5.711 57 | 7.538452 9,137 18 7,751,950
g 1804 7,575,243 6,167 500 | 830037 B254 14 505,621
I 1997 5112659 6.349 5.1 8.539,022 8505 33 5,850,394
g 1948 5,419,780 6.121 43 8.821,630 7,138 28 9,073,850
L | 1200 9,010,267 6,044 48 | 8472053 8,157 36 0,825,866
3000 9,575,197 6,505 44 | 10021053 7562 40 10,521,400
o 10,006,107 [ 6732 40 | 10426995 8205 X 10,750,900
o2 10,376,541 | 4912 49 | 10813415 B8 40 11,434,830
003 10,717.762 | 4911 48 | 11280295 5287 27 11.568,314
004 11123647 | 8382 47 | 11,683,808 B30 30 12,035,903
2003 11,530.497 | B382 47 | 12122715 5370 30 12,504,284
004 1Le70018 | 8382 48 257702 B4 30 12872473
2007 124200150 | 8382 48 | 13051434 B454 30 13.463,856
oos 14272210 | 8382 500 | 15,033,668 B487 30 15,500,448
p | 20ee 15124774 | 8382 500 | 16037648 5330 30 16.542 462
E 3010 15,651,507 | 8382 500 | 16488405 B382 X 17,007,286
J Ml 16,042.894 [ B382 500 | 16902113 BA23 30 17.433,751
E 012 16483982 | 8382 500 | 173703355 B.ade 30 17914519
g 013 16,833,848 | 8382 5.1 17,843,670 5711 30 18404516
D | 104 7385477 | B3a2 5.1 15,320,843 8,733 30 18.804,493
M5 17823172 | 8382 5.1 12,783,024 5788 30 8,373,012
2016 18271927 | 8382 51 19,256,935 B34z 30 19,861,626
017 18,733,857 | 8382 5.1 19,747.033 5287 30 20365928
018 18,223 508 | 8382 5.1 20,254,674 593l 30 20,900,524
3019 18,738,557 | 8382 5.1 20,806,890 5978 30 11,439,855
300 20,256,022 | 8382 5.1 31,353,040 2,021 30 12,023,701
21 20754203 | B382 5.1 21,880,610 9,048 30 12.566,875
Mz 21266407 | B382 51 22422310 2,11t 30 13115174
023 21,780,314 | 8382 5.1 228835474 9,157 30 13,685,187
2024 21331048 | 8382 5.1 33,548,897 9.:02 30 24.285,700

Source: EEPC Load Forecast Beport, September 2002
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Figure 3-3 shows EEPC histone and projected anmual ensrgy consumption megawatt hours
for 1990 to0 2024,
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EKPC Historic and Projected Annual Energy
Consumption in MWh
Figure 3-3

Table 3-5 shows EEPC lustonic and projected peak demand loads and enerzy growth rates
over five-vear pertods, 1982 0 2021,

Table 3-2 Historic and Projected Peal Percentage Growth

Years Historic Peak Forecast Peak Percentage
(AMWh) (AWh) Growth Year
19821986 Rl ) 156
1987-1589]1 3056 438
1992-1596 3750 6.38
19972001 10024 154
2002-2006 12381 181
2007-2011 16445 4.04
2012-2016 19870 345
2017-2021 22736 2.40

Source: EKPC

Expected demand capacity defleits to 2017 are shown in Table 3-1. Without additional
genaration, EKPC will have a wmter deficit of 1,74% MW and 2 summer daficit of 1,296 MW

m eleven years.
3.2 Planning History
111

EEFC has a long hstory of resource plammng with EIUS datmg back to the development of
EEFPLC s first genarating wuts that went into commercial operation m 1954, All of EEPC
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axisting units and wmts i develepment have been or are expected to be financed flwough
EUS, EUS has reviewed EEPC's load forecasts, resource plans, finanecial forecasts and other

information for many vears.

EEFC 15 cwrently not 2 member of 2 power pool engaged n regional joint dispatch of
generating wmts, EKEPC 15 a registered market participant with the Midwest IS0 and a
member of PIM for the purpose of making power transactions with thoss crgamizations, but
not jomt dispatch of wuts. EEPC has studied membership m those orgamzations and
concloded the costs were not justified to fully participate.

As a regulated utibty m Kentueky, EKPC s resource plans are reviewsd by the Eenmcky
Public Service Commission (P5C). An integrated resowrce plan 15 reqmred to be filed evary
thres years with the PSC and 15 reviswed by comnuission staff or a consultant. A certificata
of public need and a certificate of site compatibihity are required and must be 1zsued by the
PSC before EEKPC can bezin construction of 2 new pensrating facility. The PSC reviews
EEFC's resouce plans, capacity needs, and the altematives evaluated before 1ssumgz a
decision cn the certificates.

3.3 Existing Resources
331 Existing Generation Eezources

EEFC cwrently ovwns and operates 1,657 MW of coal-fired capacity. Tlus capacity 1s located
at three separate sifes with a total of nine genevating unots.

The fuwst plant bwlt by EEPC was the Willlam C. Dale Power Station located on the
Eentucky Eiver in Ford, Clark County, Eentucky. The first fwo units have a net capacity of
23 MOW each and began commeercial operation on December 1, 1954 The third umst iz
capable of producing 75 MW and began operation on October 1, 1957, The fourth vt 1
also rated at 73 MW and began operation on August 2, 1560,

The sacond plant EEPC bwlt was the Joln Sherman Cooper Power Station located on Lake
Cumberland near Somerset, Kentocky., The station has one 116 MW unit that became
operational on Febmary 9, 1963, and one 225 MW unit that began operating commercially on
Oictober 28, 1969,

The most recent coal-fired plant construetad by EKPC is the Hugh L. Spurlock Power Station
sitnated near Maysville on the Ohio Fiver. The station consists of one 325 MW wmit that
began commercial operation on September 1, 1977, one 325 MIW unit that began operating
on March 2, 1981, and the EA. Galbert Umt 3, 2 268 MW CFB that began opetating on
March 1, 2005

EEFPC also has three 110 MW CTs and four 70 MW CTs located on the Kentucky Erver at
the I K. Smuth Power Plant in sastern Clark County, Kentucky.

Finally, EKPC has develeped 12.8 MW of landfill gas capability that 15 marketed as green
power. Additienal landfill zas to electrictty capactty 15 planned for the near future,
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Extsting generation sowces are summarizad in Lable 3-6

Table 3-6 EKPC Exizring Generarion Rezource:

Facility Size (AMW) Fuel Type Capability
Dale Station 198 Ceal Base-Load
Cooper Stztion 341 Ceal Base-Load
Spurlock Statton 1,118 Coal Baze-Load
Snuth Staton 610 Gas'0dl Peaking

Land£ll: 12. MMathane Gas Base-Load

Seurcs: EXPC

232 Exizting Purchaze Contracts

EEPC conmacts with the Southeastern Powsr Authonsy (SEPA) for twe sowees of pezking
capacity. The fist source preovides for 100 MOW ef scheduled pezking powsr from ths
Cumberland Bazin Svatem of Projects. EEPC iz muaranteed 186,900 MOWh par vear with a
menmumm manthly take of 6,000 BIWh and mammum monthly take of 24,000 MWh. This
snersy iz scheduled for delivery through the Temmeszze Valley Authorty disnibution svatem.

The second sowree provides EKPC with 70 MW of peaking capaciny feom the Lawel Dam
facilzty, EEPC 15 guarantesd 700 MWh par week or 36,200 MWh per wear, EEPC 1ecerves
all the energy preduced fom the Lawrel Dam faciline and can reguast the wmit with a5 hinle as
five munutes netification. ZKPC 15 requirad to nm the unit 2 neminum of 30 minute: evary
48 howrs and 15 requested net to lower the lzke level more than 2 inches in a 24-hour peried
EEFPC dizpatches the Lawel Dam hydro-zeneratngz wnit withm the EXPC control arsa.

EEPC renswed its SEPA comtract for 2 20-vear pevied bezmunmz m June 1998,
Table 3-7 Swmmarnizes ZKPC s SEPA conmacts for peaking capacity.

Table 3-7 EKPC’: Purchase Power Contrace:

Source Size (AMW) Type Capability
Cohusbia Bazimn 100 Hvdroelecnic Peaking
System of

Procects

Zaurzl Dam T0 Hvdroelectiic Peaking

Source: ERKPC
233 Existing Demand-Side Management
EEFPC and 1z member cooparatives promote conservation programs: and the cost effective uze
of electneity.  Conssxvation programs are mplementsd and manzged by the member
diztzbution systems. EKPC conzervation programs help reduce electricity comsumption
during all or sigufican: portions of the vear,

EEPC and 115 member cooperative: have intennuptible 1ates that serve to 1educe paak demand
lozd.

EEPC &as one member coopearative that participates i dizoibuted zaneration.
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The followmg tabulation shows the effects of demand-side management.

Program Demand Faductions (MW
Conservation Programs 95
Dhstibuted Generation 4
Intermuptible Lead Contrel 161

334 Incremental Upgrades

Crrrently, EEPC has no upgrades i progress or any projected that would affect existing
capacity ratmgs. In addinen, EEPC cwvently has no plamned or anticipated derating of
generation resowrces below their existing capacity output.

KRR Power Pool Member Resources

Currently, EKPC i not a member or participant in a power peol, but 15 considening beconung
a pool member based on econonue meenit.

236 Tranzmission System Constraints

EEPC': transmission system covers all but the western third of Kentucky. It comsists of
approximataly 2,759 ciromt nulss of lme af voltages of 69, 138, 161, and 345 kV and 5%
normally closed, free-flowing mterconnections with neighbonng wnlites.

EEFC participates m jomt planning efforts with neighbonng utilities to ascertain the benefits
of potentizl mterconnections, which can meluds mereased power transfer capability, local
area system support, and outlet capabilhity for new generation. It should be noted that framsfer
capabilifies are unique fo actual system conditions, as affected by generation dispaich, cutagze
conditiens, demand load level, third-party transfers, ate.

Within the next three vears, EKPC plans to improve the efficiency of its oansmussion system
primanly through transmission line capacity upgrades, transmission line reconductonngz, and
capacitor bank addiiens. These upgrades would exhance ERPC s abilitv to obtain puachase
powar from outside the East Kentucky svstem.

Transmussion expansien plans are developed and wpdated on an anmmal basis. Demand load
flow analy=iz and rehiability indices are used to predict problem areas on the transmission
svstemn. Vanious altsrnatives for mungating these problems are then fmmmlated and analyzad,
The least cost altarnatives, which snswre relizble transmission service to EKPC demand load
centers are then added into the plan. Tramsmussion planmmgz, hke zll EEPC plapmmg
processas, 15 ongoing, and changmg conditions may warrant changes to the transmssion plan.

When evaluating altemative power supply rescurces, the cost of additional transmussion
associated with each resowce nmeeds to be meluded inm the analysis.  Some resource
altematves are sife specific, and tansmiszion plans can be developed for that project. Other
resowrce alternatives are generic wuts, and no site has been specified for a unit. In that case,
an averaga cost of fransmission 15 used m the cost amalysis. An average cost of $30 KW
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(2002 15 bamgz uzed for the wansmussion facilites aszociated with funue EXPC zenerating
unit additions.

The ganimussion facilites asseciatad with the propozed CFB umts at the | K Snuth Power
Plant are cwrrantly under study, These smidies are anticipated to b2 finalized in the near
futuwre, zowever, ne additenal mansmussion facilines other than thoze needad on-zitz (a
substation and lines) to conmaet the wut to the svitem developad for the CTs are expectad.

