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VOLUME ll(B): ORAL COMMENTS ON THE DEIS SUBMITTED 
DURING THE DECEMBER PUBUC HEARINGS 

This Section of Volume II contains reproductions of oral comments received on the D EIS as certified by 
court reporters at the public hearings conducted on D ecember 14, 15, and 16, 1994, at the York 
Fairgrounds in the O ld Main building, York C ounty, P A. 

On even-numbered pages, pertinent oral comments have been annotated with a side bar and have been 
assigned a comment number. For oral testimony, the convention is to assign the comment a prefix of 
"D " (denoting a public comment received during the D ecember public hearings), fol lowed by a numerical 
designation (which denotes the page number and beginning line of the public transcript ). For instance, 
a comment with the designation D-34/ 19 denotes an oral comment from the D ecember hearings that could 
be found on page 34 of the D ecember 1994 public hearing transcript, beginning on line 19. 

In responses to comments, three acronyms referring to environmental impact statements are used. 
"D EIS" refers specifically to the D raft Environmental Impact Statement published in November 1994; 
"FEIS" refers to this Final Environmental Impact Statement; "EIS" refers to both the D EIS and the 
FEIS, in general. Thus, when a reference to the D EIS, FEIS, or EIS is made in a response to a 
comment, that information can be found min the D EIS, m in the FEIS, or in h2!;b documents, 
respectively. 

D OE addressed the pertinent and relevant comments contained in the testimony. The D epartment 
appreciates receiving al l comments, and those not specifical ly marked for response are recorded here as 
being received, considered, and noted for the record by D OE. 

Volwne II May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

TinS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFf BLANK 

May 1995 Volwne D 



F'mal Enviromnental hnpact Statement 

1 

BEFORE THE UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

IN RE : Proposed York County Energy Partners 

cogeneration Facility 

BEFORE : Bill  Lawson 

Gary Friggens 

Jim Johnson 

Dr . Suellen Van Ooteghem 

Dr . Jan K .  Wachter 

HEARING : Wednesday , December 14 , 1994 

�I; AL!rGHE:\Y ST. 

HOLL!D.\ � SJL'RG. P.\. 161>�8 

1 !( SC'�T i .\u.EGHE:\Y STREET 

BHLEFO:\TE. P.\ 16823 

THE ATRIU�I 
66�·PHIL\DELPHI.\ STREET 

1:\01.\:\A, PA. 1�701 

17TII flOOR .\u.EGHE:\Y !HDG. 

PITTSBL'RGH. PA ��� 1 9  

Volwne ll 

7 : 00 p . m .  

York Fa ir Grounds 

3 3 4  Carl isle Avenue 

York , PA 17404 

SARA Al\7'1 SARGENT 
COURT REPORTI:\G SERVICE 

2 1 0  MAl:\ STREET 

JOH:\STOW:\, PA. 1�901 

(Sl�) B6·8908 

· · · · . ....:·....:.·....:.·_� 

1 37 \\'EST �!AI:\ STREET 

SO�!ERSET, PA. mol 

26 SOUTH SECO:\D ST. 

CLEARFIELD. P.\. 168.\0 

31 :\ORTH �1.\1:\ STREET 
GREE:\SBL'RG. PA 1 �601 

12 E.\ST :\1:\TH STREET 
ERIE. P.\ 16�01 

May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

SPEAKERS: 

'J; .�'-•.EGHE:-:Y ST. 