237 Characteristics of Energy Needs

EKPC has revizad in: power supply plan due to 2 sigmSecant change mn the expected demand
load requursments and an update of the demand load forecast. The cument plan is
decumanted 1 EXPCs 2003 IRP zpproved by the EKPC Board of Directors (Beard) at the
Apnl 2003 Beard mesting and flad az Caze Ne. 2002-00031with the Kentucky Public
Sarvice Commussion en Apdl 210 2002 Tha 2002 IRP documented the need far
approximataly 500 MW (zummer rating) of peaking capaciny to be added from 2004 to the
smmmar of 2009 o meet summer peak demand load recuirements. An additional baseload
unit sinular te the Gilbert Umit would be in service by the summer of 2009, The most
mportant facter addreszad in the revised power supply plan was the addinen of a2 new
member, Warten RECC. 1o the EKFC syitem. Wanen RECC accepted an offer to becoms a
member of ZKPC bezmnmnz on Apnil 1. 2008 and sizned a 33-yvzar wholezale power
agrzamen: on Maw 27, 2004, The addition of Waman RECC 10 the EXPC syvater would have

a siznificant impact on EKPC s power supply plan

Tze prejecied peak demand load m 2008 for the Warren RECC = approsimataly 432 MW in
the wintar and 400 MW iz the summer. Ths Spuleck Powsr Siaton Umt 4 bazeload umit
would provide sufficient bazaload capacity to meet Warren FECC baselead needs when it
comes on-line m 2008, Two of the CT wit are expected to provide zuficient capanity for
Warren RECC peaking nead: including reserves, m 2008, Wamen RECC Ena1zy nead: will
be provided by an mopreved EEPC transmezzion svatem.

Tze EXPC Board approved the 2004 Lozd Forecast Eeport (2004 LFR) at the September
2004 Board mesting. This umportant update of EKPCs demand lead raquitements tncludas a
foreczst of Wamen RECC load begiuunz ox Aprl 1, 2008, EEPC staff met with Wamen
RECC to develop their forecast wsmnz the same methodelogy as the existng member
cocperatives. The Waen FECC faracast was then rolled mio the forecast for the existing
member coopalative systems. Ancther important change n the 2004 LFR i the sumumer
pezks ars lower than forecasted in the 2002 LER by approxmmately 100 MW, and the winter
peaks are shghtly higher

EKPC =taff mittatad a study n the spring of 2002 10 re-svaluats the timing of the baseload
addition scheduled for 2011 :n 1ezponse to the merease mm natural gas prices.  Since the
devalopmen: of the 2002 IRP, natwazl zas prices have risen subsmantially and are sxpecied o

remain at higher levels than previeusly thought. Coal prices have alse risen and becoms
were volails. Assumptions on market prices, fusl prices. and capital costs wers updated for
the smudy. The study was mitiated prior to Wamen EECC committing 1o jomn the EKPC

swaitem and prier to completion of the 2004 LFR, and thersfore, Warren REECC demand load
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waz net included  The results of the smudy indicated thers wa: econonue justification to
advance the schedule for the bazeload capacity addition scheduled m the IEP for 2011, With
the addition of Wanen RECC and completon of the 2004 LFE. the study wasz updated to re-
atfum the results. Spurlock Fower Stanon Untt 4 was assumed to come online Apnil 1, 2008,
A basecase production cost run was made with the next bazeload wt conung en-hne n Apnl
1. 2009, Addinonal scenanos were evaluatad to determine the cost to delay the wur for up o
five yvears. A comparison of cazes indicatad a zignificant cost to delay the wut fom 2002

3.4  Needs Summary Conclusion

The demand load requiremen:s of EKFC and its member cooperatives are growingz and are
axpected to continue to grow for the forezeeabls futwre. EEPC would continue to mest ths need
for this additional capacity thiough 2 combination of purchazed power, baselead. CTs, landfill gas
turbines, and demand s:ds manazement. CFB botlers, such a2 the two wut preposad at tha I X
Smith Power Plant. meet the need for econonucal and snvoonmentzlly acceptable baseload
capacity.
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4.1

Load Management

Section 4

Capacity Alternatives

EEFC and 1ts member cooperatives have long promoted conservation and cost effeciive use of
elacmicity,  This section describes emisting demand lead manazement marketing programs.
Flease nofe that these programs ave implemented and manazed by member distibufion systems,
not EKPC. While EEPC supports member cooperatives with analysis, promotional material, and
other mformation, and EEPC views these programs as part of ifs overall power supply portfolio,
the programs mmpact EKPFC mdivectly threugh moplameniation by 1tz member cooperatives.

Existing marketing programs are listed below.

The total reduction mn system load 15 shown m Tabla 4-1.

Tume-Up HVAC Mamtenance Program.
Geothermal Heating & Cocling Incentive Program.
Eleetric Thermal Storage Incentive Program.
Electric Water Heater Incentive Program.
A-Source Heat Pump Incentive Program.
Button-Up Weatherization Program.

Mamfactured Home Program.
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Table 4-1
Demand Load Impact: of all Existing Marleting Programs
Implemented by EKPC Member Cooperatives

Impact On Total Il?‘{j-?::e?n Impact On Summer
Year Requil'a!:fnts* Peal Pe:ll_u
ALWh) (MW) AW
1995 519 =29 -2
1964 2,102 -38 -1
1997 1.585 -46 -13
1968 1.770 -3 -14
1999 1.6H =55 -1&
2050 I =38 -17
2001 1.320 -60 -18
2002 -514 -62 -21
2062 -1.788 -5 222
2004 -3.271 -67 -2
2005 -5428 =70 225
2005 -74132 -73 227
2007 -24786 =75 -2
2008 9,438 =77 -0
2009 10435 =79 232
2010 11414 -81 213
2011 -12.202 -84 =33
2012 -13.3Mm -86 -6
2012 -12352 -88 -18
2014 -15.343 -80 -8
2015 -16,346 -8 -41
2018 -17.360 -a4 42
2017 -12.387 -97 44

* 32 compared o tarzet marker

Seurce: EXPC
Whils demand load manzgsment and enerzy conservation managemsnt Pprograms s jmpo1iant,
they do not substantially alwer the need for nsw zenaaton For example, sxisiing marksting
prezrams are expected 1o reducs 2017 wintar capacity neads by 97 MW from 1749 MW teo 1652
EOW. Summer peaks may be reduced by 24 MW to 1,252 (zee Tables 3-1 and 2-11.

4.1.1 Benefit'Coze Analy:is

EEPC wilized 2 computer progiam called DEMANAGEER. that was created by the Elecmic
Power Research In:titute (EPRID) m order to caleulate the relative benefit: of exiziing
marketing programs. DSMANAGER iz 1elatively well known and has been uzad v unlites
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for vears to computs a mamix of benefivcost ratios. Table 4-2 below reports two important

ratos the participant test and the total rasowce cost 125t

Table 4-1 Benefit'Cost Raric Summary

Program Pal‘?zi}:ant TRC Test
Aur Sowce Haar Pump Program Inte Naw Eome: 1e4 1.3¢
Aur Sowce Haar Fump Proziam Into Zxizting Heme: 171 0.58
Efficient Water Heaters Into New Homes 2.23 0.7¢
Eificient Water Haarers Into Existing Homes 0.77 1.01
Tunz Up 278 1.82
Sutton Up 244 2.84
Geotharmal, New Homes, Non-ASCH 134 142
Geotharmal, New Homes, ASCH 160 1.56
ETS Feplacmz Electiie Fumace 133 286
ZT5 Replacingz Fropane 114 1.62
Total Prozram Effsct: 1.32 1.23

Sowce EPRIEEFC

41.2 New Marketing Programs
In addizion to reviewing exiztinz marketmgz programs. EEPC znalvzed the following new
demand lead prozram: considared for funws implementation by member cooperatives
* Commercial Lizhting,
* Compact Fluorascent Light Bulbs.
* Demand Fesponse Program
¢ Direct Load Conmel.
EEPC and it: member ccoparatives are cuntently addiessinz the above fowr programe in the

following mamnar

4.1.2.1 Commercial Lighting, MMember cooperatives can offer larzs commercial and
mdusinal customers a commoenrcial ighting option through Envizion.

4.1.2.2 Compact Fluorezcent Light Bulbs. Distribution cooperatives are promoting the
uze of theze lizh: bulos by handmsz them our at annual meeting:.
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4.1.53 Demand Eesponze Program. DMember cooperatives can unlize exizting rate
stuctures with EEPC to approxinzats the most recognized demand response programs.

4.1.2.4 Direct Load Control. Tz ope of demand load management has been
contimousky reviewed by EEPC since 1994 In the past, the benefit'cost ratios wers
much less than onme. EEPC would contmue to maintam the relative ments of Direct
Swstem Management (DSM) load confrol.  Implementztion, however, requires both
EEFC and itz member cooperaiives fo be m complete acceptance and agreement.
Because of the hizh fixed costs involved in this tvpe of DEM there has to be a
commutment by all partias,

4.1.3 Marketing Support of DSM Programs

DSW programs are supported by a wide variery of taming programs, wade ally conferences,
special events, and adverhzmg support matenials.  Programs are offered to all member
cooperatives, with each choosing the combination of materials and participation that best
meets their ndividual service area needs. EEKPC alse provides techmical suppeort for
marketing programs,

4.2 Renewable Energy Sources
4.1.1 (eneral

Fenewsble energy meludes any source that 1 regensrative or virmsally inexhaustibla. The
Enerzv Information Admmistration (ELA)Y classifies wind, solar, seothermal, hyvdropower,
and biomass as renewable energy sowrces. According to the ELIA Fenewable Energy Anmual
(2000%, renewable energy consumption mereased 3 percent between 1998 and 1959 to more
than 7 quadnlhon Bm, accountms for almost & percent of tofal UL 5. energy consumption.
This 3 percent ranewable 13 broken down as 1 percent zolar, 5 percent gaothermal 44 percent
biomass, 1 percent wind, and 49 percent hydroelectrie.

1.5, renewable electricity generation rose | percent betwean 1998 and 1999, Ths reflects a
decline in hydroelsctine generation balanced against growth i electricity zenerated from
other ranewable sowwees. Biomass had the larzest absolute mnerease m generation, but wind
powsar expanded 30 percent in 1 year, while geothermal mereased 14 percent. The five
leading states for renawable zeneration m 1999 were Washington, Califorma, Oregon, Naw
York, and Idahe. As m the past, the majority of renewable generation recorded m Kentmcky
was from conventional hydroelsciiie sources.

4.2.2 ERKPCs Benewable Program

EEFC and its member cooperatives have bacome the ploneers in Kentuekv m developing
laast cost remewable zeneration. EEPCs cooperatives offer remewable power under the
service market of Envire Warts at a premium of $2.75 per month for a 100 k'Wh bleck.
Consumers have the option of cheosing from one block to 100 percent of thewr elactrical
needs from renswable power. For the calendar vears 2002 and 2003, EEPC purchased
renswable ensrgy from a cooperative in 2 neighbonng state to supply renswabls power to 1t
member cooperatives. Durmgz this time, EKPC has also been working to develop its own
renswable power program. Dhuing the past vear, EKPC and its consultant, 5C5 Engineers,
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zve vistted and evaluated ever 15 landzill sites for porential development. Sevaral have
petantizl and mav be developed if azresments can be reachad on electricity pricing.

Cwrently, EKPC has fow landfll gas wo electic projects. totaling almoszr 128 MW of
renswable capacity for ZKPC s current and futwre needs. A fi8h watt 15 undsr construction in
Pandleton Cownty, Kenmucky, EEPC contmues to axplore potential landfill zas to snersy
prejects,  EXPC recaived an exempruon from the recuirement: of @ Certificatz of Public
Counventence and MNecesaity from the Kentucky Pubhc Service Commizzion for the first of
theze projects on December 18, 2002,

As of November 2002, the followmsz five membar cooperatives have remewszble snergy
tarfs:

*+ Owen EECC

* Blue Graz: Exerzv

* Sal: Faver Enarzv

+ Clak Exerzv

* Intsr-County RECC
Other member coopaiatives ave expaciad to bezin offaring renewablz power in the funue.
4.1.3 Tennessee Valley Aurthority Green Power Switch Program

Tae Tenneszee Valley Awthonty (TVA) and local public power compane:, working with
mput from the envirenmental commmity, have crzated a progizm called Green Power Swinch
to producs electricity from cleaner, zyeenay sowrces and add it to the TVA power mix. Green
Power Switeh begzan on Earth Day 2000 and iz expanding to conzumers throughout the
Temneszzz2 Valley az more resouwces for gzneratung renewazbls power become availabls. TVA
offers their green pricing product to customers m 130-kWh blocks for 2z premivzm of 54 per
menth or abour 2.67 cents kWh. An averaze customer using 1,200 EWh per month weuld
pay an extra £32 per menth te raceive all of thaiy powar fiom renswable ensrgy. Curently,
WA has the following renewzble power opuons:
* A wind powered zeneratinz site on Buffalo Moumtain near Ozk Fadze, Tenneszze, that
zenerates about 2 MW of capacity.

* Thirteen zolar svetame totaling 326 KW of capaciny.
*+ A landfill g2z prosram m the starz-up stags.
An update of participation from Summer 2002 shows: TVA has the following participation:
* 43 TVA unlite: offer the program.
* 258 busmess customers subsenbmgz.

* 5514 residential customers subserbing.

sirvrhefs2: 1230000204 Rev sed Study-September 45 Sraney Consultants

253



EEFC member cooperatives have not enrolled in the TWA program because EEPC s Envire
Wans program 15 more econcmical for oustomers.

4.3.4 Hydreelectric Power

Hydroelsetize power has a relatively hugh eapital cost but has no fuel-related costs. Duing
operztion these facilities have mimimal emvirommentz]l mmpacts. Thev create little or me
emussions and can be desizned to mimimize their effects on fizh and wildlife. Howaver, the
impoundments often associated with hyvdveelechie projects can inepact large land areas and
associated ecosvstems. Hydro plants are clazsified as storage, nm-of-river, or diversion
projects.

In EEPFCs Aprl 2000 IEP, two spectfic vdro projects were analyzed. The timing, cost, and
oparating data for thess projects were provided by a developer, and EKPC lured a consultant
for independent review. Both projects consideved wers 80 MW rm-ofaiver plants, which
could supply approxmately 352 and 366 GWh's of ensrgy anmmally. EEPC was unable to
negotiate a contract for power pochase and rights to the project were acouired by others.

EEPC would evaluats any funwe project invelving hydroelectric power on an individual basis
for feasibility and sconomic merit.

4.1.5 Biomass

Biosnerzyv 15 energy confained m biomass such as plant matter and amimal waste. These
replenzzhable rasouwrees can provide snergy in the form of electiieity, heat, steam, and fuels.

Overall, biomass plants have higher capital costs and operatmgz and mamienance costs than
foszil Seel plants. With then lower ouipnt efficiencies (an average of 20 percent natiomally),
their fusl costs are hugher than these of more efficient foss:] fiuel plants. The costs of power
from conventional biomass combustion can range from $0.06—%$0.12%kWh, Co-firing
biomass with coal is much chezper and can hover from almost nothing te $0.04%Wh from 2
project where biomass 15 10—15 percent of the tetal fuel input of the power plant. The cost
of power from landfill gas can range Som $0.035—50.079kWh, depending on the size of the
landfill, finaneing available, and distance from the zrid.

As mentioned mn Section 422, EEPC has constructed four landfill zas to electnic zeneration
projects. These unts provide 12 MW of renewable capacity for EKPC members. A fifth

landf]ll gas wt 15 cwrently undesr constmction m Pendleton County, Kentucky that wall
provide an additional 3.2 MW

EEFC has also completed a test bum coefirmg kiln-dried wood byproducts at s Cooper
Power Station and 15 modifying the stations permut to cofire up to ten percent of this material.
EEFC's Dale Station 15 also obtamung the necesszary approvals to perform a test bum on a
kiln-driad byproduct, and if successful will also modify s permut to contmue cofiring this
product. The emissions from the fest bum at Cooper Station indicated the kiln dred wood
product could be successfully cofired with coal at the station lowering emissions of carbon,
sulfur, and WO
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Cwrently, EKPC 1s evaluanng the posaibiliny of using some saw dust or closed leop biomasz
(fescue) for potentmal use at :z E A Galberr U Ne. 3 at Spudock Power Station near
Maysville, Kentucky, The propozsd CFB umts at South Station would zlse have the
capzbiliniez 1o cofirs biomaszs with coal.

EEPC wnll evaluate anv project wmvelving biomass on an individuzl bazis for feazibiliny.
sconomic mait and envionmental banefns,

416 Wind Power Production

Wind turbines are most efficient at supplying centralized elechic powsr. Electueinty from
wind farms, large clusters of mtercomnected wind nubmes, 12 fed nte the local distmbution
zrid and sold to local unlity compantes. The levalized cozt of wind ens1zy. which 12 the cost
of capital and eperating and maintenance expenses associated with the plant over iz lifetime,
divided by the estimatad cutput in KWh over the lifeume of the plant rangs: from $0.03—
$0.06 KWk (2001, not includngz the faderal Preduction Credit Tax).

According to the Wind Energy Fecowee Atlas of the US. prepared fov the US. Dapariment
of Enerzv (USDOE) by Pacific MNorthweast INational Laboratory. arezs that are potantizlly
suitable for wind energy applicztion: (wind power class 3 and zbove) in Kenmicky are &

sxposed mowntain: and ndges of the Appalachian: (ratad ) in extrame southsastain

Keantucky

In 2002 EEPC commmizsioned a smudy to determine whether the meuntam: m southezztem
Kentucky offsred 2z wvizble zource of wind power thar could become a cost effective
altzrnative 1o be meluded 1 ZEKPC s renewable pertfolio. Bazed on the 1elative success that
TVA has sxperienced at thew nearby Bufizle Mountain wind nuwbine site. the possibilites

locked encowazinz.

The smudy identfied 15 peotential zitzs. They were reduced 1o 10 afier contact: with land
owners. Following converzations with landownsrs zeskmz pernmssion to test thew zites.
EEFC zzlected two munzl tast sites with a2 potential of rwe more if landowner 135u2s can be
1ezolvad. In December 2002, S0-meter t2:t towers with anemometers were erectad on thaza
sites. Readings wers taken from the sites for zix te 12 month: and compared with data
abready collected at Buffalo Mountain to zee if the zite: are fzazsible for wind snersv
devalopmmen:. When this study iz completed, it could provids EEFPC with cost effectve wind
pewar altermatives 1o add o its renewable porfelio.

Althouzgh wind powsr 15 a renswable resource creatng no gresnhouse zases or other
snuzzions, 1t does havs mberent envivonmental conceims. It appears that suitable wind =imez
m Kentucky occur on zites that may be envivonmentally zensitive such az maror flywavs and
could prevent developmeent of this rezowce.

417 Solar Pawer
Solar ensizy svitems use either solar cells or some form of solar collector 1o zenerats

zlzemicity and heat heomes. EEPC has develeped net metering tariffs which would enable
small-zcale applications of sclar energy zensiatton. EXPC. Salt Fiver Zlscmic Cooperativs
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Corporation, and tha Bammhe:m Forest are cwurently plamung 2 selar matallation at the forest’s
new visitor center n2ar Beardstovm, Kentucky, Several scheols within EXPC s service area
have mstalled solar panels.

Solar power has potential 25 a pollution dee zowce of elechiicity. On small-zeale projects it
15 an effective supplement to centralized zemerstion. Howsver, thers are sconomic and
spvironmental considerations that, at prasent. prevent it from baing an zltermative to largs
foszil fuel plamt:.  Ecomemueally it has a high installaton and mamtenance costs.
Envienmentally, centralized seolar projects would require huge muvestments m Jand and
HansmIS5100 [250UICRs,

418 Fuel Cells

Fuel cells rely oz a fanly sumple chenucal reaction 1o gensrate snergy.

According 1o the Center for Renewable Energy and Sustamnable Teclmolozy, fusl cells are
athactive 2t ens1gy 2enerator: because:

® Thev are cleansr and non-combustva, Fuel c2lls smit no partieulats matter and almost
ue MO, and 50:. Whils fuel cells <all have seme substantive CO- emissions, they ars
only 45 percent of coal gensration and 47 percent the amount emufted from the
product:on of snergy using foszil fuels.

¢ Thev have hugh efficizncies when compared to combustion driven genaizterz. Fual
cells zlone are about 50-65 percent efficient, and with cozeneration technelogies, thew
afficiency can be boosted az mgh as 50 percent.

Thav ars extremelv relizble. A fuel cell within an integrated powsr system can daliver
99 C percent relizbility.

Reseavch shows that the price of fuel cells 15 vanable. Depending on the tzchnolezy and
application. the cost of a fuel cell can vary from $50KW—310.000KW (20C0). These costs
veflect the tlhrachold of comumercial viability for each applieation On average, the cunent
fuel cell commeareial costis 34, 000—53.000 LW,

Cwrrently, EEPC 13 Sollowingz fuel call 1ezearch and development with the hope that m the
futwre fuel cells can be a viable sourcs of ensrzy for its member cooparatives

4.1.9 Cogeneration

Frospacive Qualidving Facilites (QFs) may raquest EKPC's avoided capacity and snergy
costz to evaluate the fmanazl feasibiliny of either locating withm the EKPC system or addmg
a QF zt thew existing =112 within EXPC': service arsa. Cuzalifving facilines are cogeneration
fac:lities that saquentially produce electriciny and anothey form of uzaful thenmal exerzy such
as haat or steam used for indusmial, commereizl or metitutional pupeses. A QF must mest
several other conditiens. These rates and the methodolozy used to devalop them are on file
with the Kenmucky PSC. The Cox Intenior Cozeneration Project 12 the first QF facility on the
EEPC svatamn  Cox Intenier 1 2 wood melding manufactwmg faciliny located mn
Campbellaville. Kentucky, that bums wood waste and ganeratas electnicity to supply its owxn
needs and sells exeess power to EKPC. Cox Interior was 2 large powar customer of Tayvlor
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Comnsy RECC with a lead of shightly less than ons megawan The QF iz able o provide
berween ons and one-half to tlree mezawatts of capacity bevond that nesded by the Cox
Interior facilicy to the EEPC svatem. EKFC would contnue to provide updated rates fer QF:
and wrll mcorperate thaiy impacts mio the planning procass as needad.

4,3  Distributed Generation

EEFC has no pendmg or proposed dizibuted zaneration projzcis in development. EEPC 15 not
aware of any fimm plans by any of 1z members 1o develep any new dizmbuted zeneration projeen
i the naar funwe. EKPC has evaluatad small zcals peaking prejects in racent BEFP: but due to the
larzs quantty of capacity needsd. those projects wers net considered economecally advantagzeous
anough te pwrsuz. The concept was to memall approxmmately 20 MW peaking projects uinlizimg
gas-fired Inteimzl combustion engines near existing substations (o mMnINuZe Tansmizsion related
cost. This concept could be used to provide black zmant capability to another zenerating plant.
provide quick stars peaking capacity. or help provide relied for certamn transmuzsion tssues. Whils
nuero-tiabine: have besn propozed to EKPC in the past for small peaking application:, thezs
nmits have generally been hizher cost than imtermal combustion engines. ZKFC sxpect: 1o
avaluate thase projects m the funws based on the need sconomics, and the specific zpplication.
Az mentionad earlier m Section 4, EKPC has four landfill gas zeneration plants operating and one
under construction. These plants range in capacity from appreximatsly 2 o0 3 MW and are
generzlly located m nual locations

4.4 Fossil Fuel Generation
441 Natural Gas
EEFC has saven zas-fired simple cvele peaking CTs in operation at the Smuth Power Station.
Five mere CTs a1e proposzad to be insialled at the site. These Hve umiss, 100 MW zack, are
sxpacied to be in cperation tn 2008, State and federzl approval ic pending. Thess wuits will
be capzble of eperating on fuel oil.