HOLUD ', \' iBL'RG. Pk 166�8 

I' 6 �:JL'i J-1 .�illGHE:>:Y STREET 
BHLEFO:-:TE. P .� 16823 

THE A TRIL'�I 
66,·PHIL�DELPHIA STREET 

1:-.:oi.�:-:.�. PA. 1';o1 

17TH FLOOR AillGHE:>:Y BLDG. 
PITTSBL'RGH. PA 1'2 1 9  

May 1995 

Stan Saylor 

Dan Delp 

Todd Platts 

Richard Thieret 

Bradley Jacobs 

Eric Minzer 

John Klunk 

Richard Clark 

Terry Peck 

Robert Booker 

Jim Fritz 

Wil liam Blackwell 

George Woods 

Gerry Baker 

David Palmer 

William Shaffer 

John Carl isle 

Richard Dabb 

• • • • • • 

REPORTER: Christine E . Lazusky 

• • • • • • 

SARA Ar-.'N SARGENT 
COURT REPORTI:>IG SERVICE 

2 1 0  MAl:-: STREET 
JOH:-:STO\X':-;, PA. 1'90 1 

(81�) B6·8908 

NCAA 
.. ' . .  · ' . . . . ' 

W \X'EST MAl:-: STREET 
Sm!ERSET. PA. mol 

26 SOUTH SECO:-:L> S'l 
Cl.E.�RflELD. PA. 16830 

3 1  :-:ORTH �!AI:-: STREET 
GREE:>:SBL'RG. P.� 1'601 

12 EAST :>:I:>:TH STREET 
ERIE. P.� 16,01 

2 

Volume ll 



Volmne ll 

I N 0 E X 

� Op ening Comm ent 4 - 2 3  

� P ublic Comment 

! C ertificat e  

E 

1C 

1J 

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 5  

2 3  - 1 5 9  

1 6 0  

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORTI NG  SERVICE 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

3 

May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

4 

P R 0 C E E D I N G S 

2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 5  

May l995 

B I LL LAWSON; 

I w a n t  t o  o p e n  th i s  p u b l i c 

h e a r i ng c o n d u c t e d  by t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  

D ep a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r g y  t o  s h a r e  y o u r  pu b l i c  

c omme n t s  o n  a d raft o f  e n v i ro n m e nt a l  

i m p a c t  s t a t e m e n t  for t h e  Y o r k  C ou nty 

E n e rgy D e p a r tm e n t ' s  c o g e n e r a t i o n  fa c i l i t y  

h e r e  i n  Y o rk county , P e n n s y l va n i a . 

T h i s  h e a r i ng i s  s c h ed u l e d o v e r  t h r e e  d a y s  

a t  t h i s  l oc a t i o n , t h a t  i s  t o d a y , t o m o rrow 

a n d  F r i d a y  ever. i ng fr om 7 ; 0 0  p . m . u n t i l  

1 0; 3 0 p . m .  

My n a m e  i s  B i l l  L a w s o n .  I ' m 

work i n g  a t  t h e  M o r g a n t o w n  E n e rgy 

T e ch n o l ogy C e n t e r  w h i c h  is a f i e l d  off i c e  

o f  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  E n ergy 

a nd I ' l l b e  s e rv i n g  as your m o d e r a t o r  

t o n i g h t . H e r e ' s  h o w  we ' re g o i n g  t o  

c o n d u c t  t h e  m e e t i ng t o n i g h t . I ' m  g o i n g  to 

g i ve y o u  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  a f i v e - m i n u t e  

overv i ew a n d  i nt r o d u ct i o n s . D r . J a n  

W a c h t e r  w i l l  t h e n  g i ve y o u  a n  o v e r v i ew of 

t h e  p r i n c i p a l  f i n d i n g s  of t h e  d raft 

SARA ANN SARG E N T  
CO URT R E PORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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e n v i r o n m e nt a l  i mp a ct s t a t e m e n t . Aft er 

that t i m e , w e ' r e go i ng t o  open t h e  f l o o r  

t o  p u b l i c  off i c i a l s ,  a g e n c i e s  a nd t h e  

p u b l i c .  

I h a v e  s om e  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  i t e m s  

t h a t  I w a n t  t o  c a l l  t o  y ou r  a t t e n t i on . 