442 Coal

Cwrently EEPC owns and operates 1657 MW of coal-firsd base lozad capacity. Additional
capacity appears feasible at the Ceoper Facility and at Spwleck Power Facility. EXPC has
recen:ly metalled the E A, Galbait Ut 3, a2 268 MW CFB. at the Spuwlock Powser Station near
Maysville, Kenmucky., The propesed 278 MOW wues at Snuth ars zlse CFB. EKFC i
commutted to the environmentally frendly and flexible fnel buming m i new baselead
plants and kas selected CFB tzchnologzy over pulverized coal.

4.5 Repowering

As units aze and becoma less reliable and economuc. or it bacomes apparant that a botler would
zve to be replacad. repowering with different fuel: and'er tzclmolozies could prove to ba
zconomical. Fepowering wuits could alzo be 2 feasible altamative for compliancs with smizsion
resmictions. EREPC evaluated 1ts wmits 1o zee if any appsared o be likely candidatss Zor

=

Tepowering.

The Dale Power Stanon 1z the oldest of EXPC's zenerating facilzsies and would be the most likely

candidate for rapowsring. Cumrently. thers 15 no apparsnt nesd to replace the boiler at any of the
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Dale waits. Repowermnz was considered for Units 3 and 4 a: & compliance option in the Clean
A Act Compliance Smudy”, an attachment to the 1993 IRP. Both units were evaluated with an
atmespheanic fluidized bed optien and & CT'combinad evele opion Nanwal gas pipelines are
located iz the vicmity of the Dals Fower Station. makmz it a vizble fuel altsimative. Repowering
these umit: with zither eption weuld provide relatvely hizh raducton m SO emizsions when
viewed on a percent removal basiz. However, due to the small size of these umits, the relativa
50, removal cost 12 siznificanily hizher for the repowsning opuon than for fuel switching two
Cenmal Appalzchia low-sulfir coal. Thers is limited space at the Dale plant zitz and no adjacent
propersy 15 available for reazonable expancion possibilines. Repowermz the wnit: would 1equire
sigmificantly more space than 1z available at the zitz. For these 1eazon:, rapowsnng was not
conzideraed a feazible altsrnative for Dale

Cooper Power Station 12 EKFC's zacond cldest powsr zenerating s1aton, over 30 vears old. with
Uzt 1 becomeng available for comumereizl operation on February 9, 1965, and Unit 2 en Octeber
23, 1969, Thez2 wuts have been 1eliable and very economical, and cunzently there is ne apparent
need for boiler replacemsant  Thae have been no operaiing problem: to indicatz that EKPC
should considsr ratiremeant or rapewsring basad selaly on previous operations. Beoth Cooper umts
ware affected by Phaze I of the Clean Ay Act Amendments of 1990 znd have had o operats
under a reduced emissions limitation alongz with Spwleck Power Station Unit 1. Tharefors,
repowering these units was considered a5 a compliance option.  The umits cwrently smit
approximataly 2.2 pound: of 5O, for each MBmu of Central Appalachiz medium sulfir cozl that iz
bumed Repowerms could effectively reduce that emission rate to almost zero. There are no
nanuzal zas lines in the Cooper Power Station vicimity. and a significant mvestmeant would have to
be made to maks CTs or combined evele wnts feasible altsmatives. The cost was prolubitve for
theze opticns and thev were dizcarded as 1epowering options. An anuesphence fluidized bed
optien could be faasble. bur ecomomic evaluaton indicated tha: a lower cost compliance
altamative would be to leava Coopar Power Station “as 127 and install SO, serubbers on Units 1
and I a1 the Spwlock Powsr Stanion. The metallation of an SCE wut and 50, serubber has been
considered and appears to be feasible a: Cooper Power Station.

Spulock Power Staton Unets | and 2 are now over 20 vears old. Neither wnit 12 anywhere near
1etizement or needing boiler replacement. so repowsnng would only be a compliance option.
Fuel switching 1= an econcmue altematve for Spurlock Power Station Unit 1. The eld Uz 2
serubber was wmeconemecal to restere and ratum to service, New scrubbers are being insialled on
Unzte 1 and 2. Therefors, the capital-intensive cost of tepowermz for compliance 15 net a feasible
altzmative at the Spurlock Powar Statien

Bazed on vanlous analvees, EKFC dee: not plan to 1etre or rspowsr anv of its eight exicting
pulvenzad cozl-fired wuts duwring the 20-vear plannmngz herizen. twough 2022 Thersfore, ne
comparative evaluation of benedfits expectsd from the propozed CFB units at the JEK Smvth
Power Plant with these of repowening andor upraing exising generzting unitz can be
2stablizhed.

4.6 Generation Partnerships

EEPFC 15 curently not participating i another company’'s ganeration project. However, EXPC 12
cumently Involved m a zeneration parmership or zlliznce with seven other zemeration and
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transmission (G & T) cooperatives callad C-Gen  The pwpose of the alliance iz to seek
sconomically atactive capacity altermatives that sre fzazible for the zroup tut may be dificult
for an mdividuzl & & T cocperative to rzalize on its own. It i unknown if any ganeration
parmership will be fonued to zeneratz pewsr at a ceost less than what iz expacied fom th
preposad project.

4.7 Purchased Power

Consdenng that Warren FEECC would likely becoms a nsw member coopeiatve i 2008, and the
studv on futwe baselpad capacity that mvelved the tming of the bazeload wut scheduled for
2011, EKEC izsusd EFP No. 2004-01 (2004 RFP) on Apnl 2, 2004, to meet the neads of itz
member cooperatives including the addition of the Warren EECC load EEKFPC hred Zner\ision.
Inc., (EnerVizion) an ensyzv services comsultant, to help svaluate proposals from the 2004 FFF
bazed on scononues, ransnuzsion relizbility. creditworthiness. suvivonmental companbility, and
performance suaranizes, Lhe 2004 REP was advertized mn The Wall Smeer Jowrnal, US4 Todav.
and on the Energy Central website. A copy of the 2002 FEP was amailed 1o 2 distnbution Lzt of
approx:imatzaly 70 contact: made up of those responding 1o previous EFF:. indepsndent power
preducers, sturoimdmg unlities, and other miavested parties. The 2004 RFP was zlso sent to over
80 media contacts and was available on EKPC s website,

Thze 2002 EFP requested propozals for baseload and pesking capacity resowces. ERPC:
pezking capacity need: as requested in the 2004 EFP were

Daze Recuestad By Capaciny Amoun:

June 1. 2005 up te 50 MW (DG Projectsz}
Tume 1, 2006 up to 200 MW

Tume 1, 2007 up te 200 MW (zdditionzl)
Jume 1, 2003 up te 200 3 (additionz])

EEKFC - baseload capacity n2eds a5 requestad in the 2004 RFF were:

Date Requestad By Capacity Amount
Apnl 2008 275 MW
December 2008 275 MW (additonal)

4.7.1 Bazeload Rezult:

The altsrnative: conzidered for zupplving the capaciny needs raquested in the 2004 EFP w0
meet EXPC's capacity neads are discuzsed in Exdiubit 4, “RFP No. 2004-01 Propo:zal
Evaluation Process” A total of 38 proposal: were received meluding demand-side
manazement and disoibutad generatien  As dizeuszad m Zxlubir 4 EEKFC: proposal for
Spulock Powar Staten Unit 4 was the best evaluated baseload bid 1o provide for the capaciny
need: of Wamren RECC according 1o Ener'Vision s analyvsizs. In the table extitled “FEF? 2004-
31 Summary of Results.” meluded mn Zxhubir 4. EEKPC 15 bidder Mo, 15 and Spulock Power
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Station Unit 4 12 the prepozal 1anked mumber one bazad selely on econenuies. The zzcond
ranked proposzal 1z for Spwleck Power Station Units 4 and 5. The proposal for I K. Souch
CFB Uwmit | was the propozal ranked thuird  Evaluanon eriteriz meluded pricinz. dming.
conuuercial temms, and performancs secwniny measwes. Purchased powsr 15 not the solution
to ZKPC s long-term energy neads.

4.8 New Transmission Capacity

There are phyaical fransmissien constraint: that prevent ZKPC from receiving adequate
sensration capactty from cutside sources. Through the RFP process, EKPC has determuimed the
mest sconomical zltemative for thew eustomers iz zsli-build generanion rather than buld
fransmission to obiain power fiom outside sowces

4,9  Capacity Alternatives Summary

Of the altamatives dizcussed. solar power 15 not being conzidered for further evaluation because
of meufficisnt existmg technolosies 1o ba cost competitive in the near funrs. The pumped hydro
project would have requirsd a parmer to be feasible, would take ten vears. and would mveolve a
constderable amount of nzk. It was not meluded for finther svaluation, howevsr, ERKPC iz
mterested in anv hydroslzetize project proposed that is feasible and has 2conomic meart

Fuel cell projects arz bemmg testzd and evaluzted by the Fessarch & Devzlopment Froce:s at
EKFC. Biomazs (wluch meludes land3ll za: to zlecoic) and wind ensrzv are cwrently bemg
avaluated and comsidered ac part of EKPC s Green Power Prozram. The remaining capacity
options evaluated to deermine the bast combmation of resources to supply EKPC's funue need:
ware:

*  Combustuon Twhines

¢ Combimed Cyeles

* Fluidized Bed Boiler Ut
*  Duismibutad Generztion

o Intezrated Gasification Combined Cyele (IGCC)

The IGCC gasificaten procsss "cleans" haavy fusls and converts them imte high value fuel for
zas twebime:. IGCC echnolozy can satisfv 2 wide rangze of cumpur requiremeant: fdeom 10 MW e
more @man [ GW, and can oe applied i almost any new or re-powsring projsct where solid fuels
are available. Thiz method of zeneration unlize: a varisty of fuels, such a: coal. pet coke, cil, ar
biomass producing fawer amizsions than conventional coal Zaneration altematives, however it has
a conciderably higher cost,

IGCC technology was evalnated by EXPC a: an option for bazeload zeneration at Smuth Station.
EEFC determined the tecimolozy, whele promising, did not provide the availabilin: requured for
its baszload neads. It was zlio determined that IGCT would be much more expansive to buld
and mantain than the selected option. EKFC will connmus to svaluate thiz technology for future
bazeload needs.
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CEFB tacimolozv has emerzed az an envirommentally acceptable techuelogy for bummgz a wids
range of solid fuels to zenerate stz2am and =lecmicity pewer. CFEB. zlthousgh lezs than 20 vears
old, 12 a manwe technolegy with more than 400 CF3 beilars m eperation woerldwide, ranging
from 5 MW w0 250 3W . Electnic unlities must svaluate diffsrent technologies that will nihizs 2
wide rangs of low-cost schid fusls, reduce emissions, reduce lifs ovele costs, and provids 1eliable
steam ganeration for elecnic power zeneration. Therafore, CFB iz often the prefarved techuclozy.
Even theugh pulverized ccal (PC) fired botlers contnue to plav 2 major role worldw:ids, they
have mherent 13:ues such as fuel mnfleabilizy, environmeental concems and hizher mamtenancs
coztz. EKPC haz chozen CTB technelozy for the two new Snouth wuits 1o take advantags of iz
low emussions, reliability, and fuel flexibiliny.

EEFC zzlactad two 278 MW cwenlating fludized bed botler wats capable of buing cozl, ure-
denved fuels, peooleum coke. and biomass at the TX Smuch zite. The . K. Snorth wees feature
clzan coal rechnolozy pamemed after EXPC: 2. AL Gilberr Unit at the Spulock Powar Station.
ons of the nation’s cleanest coal genarating wmits.
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Section 5

Siting Alternatives

5.1  Scope of Siting Study

EKFC 15 propozing 1o buld cove 278 BIOW CFB wuits mn or near 1ts zarvics area. Unit 115 sxpected
to zo on-lme m 2010, with 2 second wmut follow:ing at a2 later date. The wut 15 considered a
“elean-coal” fzcrliny wath muncmal air emissions. The wait would zlzo be able 1o unlize pencleaum
cake, tira-darived fuel. and biomass altemative fuel sowces.

Crtical zuppert facilities for the propozed CFB wmts include:
¢ Transnmussion
* Wasta Dizpesal
¢ Water Supply
o Tiansportatien

Thus siting analysic addreszes the proposed 278 MW CFB unit: ouly and anv other generation
projects such as additionzl CT umits at the I K Smith Plant are diseussed 1z separats documents.

5.2  Study Approach

Over the past sevarzl vears EEPC has conducted several site celection studies for new ganeration
facilitie: and supponting tansmisslon lmes. These smidie: gensizlly follow the thuee phaze
approach suzgestad by the RUS “Guwde for Preparinz the Altematve: Evaluation and Sits
Salzction Study for New Generation Projects.” Twe smudies in particular would be used a5 2 baszis
for the selection of a prefermved and alisinate zite for the two proposed 278 MOW CFB wiss. Theze
studies are:

¢ “Epvnonmental Impact Statament Falated to the Fropesed TE. Smith Power Statten Units
1 and 2 and A-socizted Transmission Limes,” Fawral Electrification Admunistration, 1980
The 1980 EIS 15 found in Appendix A of this rapert.
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# “Fast Kentucky Power Cooperative, Inc. 400 MW Combustien Twhbine Froject
Alternatives Analysis/Siting Study,” Black & Veatch 1991, The Black & Veatch report is
found in Appendix B

The 1980 EIS used a two phase process in identifving sites. Phase 1 mcluded the following:

* Devalopment of objectives and site reguiremants
# [dentification of regions of mtsrest

* Identification of candidate siting aveas

# FEvzluation and selsction of siting area

# [dentification and evaluahon of potential sites

* Coneclusions and recommendations

Phzze 2 of the study used the followmz steps:

* Scopmg meeting with regulatory agencies

* Idennfication of altemmative sites

* FEvzluation and selsction of proposed site and favorable altemmatives
* Conclusions and recommendations

The 1991 study used the three stage approach n sslecting a preferred and altarnate sita.

# TIn Stage ] available siting aveas were determuinad,

# Sizge 2 1dentified tentahve zite locations then potential sifes within the available siting
araas.

* Stzge 3 consisted of selecting 2 prefervad and an altemate site

Even though the fwo studies differ slightly, one for a gas-fired unit and one for a coal-fired
facility, the sitmgz requirements are much the same  Both require water supply, fransmmission
access, proximity to transportation facilities, favorable topography, and similar elements
mcluding a flood-fize site. Therefore these previous studies form the basis of the site salection
study for the proposed fwo 278 BOW CFB umits are summanzed below. Additionzl mformation
regarding sitmz methodolesy and process may be found in Appendices A and B of this report.

53 Phase 1 ldentification of Potential Siting Area
531 Study Area Definition

The area imvastigated for siting these proposad umts 15 defined as the arez within or near the
EEFC zarvice area. Figure 5-1 shows the study area. The area contains abumdant resources
for CFB wmits meluding fuel, railroads, and altemative sovrces of water. Baszed on these
constderations, previous siing studies, and the expectation that surtable sites exist within the
siting region, investigating a larger avea was not considered.
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£3.2 Sidng Area Evaluarion Crireria
Evzluation eritaria usad m the mwo previeus studies (1980 and 15917 avs found i Table 5-1

5.3.3 Identificadon of Potenrial Siting Areas
Table 3-2 shows petantal siting area: Jom the two studies. The 1920 study 1dentified areas

whle the 1951 report showed tentative site locatons.

5.4  Phase |l - Identification of Candidates Sites
241 Approach
Candidate areas or sites were seresned by persons expenenced in ziting studies. Potential
locations n the B&V smudy were 1educed from 22 to 8. Five locations smergzed for Surther
study in the 1980 EIS (Table 5-3).

Sites were evaluated usingz critenia found in Table 5-4, The 1991 study raduced the number

of sites to four following svaluation.

csorrrhifs2: 12500002 08 Ray sed Study-September 4 Staney Consultants
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Table 5-1 Siting Area Evaluation Criteria

1980 EIS
Fuel Sources - Aveas within approwimately 80 kilometers (30 nules) of primary coal produemz arezs.

Proximity to Demand Load Centers - Areas in the eastem sactor of the EKPC service area based an
distmbution of power demand within the system, lecation of existing genmeration capacity, and when
considerad jointly with fuel supply.

Water Supply - Land within 16 kilometers (10 mules) of rver sagments with reservoirs or averaze flows of
at laast 500 ofs.

Prozimuty to Rallroads - Areas should be withm 16 kilometers (10 miles) of ralroads.

Excluzion of Nationzl Parks and Forests.

1991 B&V Study
Natural Gas Pipelines - Pipelines with 2 mimmum diameter of 36 centimeters (227); areas within 16
klometers (10 milas) on each side of the pipeline.
Transmussion Lines - A 32 kilometer (20-mule) wide conider along an EKPC 65 kV transmission lme or
largar; transmission line comidor must be within the gas pipeline comidor.
Water Resouress - Surface water with a 7-day low-flow, 10-vaar fracuency discharge of .36 cubie metars

(20 cubte faet) par sacond or greater; a 32 kilometer (20 mule) wids comdor along the water sowrce must
fall within the combined pipeline and tr corrdars.

(eological Factors - Areas of ngh Karst/smkhole potential within the combined zas pipeline. fransmission
line, and water rescurce cormidor were excluded from consideration.

Source: REA, 1980; B&V 1591
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Table 5-2 Potential Siting Aveas

Identificarion of Siting Areas

be within spproxlwately B0 kilometers
(%0 milce) of prisary coal producing
arcas Lased on the potentisl advantages
of trock dellvery uf coal to a site lrom
ines 10 esstein hontucky,

= Araas

EKPC survice arca based

supply.

Froafmity 10 Mater Supply = Areds
ghould be within 16 kiloseters (10
wlles) of river sugmmnts with
resarvolrs or with snnudl average
[lows of gt least 00 cls.

rusds = Aress
16 ki loscters (10

Ly of Fuel Sources = Areas should

wotor of the
n the distri-
bution of power desand within the sysies,
location of existing genersling capacity,
and when consldered jolatly with fuel

Site Ares sed Availability - Tha site
should have st lesst 20-40 hectares
(30-100 acres) for each 600-M wnic
and allowacces for construction lay-
down, parking and bulfer. The site
should alsc be availsble for
scheduled atation development.

Fuel Supply - Proximity to fuel
sources, sccesaible to railrosds;
mavigatle watervays, or major
highways for fuel delivery, site
should accommodate B0-%0 day
wupply of coal.

Mater Supply - Sit culd have
sulficient water (o meet pesk
demand of 15 cfa and annual
average demand of 10 cfe for
each E00-MW wnlt, water quality
sbould be sultable for plant use,
site shoald be proxisate to water
source, site should meet vater
supply related regulations.

Trensporcsticn Access = Site
should be near heavy duty roads,
railroads, barge access ls
advanlageous.

CARDIGATE BITI AREAS

Source: REA 1980, B&V 1991

Combustion Turbine Project

1931 B&V Smdy

Site Locations 400 MW

County Number of Site Loca
Barren 1
Adair 2
Taylor 2
Cazey 2
Garrard 2
Madizon 3
Clak 3
Powell 1
Rowaa 1
Creenup 2
Buacken 2

Caroll
Teul

Sl & e
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Table 3-3 Tentative Siting Areas

1980 EIS

Evaluation of Siting Areas

Mater Supply = A potentially sultable

ares mubl hive 30 sdequale valel
sgply.

decennfbility = K sfting ares should
cont s railroad and highways
capable of carrylng huavy loads.
Froalmity ta & vatervay navigable

Trasemisston - Site ahould be near load contens,
exlatleg Crasamiasion facilitien and free of
tracaadsdion laterfenence.

e B .
The metesrology and existisg anblent alr
quality of o aite sbould esable relatively
wcanmic eomprruction of & staties with

by barge 19

= Sitiag ares proximity
1o major coal producing cowmtles 13
conaldered advantagross.

Froataliy to Load Centers - Siting
ared preximity to projeceed losd
cunters of DKFC mesber cooperatived
s conaidered favorable.

al tibLliey = A
alring area should be eaviroomentally
accessible, particularly with respect
ta alr quality, land use and
wee. Katlonal aed State parks,
fercszs, and other designated wie
ateas are excloded [rom sltleg
conaideration.

sble fwpaces o2 alr quality.

1 = & #lte within as hour's
commute of a2 wrban anes le cousldered
wivaslagrous,

teal Char - s
O bave lov reliaf
eanite 4sd surrounding, Siatorleally lov
weimalclty, copetest bedrock ceds the
werbuce, aad oo adverse flocding.

Sine Uas Blaplacessst « dn encellest site
Would 6ot be In current ube, have lov
potential lor sanindestrisl developmest,
snd provide marginal Nasirat for fiss
wad vildlife,

at rews =
The aite ahould nct bave theas Lrpariant
reagures which weuld be loat by slie
devalopment,

) s
| VAT B ON
8 ik 2 ]

A \-‘\;':\—;..":"."-“}-&,_ -4

e S, _'x.:‘.- -

1991 B&V Study
Scare: of Tentative Site Locations
Teutative Site Location: County Score
AD- Adax 1
AD-D Adan ]
BA-l Banena 3
BR-1 Barcken 4
BR-1 Backen 4
CA-l Casev ]
CA2 Cazay 3
CL- Clak ]
CL2 Clak 1
CL3 Clark ]
CR-1 Camoll 4
GA-l Ganard 4
GA-2 Ganard 3
GN:1 Greenup 5
GN-2 Greenup ]
MA-1 Madizon 1
MA-2 Madison ]
MA3 Madison ]
PO-1 Fowell 1
RW-1 Rowan 1
il Tavex 1
IV Tavior 3

Note: Each site location was grven an alpha-numenic designation cousisting of a
two-letter code prefix for the county i which the site 15 located

Mz:rgﬂl?gr_—g/
- Ic

Wil -

BT R A LOOATHON RELATIVE
ToRITeR T 8

Seurce: REA, 1980, B&V 1991

b

samehcfs2 12500 D2 04 Revsad Stuoy-September

9

268

Staniey Corsultants




Table 5-4 Site Evaluation

1991 B&V Study
1980 EIS Potential Site Evaluation $ ¥
Criteria Evaluation Scores of Potential Sites
Identification of Alternative Sites Cuidelines
Site Ares snd Topography - A nl:llli it “:'“ Growp  Site Sl Site Site Site  Site  Site Site Mavienm
:’:u‘;"::l:ra:mu:lrw:«x* :m':m“u- Weight AD-1  AD2 TVl MAl MA2 PO1 CL2 BW-l  Possble
ting walt. ‘ L
Prouimisy to Mater Supply - A potential slte
sheuld be relstlvly close to the Rentucky Egviroamentsl 3 155 211 w00 220 180 ERL
River.
xin| 5 Lo and B - Eaginesning 56 g 331 411 397 48 452 384 383 5.60
A potentisl site should be reletively clese to
e owem i sscors nep . 1he Costs 3OL3 130 1o 186 1p4 106 14 1M 130
alte.
Toral Score i a8 744 733 TRy TER TR 67T 100

Alr Quality - Te slalaize potential sir qualicy
plume inpact, o potencisl sice should be located
s areas whlch are not surrounded by elevatioss Rank 3 - 3 5 1 3 6 ' .
#ignificanely higher then the sssemed height of
the cooling towers andlor siacks.

Recommended Sites Yo Ne Ve Ne Yoo Yo No Ne -
Flood Petential = A potentlel slte should be

situated sbove & flood plale to lalze the
probless of diking and constrestiien of flow,
whiich may cause flooding upstress.

. S e e fmlUMnSS __Imlee _____ Gediletiey Sl fe
LE e Gk BgbE BmEMDe WAL TaeOMeL @l BOiGn™' lesleoees) KT Debieert
I T I ' ' e ] L TR
LS o EED B RS g smiee
1. i3
vater Supply i, 3
Teansportation Mogess
anzeivs lon
Wl 3 3 1 i LA By urwaky TR (D i)
LTS Calnet e el wljaceal 1s
Scanlon Staffing e, Gt i Bite €0 ()
AL e L R LI )
St al Charscteristics :(m.. w ..
A 0] £l
ol na ¥ L} i Hwa Y tracky (8 Ll
Besources Ilﬂr‘ Clay ey =nl-a.' o-.:.-:"
Tiw. Snatlen Ss.
Ale Fraftic Safery gy
e wlee
Solid Waste Uisposal
waiter O al
s o of Dhlie LR ' 3 ' Gee BN by et % (8 Dl
Peblic Fectlits Wewt mailes Gty 8 L. Gempeanser
aad Servle Lane, ] Bakion W,
= Hal L st e
" te Sta e site. e
commen 1y
e (":: = et Kasters Traneniesbie Corparaticn e
Seurce: REA, 1980; B&V 1991 LRI bt o

T TR O A e Sty Septet = Tty e
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5.5  Site Evaluation
Potential sites were further evaluated.

£.5.1 Selection of Candidate Sites

Based on the scores found m Table 5-4, the following sites were selected as candidate’s sites
in the 1991 Study:

RA-2 - Madizon County
AD-1 — Adair County
PO-1 — Powell Commty
TT-1 = Taylor County
The 1980 Study 1identifiad the followang candidate sitas:
Site | — Lee County
Site 2 — Lee County
Site 3 — Breathit County
Site 4 — Breathut County
Site 5 — Estill Coumsy
Site 34, the T K. Smith site in Clark Cownty was added for finther evaluation,

£.5.2 Selection of Preferved and Alternate Sites

The four candidate sites in the 1991 Study were combmed with EKPC s existing Somth (CL-
4 and Spuwrlock (MS-1) sttes fo foom the list of final candidate sites. These sifes wers
mvestizated fo defermime which sites could most advantagsously be developed. This
mvestigation considerad environmental factors, engineering factors, and the economics of site
devalopment The final candidate sites from the 1991 study are showm in Table 5-4, The TE.
Smuth Site was addad to the five sites considered m the 1980 EIS (see Table 5-3) as the base
caze, Cost estimates from both repeats are found m Table 5-5.

sirnrhifs2: 1850000804 Revised Study-Septernber =48 Stanley Consultants
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Table 55 Site Evaluation

1980 EIS
Supplemental Considerations

M&M‘ $ites wvere evalusted for
the hility of scquiring the aite sres and for
amy potestial coafliccs with development plass by
wthars.

Alr Pullution Comtrel aed Alr Quality Inpwts - &
potsntlal slte's stotlon anlsions should nat
wialats KIS andfor couse the spplicable F32
Ancremeats to be eacended.

wﬁ “I‘“I'll — tovorable whare

be [evest samber of

Land Use snd Hyter Uss Compatibilicy - I sdditice te
asathatic, aquatic ecology and swrrounding lasd use
compatIbLLiey, & site should ales be coapatible vith
anlsting snd plasned lasd uses for the site sres, aad
soaleg ordlnssces.

Eonsteuetion m! m]uu{;; = Labor marken saslysis
vas conducted to detarmise if the svailable labor

supply within comsuting discasce of o site wae
for masgowcr

farm and noafars resldemces, farwe, lodwtrial aed
commercinl waerpiiscs would be relocated.
babitat snd enden-

ME

=

. ]
A b Y Y
2 W EL L Sy

b
ot
e

e

e

SITE B A LOCATION MRELATIVE
TOBITES 16

Seurce: REA, 1980 B&V 1951

TR TER00 U LR PV sed Study-Septeber
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Table 5-% Site Evaluation (continued)

1980 EIS 1991 B&V Study
Comparative Differential Site-Related Development Costs (51,000) Differential Site Capital Costs
Povail Adals i Tayler Lack salth
Siee ) Site ]l Sive ] Site & Sive 3 Stes d-a Capital Cost Componsst w01 AD-1 e e ":—n cL-d
Central Censrating Compl 900 W LW § R0) 8 (1990) ER Tt
Laod B0 W0 530 630 470 Dase Land Muisitica 10,080 400,800 159,000 110,000 Bane B
Gradiog 350 340 Baze 1,250 e 1,45 Electrical Tracsnisslon 1o880.000 4,000,000 Bape  0700.000 15,800,000 409,000
Eosd 1% 1,100 Baze m 100 150
Railroad 1,00 1000 Base 1,760 1o 1,088 Becens hoads 0,000 150,000 138,000 50,000 Rase 0,000
Flosd Frotection . . Base " 660 Base
Subrotal 1950 2,470 Base 1,320 " 2,35 Gas Depply Fljsline Base Bare BT ] mase LY, 999,000 Basa
water Plpeline 1,010,000 §70,000 00,000 1540, 000 Base Base
sater &
Hpter Supply Site Develogment
Clearing § Grotbing 00,000 50,000 10,000 Bane
sk 130,08 316,090 139,000 18,608
Lot " " ® 1 1M dese Pencing 0,000 100,800 8,000 0,
Clearing and Das 150 3,10 1,630 4,270 Base 0 Fiald Labor Adjsstaest 1,000,000 Base 1,004,000 Base
Pipeline &0 660 Base M0 1,200 660 - . R
Subtotal Base 2,700 1,180 £,420 1,000 30 Total Capital Cost S.400,000 4,790,000 6,770,000 39,550,000 3,360,800
Solid Vasty Dlspoasl
Resarvolr
Laad Base 1 50 0 10 50 Differential Site Operting Costs First Year Extimated Annual Conrs
Clearing and Dan 1,690 70§08 3,110 12,920 Rase
Pipelioe 840 Base 260 a0 870 o Posa] Adwir Madison T i
ayler Spur lock Saith
Subtotal 10 610 1120 3,550 13,480  Base Operating Cost Component FO-1 a0-1 - =1 L3 -4
16,300 18,000 19,500 74,800 3,500 2as
* Yy (1990) Wy (190) Sy (1990) &y (1990} $iy (1990) Sy (1990)

11,690 21,080 19,090 33,430 16,040  mass

Electrical Transmission

Losses 2,000 19,000 0,000 Base 15,000
MOTES:  *Flood protection would be prowided by the railrosd spur embankment. Matural Gas Supply 62,500 Base Base 62,500 112,%00 62,500
**Flocd protection would be provided by the sccess road embankment.

001 Swply 430,000 430,000 430,000 430,000 430,000

Hakeap Water Base L L Base LI

Tatal Operating Cost 514,500 484,000 430,000 §12,%00 12,50 507,500

Sewrca: REA, 1990; B&V 1951
1 Zanley Consutants
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Table 5% Site Evaluation (continued)

Sammary of Site Specific Concerns

1951 B&V Study

- Summary of Stage 3 Analy:iz Bae
: Evaluation for Final Candidate Site:

Reletive Favorability Asseasscntt
1!

Froad derat bl — H

Comparison Crnatgerations

Fael Suoply A i a i " 5 Group Site Max imum
Watee Supply ¥ " 5 [ A A Criteria Group Meight TY- - - - CL-4 - Possible
Tracapertation Ascedd L] L 1 c B ] —_— _— _— _ e _— —
Traamiasie : 2 ) ¢ N N Environmental 48 3.5 4.01 4,10 3.79 4.39 3.4 4.80
‘:::;1 Charseruluiicn . . . ‘ . . Engineering 15% 1.03 118 119 1.26 1.29 0.92 1.50
Arekseaingieat ¥ Kiacorical s h e aa Capital Costs  25% 2.8 2.38 2.43 2.30 2.50 0.00 2.50
A T e S-SR S-S Dperating Costs _12% 0.53 0.60 0.80 0.5 0.5 0.60 1.20
MLALCWREET FhEReRad € A A a A & - - - S

oty ey ot 4P . Total Scores  100% 7.42 8.17 8,52 1.87 8.74 6.26 10.00

Facilitich & Gorviese i 2 L) A a4 A&
Eltimste Seation Development ) A
sigpplemental (onsléeratlons
Al Avea & AwallabiLiiCy 13 B L] n C A
Mr relletlen Coscrel & L] L & [} € a
air Guaiiny Tapesis
2lte Use Displacement
Land Use € A A ® A
wldiife B 13 3 € A &
Pylee & Dnfqus Ferulasd l4 L] n A ] A
Land Tvw & Water fas Compatidylity
Lang Lee Aesthetlcs ] A A c ] a
Aquacic Ioolowy ] [ < A a a
Cousliwction Labor Avallability B [ 4 3 A A
Ceastruction Vorkfoves Commsity
i B € € 4 ) A
Triall Facklog (et tv Goyer] IR WA R Tied 4

BOTE:  #Fnr sads af Afacssaion, Talarive Pavarastliry 14 soemarizsd asing the
toliowieg notation.
A4 = Blghly [wvorsble [or developmemt
N Favoranle
G - Least favwribla

Source: REA, 1980: B&V 1991
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Table 5-5 Site Evaluation (continued)

1980 EIS

Summary of Site Specific Concerns

Stage 3 Evaluation of Final Candidate Sites

1991 B&V Study

Zopial Axou of Concarn® i 2 3 e Base Emphasize Emphasize
Adr Quallty/Mereorology A Evaluation Environmental Engineering/cost
Construction Workfdves Tmpact A 5 4 " Rank Score Factors Factors
fload Fiain Loowtio N N s 1 CL-4 8.74 CL-4 8.93 CL-4 8.55
Operatimal Staffing B B ¥ B 2 MA-2 8.52 MA-2 B.52 MA-2 8.50
Prize Fareland A I n % 3 AD-1 8.17 AD-1 8.25 AD-1 8.08
Site Accessibility A B ] A 4 PO-1 7.87 PO-1 7.87 PO-1 7.87
Site Awallabilicy 1 B 5 TY-1 7.42 TY-1 7.42 TY-1 7.40
Eize Development & Layout by ] by 6 MS-1 5.26 M5-1 6.51 Ms-1 4.10
Salid Waste Msposal [ L
Trested Uastewatsr Dischasge It
Water Reservoir Development 4 A
Water Supply A 4
HOTE! #"A" representa concwen taised by various state and federal regulatory

agencias.

"2 represcatn additfonal concerns of EKPC andior UEGC daveloped afthar

bafare or after site visits with Tegulatory agenefes,

"' reprasests the ceme comcerns addressed for Sites 1 through 5 which

o heceriiad tn tha Eiting Tovuscigation Supplosmat g S tTvessten”

Source: REA, 1980; B&W 1951
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£.5.2.2 Candidate Sites Evaluation. Ezch finz! candidate =312 was evzluated usmsz the
analvsis method (objeetives) and scormz systems.  Scormgz for sites in both studies is
found i Table 5-5.

Two sensitivity tast vanations were also evaluated n the 1591 study.

583 Selection of Preferred and Alternarte Sites
The zelection of the B&V prefaired and altemarte zitss was based on a svathesis of the
quantitative analysis and the sensitivity tests.

The recommended sites ware

¢ FPrefenred Site0 CL-4 (JE Snouth)
*  Alternate Siten MA-Z

Site 5A (JEK. Smuth) was the prafemed site for two 600 MW cozl-fired umits.  Site 5 m Eznll
County was ranked z2cond in the 1980 EIS5.

5.6 Selection of Preferred and Alternative Sites

Both the 1930 EIS and the 1991 B & V documents found the J X, Smuth zite mest sutable for
sither combustion twhbimes o1 coal-fired zeneraton. In 1980, REA conmuitted to zuarantes a loan
for two 600 MW cozl-fived steam zlscmical zemerating wuts at the JTE. Spnuth =itz Seven
combustion turbinas are located on the Smuth site and EXPC plans on the metallation of at laast
another four CT uni.

Thze Snuth site wa: alse the location for z propesed 540 MWW demonsoation power station
comprized of two syuthasis zas-fired combined evele wmut. An EIS concarmmgz the project waz
preject was preparad by the Deparomen: of Enerzy in 2002 (zee Appandix €). The procect was
cancelled for the Smech site in 2005 az the propesed parmers could net azmee on project
devalopmen: cost-sharmz,

Bazed on previous studies and cuwrrent lecaton of combustion nuwbines on the site, the JK. Smuth
Power Station 1= the preferrad location for the two 278 MW CFB units.

Extenzive site work has been complsted 2t [ K. Snwth, Imtially, substantial work on the zits was
completed for the 600 MW wnis that were subzaquently cancelled This work meluded z rail
spur, site roads, grading, uinlity svstems, and envirommental studizs.  Other weork has been
completed at the site in suppert of the CTs located at the site. This includes water weatment
faciliies, dizsel fusl storage. addinonal roads. and extansive nansmizsion facilizes.

EEPC 2 John Sherman Cooper site and a2 site in Exnll County cunently being plamnad as a 110
LW CFB wit on 2 500 aers <ite near Imvine, Kentucky have been z2lscted az altamata cites to the
T K. Szuith Plant Site.

Figure 5-2 shows the location of the prefented and alternative zites. Nearhy citie: and towns are
alzo zhown.

csorrrhefs2: 12500002 04 Ray sed Study-September 514 Stan'ey Consuliants
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Section 6

Site Description

6.1  Site Alternatives

The prefamrad stz (herein after refemwad as the “proposed” =it2) for two 278 BOW CFB wuts 1=
EEKFC 2 TE Smoth 3,220 acre stz in Clark Cownty, Kantueky, Two altamative sites have been
selected, EKPC ' John Sherman Ceopar Power Station and a 500 acre itz in E=till County.

6.1.1 Applicant’s Propozed Site

The proposed site for the JK. Snuth CFB zenersting units 15 located m Clak County.
Kentuckv, 21 mules southeast of the city of Laxinzton, 8 nules southeasz: of the citv of
Winchester, and 1 mule wast of the comwmumity of Trapp. Figure 6-1 presents a zemeral
locaton map of the JK. Smuth =it
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The C3X Railrcad marks the eastemn boundary of the site, md the Eentucky Fiver flows near
its southemn boumdary. Upper Howards Creek flows to the north and west, forming pait of the
northern site boundary and its westerm boumndary. The total site area is approscimately 3 220
acres. The United States Geological Survev’s Hadges 7.5 mimite quadrangle shows the site.
Figure &-2 presants a topographic map of the T K. Smuth site.

Liuch of the existmz infrastructurs on the Smath Site would be used for the new CFB Units.
The rail spur, roads, potzble water, water treatment facilities, diesel Snel storage, a coal pile
retention basin, and transmession facilities are m place to support the proposed wmts. Some
new roads, additional trackage, substation, cozl handhing and sterage facilities, and a plant
oil-water separator would be constructed on the site to support the new umts. Photegraphs on
the followme pages illustrate cwrent on-site conditions. Figure 7-2 shows existing and
proposad site facilities.

6.1.2 Alternative Sites

EEFC’:s John Sherman Cooper Power Station Site on Lake Cumberland near Somerset,
Kentucky 15 one alternative to the J. K. Smoth Site. There are two coal-fived wnits on the site,
Unat 1, 116 BOW, completed m 1965 and Unit 2, 225 MW, placed in service m 1969 Ses
Figure &-3 for a topograpluc map of thus altematsve site.

A 500 acre site in Estill County mear hrvime, Kentucky, 15 a potential alternative site.
However, 2 merchant 110 MW CFB unit may possibly locate there. Figure 6.4 presents a
topographic map of the Estill County alternative site

js:mrh:fs2: 18500005:04: Revised Study &3 Staniey Consultants
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Proposed Site Location
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Existing Railroad Spur

Roads
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Settlnz Basin

Crrculanng Water Pump House Foundanon
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Existing Coal Pile Runoff Basin

sirnrhefs2: 1250002 02 Rey sed Study =7 Staney Consultants

283




Stanley Consultants ne

LG,
5

=
=5

John Sherman Cooper Station
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Estill County Site
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Section 7

Project Description

7.0 Introduction

The propozed project consists of we 278 MW CTFB coal-fired unizz. The CFB is considered 2
clzan ceal wmit with mimimal i enussiens.  Iminally, ene wnit would e comstructed at the
propozad site. Az capacify nesds imcrsaze thers 13 the possibility of constuctng an additional
unit.

7.1 Facility Equipment and Layout

Each of the proposed umits consist of @ nomenal 278 JIW zensrzting wut with cne CFB boiler,
ons nubme-gensrator, one flus zas desulfwization svitem, one SWCR NO-w conmrol svstem. ons
baghouse, cne stack. and aszeciatad balance of plant (BOF) equipmant  The BOF equipmen:
mciudes the twbine-gensiztor powsar cyele squipment. A distnbuted control swstam 15 provided
for responsive load changes, relizble operation, and muproved themmal performance. Figue 7-1
shows a conceprual plan for CF3 Ut 1. A detailed plant site amvangamens: iz shown on Figure
7-2.

The cover of this document conalns an a1ist s rendermg of the proposed Units 1 and 2 located
onte I K Smith site

The facility 13 designed to operate contmuously with murmum scheduled dovmume for anmual
mspections and mifraquent majer overhauls. Facilicy loading mav vary howly per svatem loadmsz,
and the plant load iz controllable from 35 percent te maximum plant capability. The beiler 15 2
CFEB npe desizned to deliver 2,018,142 bl of steam 2414 paia and 1000°F. The mimmum
steam flow rate for the boiler iz 235 percent of botler maximum contuuous rating (MCR) without
awaliary fuel suppert. The boiler and auxiliznies ave desigmed for operation when bunung tha
dezizn fuel at 100 percent ZMCR. MNatural zas 13 uzed Zor boiler start-up.
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The CFB um:t: propesed at JXE. South can operats efectively on a number of differsnt fusls.
Each €735 would be capable of buming fuel with an ash contant up to 40 percent, 2 sulfio content
up te 4.5 percent. and a Br: content az low as 8,700 per pound It would alio be zble to utilize
perraleum coke, twe-deived fuel and biomas: a: alternative fuel sowees. The amuual bumn
would be zpproximately 1.2 million tons of coal per year par wut.

7.2  Emission Controls

The propozed CFB umit: woeuld be subject to the Prevention of Significan: Deteriovanon (PSD)
1equirements of Section 101 of tha federal Clean Awr Act because the zenerating umits would have
the potenzial of smutting zeater than 250 toxs per vear of 2 rezulated criteria pollutant. The:e
pellutants are particulats matter. carbon monoxide, zulfir dicwide, mitrous oxide. and velanle
orgamie compounds, EXKPC has projected the prepesed umits would mum 2 maximum of 8,700
hours per vear but has estimatad that the wmits would actually be oparated appreoximatsly 8 500
heurs per vear. Howsver, the propozed wut: would be pemuned for an wnlimited number of
hours per vear. Basaed on an uniinuted number of heurs of operation with [00 percant cozl. the
propozad new units would have the potential to emut the following tons per yaar of crtena
pelluiants

Carben Monoxide (CO) 164250
IMiogen Oxides (NO.) 1.095.00
Sulfur Ouides (504} 2.190.00
Inhakle Fartieulate Matter (PAL10) 328.30
Walatle Orzanic Compommds (VOC) 3042
Sulfivie Aad (H.50.) 5475

EEPC s i the process of applving for an air quality conztruction and oparation penuit from the
Kantucky Departmexnt for Envirenmental Protection, Divisien for An CQualiny (KEDAQ). A Title
W Pamt 15 requured for the TE. Smuth wuts. The Title V Permit meludes 3 consouction permit
and a yeview for PSD. EKPC would commenca the consnuction of the wuit within the [8-month
penod allowed under the parmut Onece the wuits ars constucted. EKFC wall tast run the unmits,
taking pellurant meazurements from the stack smmzsions. These measmement: would be zent to
KDAQ 1o demenstwatz that the units meet the PSD raquirement: and to securs an cperanng
pemuit for the units. EKPC has recetved a Cerrificare of Public Convenience and Necessiny
and & Sire Comparibiliny Cerrificare from the Kentucky PSC Zor the CFB wmits.

The prepesed CF3 zenerating uncts with added contiols would have the best available conzel
tacimology (BACT). The PSD raview raquitemants apply to major sources and modifications for
pelluzants with an merzaze that would excead PSD sigmificant emussion rates. The zbove table
shows that the PSD ciznificant emussions rates would be exceeded for PA,. 5O.. O, CO, and
sulfinie acid mist. Thersfere. the requirements to demonstrazz BACT and to 2valuame air qualiny,
Class I and secondarv mapacts apply for sach of these five pollutant:. The BACT requirement:
of F5D ars mors soingent than the new source performance standards (NSPS) a: outlined m 40

=
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CTE Part 60 for controlling WO and 50.. Therefore, by complving with the sppropniate BACT
requirements. the proposad CEB umits would be m compliance with the relevant NSFS.

Other potential zowrees of air cualiny degradation as:zociated with the proposed project would be
the exhaust and dust associated with construction of the proposed new electric zeneratmg umits.
The construction acuvities, mowevsr would be zhert-term in duration. and the affected area
would ke relatively small. The area where the units would be mstallad 2 cwvently madad.
Conzequently, the ameunt of air quality dezradation to the immediate sumrounding area thwough
the constmiction phaze of tha proposed project would be sxpacied to be neglizible. An immediate
1enun to near ambiant air qualiny conditions for vehicle exhaust and dust 15 expected once the
construction activities ars completed

Bazed on 25D modeling parformed for the CF3 wut, arbome pollutants that would be amitted
wlhile operating the proposed wut for the projectad 8,500 hours per vear with a maximum
operation of 8,700 howrs per year would be well balow FSD significant mmpact levels.

7.3 Transmission Requirements

The propozad TE. Smith CFB untts would requms munimal additional fransmizsion facilitias,

Tranznussion lines are beingz upzraded and consnuctad for the CT: adjacent to the s1te and would

be capable of twansnutting the ganeration capacity for the CF3 wuts  The upzrading and

construction of CT framsmussion 13 2 zeparate project fom the proposed CFB umits.  An
avirenmental Asseszment 15 being prepesed for the CT transmission lins, The propezad CFB

umits would ragquire an on-site subsiation and tansmussion lines tving it to the adjacent CT site.

7.4  Fuel Use and Waste Disposal

Coal for the fast undt weould be accuired from mmes 1 Kenmucky, southarn Ohio, and southemn
Ilineis. Approxmmately 70 percent of the ccal would be trznsportad b ral with the balance
being deliverad in fucks. Watwal za: would be nansportad to tha =itz by pipeline.

The coal would be siored on-zita. The coal steckpils would neimally contam approxumarely a 23-

dav supply. Natural zas for start-up of the CFB would be supplied fiom existing pipelines

Coal combustion wastes will be collzcted div and stored on-zitz m areas idant:fied as switable for
waste storage and disposal One arsa. a large ravine adjacent to the CFB site, has already been
identified a: a candidate sie. Groundwater monttoning wells are already establizhed in the site,
and backgreund data has bean collected. This arza was tdentifiad as an ash storage site for the
ortginally propozed 600 MW wnitz. Waste will be meoved from the wmit 1o the storage area by
truck. Whenever possible, cozl combustion waste will be uzad a: fill matenial. Dutally, most of
the material will be uzad onsite. Howsver, avenmally it will be made availzble for beneficial
1euse offzite n areas whers it 13 considered appropriate. EKPC continmues to suppert rasearch
affort: to discover more benaficial uzas for ceal combuston bvproducts.

Altamative fuels. such as tre-derived fuel: or biomass. would be stored on-zite at o1 naar the ceal
pile. Theze fiels would be blended with coal in low concentrations (l2zs than 10 percent) mnan
affort to lowsar emissions, produce ranswable energy. and take advantazs of lower cost fusls.
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7.5  Water Supply and Wastewater Disposal

The Kenmucky Fiver 15 the primary zowce of watsr for the propozed CFB wutz. Duning drouzhs
conditions or high wse perods. water may be drawn fiom the Eentucky Fiver 1o replenizh a
petannzl storage reservoir. Smudies are being conducted to determune the need for z steraze
Iasarvolr.

One CFB wuit would require approximately 4.3 nullion zallons of water per day or 1.6 bilhon
sallons amually. Mozt of the water uze would be n the cooling towsr: where evapoiative
cocling iz wied 1o coel the condensatz from the unit,

The existing CT water intzkes stuctwe would be upgradsd. and a pipzhne consouctzd two draw
watzr Som the Kentucky Fover Prelimunary woik has been peiformed to detsrmime where o best
site a storage razarvoly on the LK. South zite if neceszary.

Potable water would be supplied to the zite by the Eaz: Claxk Water Dismiet.

During operation, a CFB wuit weuld produce approsumately 830,000 zallens of wastzwarter daily.
Thiz waste would be meated on-:1%e 1n a series of z2tthng bazin:. The water would be discharged
sendmz 700000 zallons back thuouzh an existing pipe to the Kentucky Fiver once it meet
KFDES paimut requirements

7.6 Operating Characteristics

Crerently, mest coal wnits wm pulverized coal at tamparznue ranging frem 220072 400°F, The
JE. Smith wuts, zowevar, would bwn coal mixed with mestone at temperanue: lowsr than
1.650 dezree:, In a CFB air 15 blows inte the fiwrnace to suspend or fludize the mixtuwe of coal
and limestome. Combustion particlss pass from the beiler 10 a cvelone shuctwe where larze,
unbumead particles are ciuculated back to te beiler. Fize particles are mapped in a bag-house and
collectzd for dizposal. Thiz proces: make: the wnmg more thorough, reducmsz the volums of
particles 1n the flue zas and lowerng operating coszts. Mixing the coal with limestons duwing
combustion sigmificantly reduces the sulfia content 1 the flue gaza:.

Each of the CF5 wnit: 13 expected 1o operate betwesn 3,500 and 8,700 hows per year. Thaze

zse-load wnits would operatz 24 howrs a dav, 267 dave a vear except for scheduled maintenance
or unschaduled outages. Tha availability factor 15 expected 10 be 93 percent  Mammtenancs
oparation: ate expected to be simular to those at other EEPC :ites. consisting of scheduled
shutdowns for the power plant and supportmz faciltes.

7.7 Noise

The avarzzs near field sound preszurs level connibuton from sach of the cwven: CT umits doez
net excesd 96 dBA when mezswed m z Jee field (12, thres f2et in the horzontal plans and at an
zlavation of five feet above the twbime machine baseline or persemal platform: with the
squipment operating at baze load accordmsz to conmact spacifications). Dwing normal operation,
a CF3 would not be expected 1o 2xceed these lavels. Therefore, the proposed new it would not
be axpected 7o have any noize impact on the cutlving area of the existing electrlc Zanerating
facility zit2 duning nommal oparations. Heowsaver, dwing initial constuetion and start-up or shut-
down procedwres noize lavels could reach lugher leval:s. Alzo, ventmsz steam dwing routine sian-
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up and shut-down can cause sizmificant mcreases i notse from the plant. These events, however,
rarely coour and are femporary in nature,

There iz no other devalopment located in clese prosxmuity to the prefened site. EEPC owns a
fairly large buffar area of land swrounding the facility (see Figure 7-1). EEPC has zlso collacted
data regardmg noise smanating from the existing generating facility since 1992, Dhaing the 16
vears of CT operation there have been no complamts from residents located m the cutlying arsas
of the existing facility regarding noiss from twbine cperation.

7.8 Transportation

The proposed plant site 1o Clark County 15 located near major ransportation routes beth for truck
and rail avel Inferstates 64 and 75 beth come within 25 miles of the site. Kentucky FEoute 89
ties the site to Wimnchester, Kentucky. The Mountain Parkway connects the site to the cozlfields
of eastern Eentucky wvia I-64 and Foute 89, Although Foute 39 15 smitable for tractor-tradler
travel, the Kentucky Tramsportation Cabinet has meludsd $28 nullion for improvements te
Kentucky 8% i the Fiscal 2006 to 2012 lughway plan. Enhancement projects mchide road
widening, bridge replacement and spot improvements. More than 315 million of those projects
have been fimded in the approved state budzet. Replacement of the bridge at the Fuckervilla

Foad infersection 15 underway.

Based on constuction of the identical 273 MW Galbert Uit about 830 weork welucles can be
axpectad at peak constuction. Pezk construetion would lzst for apprestimataly six months, foe
years after the start of constuction. Approsimztely 7,700 trock daliveriss are expactad during the
threa-vear constuction pertod. An estimated 75 percent of the deliveries would scour in the first
13 months. Truek deliveries of materials and suppliss would average asbout 10 tmicks per day,
with a masimmmm of 20 tucks daily. Two “mass concrete pours”™ would requre about 300 tucks
sach delivering concrete over 438-hour periods.

C5X has major rail facilities adjacent to the site. There are spurs m place at the site that tie it to
the available rail However, mmimal additional tracks may nesd to be added for the proposed
umits.

7.9  Project Schedule

Initial regulatory permutting for the project 15 underway. If permuts can be obtamed, project
constuction 15 expectad to begin mn June of 2007, Approvals and'or permuts for the paoject
melnde air quality, Kentucky PSC, building pernuts, solid waste dispesal, water withdrawal, and
waste discharge. Construction would require approsimately three vears, with performance testing
for the first umit expectad i oud-2010. A tentative project schedule i3 shown on
Figume 7-1. Delays m pemutiing could have a sigmificant effect on the anticipated complefion
date.
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7.10 Project Cost

e inctial CFB unit at the zite would ceost approwimately 9628 millien under the present
constuction schadule. The cost estimates for additional units are not available at this tme. Cost
comparisens were determined b using the RFF proces: camied out by an indepandant contractor
on behalf of EKPC. The self-build eptien was determined te be most cost effective for the

customer baze of EKPC (2e2 Section 2.7.1) member cooparativas.

7.11 Employment

Dunng the constuetion phaze, the TK Soouth CFB would provide up te 700 consnuction jobs at
an zvarage annual salary of $60.000. The number of emploves: on-ate would flucmate with the
constiuctien schadule (see Fizuwe 7-4). The operaing power statton would requue approxamately
S0 full-time amploveesz, Theze jobs would vary fom moderately :killed operations staffto hughly
trained laberatery, eleetrical. and inshument tzchnician pesitions. The LK Snuedh zite would be
mamed 24 hows 2 dayv, 363 davs avear
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Appendix A

1980 EIS

General

Thiz append:x contain: the 1930 documen: “Envirenmental Dupact Statement Related 1o the
proposad T K. Snuth Power Flant Station Uncts [ and 2 and Aszseciated Transnussion Lines.”
This documeant 15 a major resourcs used m tha preparation of the study for the T K. South CFB
genarating wuwts 1epert.  The Appendix material 15 zvallable on the RUS website.
www USDA zov RUS Electiie Environmental Exnvironmentzl Envirommental Impact Stataments.
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Appendix B

1991 Study

General

This appendix contains the 1991 report “East Kentucky Power Cocpervative, Ine., 400 MW
combustion Turbine Project Altematives Analvsis/Siting Studv™. This repert 15 a major resource
document for the I K. Smuth CFB zenerating umits report. The Appendix material 15 available an
the BUS website, waw USDA zov/ B US Electric Environmental Environmental Environmental
Impact Statements.
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Appendix C

2002 EIS

General

This appendix contams salected pages from the 2002 EIS prepared by the Department of Enargy
regarding the selection of the J. K. Smith Site as the location for the Kentucky Fionser Integrated
Gazification Combinad Cyele Demonstration Project. The Appendix material 15 available on the
EUS website, woow USDA zovBUS Electiie Environmental Ensironmental Environmental
Impact Statements.
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Appendix D

Load Forecast Report

General

The following 15 the Exscutive Summary of the Seprember 2004 EXPC Load Forzcast Report
The load forecast project: en=1zy demands through the year 2022, The Appendix matenal 13
availzble on the RUS website,

www USDA zovRUS Electhie Enviromuental Exvironmental Environmental Impact Stataments.
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Appendix E

List of Preparers and Reviewer

General

This report was prepared and reviewsd by the following individuals

Preparer:
Brad Condley. BS Bielogy Chemuisty, MS Botany: Semier Chenust. East Kentucky Power
Cooperative

Jobhn Savles. AICF. BA. Geozaphy: Frincipal Planner, Stanlsy Consultant:, Inc.

Reviewer

Liane Ecton. BS. Biolegy Watwral Rezowees, MS Ecology. 40-how NEPA gaming 2001
Senzer Environmental Seientist, Stanley Consultants, Inc.
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Appendix F

Integrated Resource Plan

General

The following pages contain a redacted copy of EKFC s 2003 Integrated Resource Plan.
Confdential material has been “blacked out”™ by cooperative personnsl. The Appendix material iz
availzble on the BUS website,

wrw USDA gov/EUS Electric/ Environmental Envirermental Environmental Impact Statements.
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From: BRuddBen@aol.com [mailto:BRuddBen@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2007 9:07 PM

To: Joe Settles

Cc: mecmulw@bellsouth.net; sherry.otto@sierraclub.org
Subject: Consulting Party Request

January 10, 2007

Mr. Joe Settles

EKPC

4775 Lexington Rd.
Winchester, KY 40391

RE: Request for Consulting Party Status, Smith Power Plant Expansion
Dear Mr. Settles:

On behalf of the Cumberland (Kentucky) Chapter of Sierra Club, | am requesting consulting
party status in the RUS/USDA Section 106 process under the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA) for the above-referenced project. The Cumberland Chapter represents more than 4500
members across the Commonwealth, including members in Clark and Madison Counties. We
also request to be added to the mailing list for the RUS/USDA's compliance activities under the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and to be provided with the name of a contact person
responsible for both NEPA and NHPA compliance for this proposal.

The rules of the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation at 36 CFR Part 800 provide that
“certain individuals or organizations with a demonstrated interest in the undertaking" may
participate as a consulting party in the NHPA Section 106 process due to:

(1) the nature of their legal or economic relation to the undertaking or affected properties, or

(2) their concern with the undertaking's effect on historic properties.

The mission of the Cumberland Chapter includes protection and restoration of the quality of the
natural and human environment. The development of the proposed power plant will directly affect
listed and eligible historic family farms, rural landscapes and archaeological sites, as well as
result in indirect and cumulative impacts to such resources. Potential effects on historic properties
include: viewshed impacts from the new stacks, construction impacts, and impacts fro increased
traffic, especially heavy trucks. The Sierra Club has served as a consulting party in other Section
106 processes in Kentucky. Since we are a volunteer organization, we request that consultation
meetings be scheduled in the evenings whenever possible, to accommodate the needs of
volunteers.

Please ensure that this correspondence is provided to the appropriate USDA office so that it
may be made a part of the official administrative record for the proposed federal undertaking.

| look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

Betsy Bennett, Conservation Chair
Cumberland Chapter, Sierra Club
580 Garden Drive

Louisville, KY 40206
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