F i r s t , t h e  l o c a t i o n  of t h e  f i r e  e x i t s , 

t h e y  a r e  the two e x i t s  t o  my r i g h t  a nd 

l eft a t  t h e  fr o n t  of t h e  r o om h e r e . T h e r e  

i s  o n e  e x i t  t o  my l eft a t  t h e  b a c k  o f  t h e  

r o om . T h e  r e s t r o o m s  a r e  l o c a t e d  i n  t h e  

b a c k  c o r n e r , a g a i n , t o  my l e ft , u n d e r  t h e  

e x i t  s i g n . And t h e r e ' s  a wh i t e  l i gh t  

i nd i c a t i ng t h o s e  i n  t h e  b a c k . T a b l e s  a r e  

p r ov i d e d t o  my r i ght o v e r  h e r e  i f  y o u  w i s h  

t o  w r i t e  c omme n t s  t o n i gh t  o r  u s e  t h o s e  

t a b l e s  t o  w r i t e  a n y th i ng . T h e r e  a r e  b o x e s  

p r ov i d e d a t  t h e  e n d  o f  t h e  t a b l e s  t o  

s u bm i t  y o u r  re g i s t r a t i o n  c a rd s  a nd a ny 

c omme n t  c a r d s  t h a t  y o u  h a v e . I f  y o u  h a v e  

p re p a r e d  c o m m e n t s  a nd y o u  c a n  p r o v i d e  a 

c o p y  of them t o  t h e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  t a b l e , 

t h a t  w i l l  h e l p  e n s u r e  t h a t  we g e t  a n  

a c c u r a t e  r e c o r d  of t h e  t e s t i m o n y  t h a t  y o u  

g i ve h e r e  t o n i gh t . 

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT REPORT I NG S E RV I C E 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Vohune D 



Final Environmental Impact Statement 

TillS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFf BLANK 

Volwne ll May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

May 1995 

l 

2 

3 

4 

E 

7 

s 

9 

lC 

1l 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 5  

6 

We a r e  u s i n g  th i s  p u b l i c a d d r e s s  

s y s t em . W h e n  a n y o n e  c o m e s  u p  to m a k e  a 

p u b l i c  comm e nt , a t e s t i m o n y  here a t  th i s  

h e a r i n g , p l e a s e  w a l k  u p  t o  t h e  m i c r o p h o n e s  

a n d  prov i d e  u s  y o u r  n a m e  a nd affi l i a t i o n  

i f  t h a t ' s  a p p ropr i a t e . 

T h e  p u r p o s e  of t h e  m e e t i ng h e r e  

t o n i g h t  i s  to i n v i t e  t h e  comm e nt s  a n d  

q u e s t i o n s  o n  t h e  d raft env i r o n m e n t a l  

i m p a c t  s t a t e m e n t  from a n y o n e  w h o  w i s h e s  t o  

prov i d e  t h o s e .  A l l  of t h o s e c o mm e n t s  w i l l  

b e  c o n s i d e r e d  a n d  a d d r e s s ed i n  t h e  

d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  t h e  f i n a l  e n v i r o n m e n t a l 

i m p a c t  s t a t em e n t . 

T h e  fi n a l  e n v i r o n m e n t a l i m p a c t  

s t a t em e n t  w i l l  b e  u s e d i n  d e v e l o p i ng a 

r e c o r d  of d e c i s i o n  fo r t h i s  p r o j e c t . T h e  

e a r l i e s t  t i m e  t h a t  a r e c o r d  a n d  d e c i s i o n  

c a n  b e  r e n d e r e d  w i l l  b e  3 0  d a y s  aft e r  t h e  

p u b l i c  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t h e  fi n a l  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l i m p a c t  s t a t e m e n t . 

Th i s  i s  a form a l  p u b l i c  h e a r i ng 

a n d  w e  h a v e  s om e  p r o c e d u r e s  t h a t  we n e e d  

to a d h e r e  t o . W e  p refer t h a t  s p e a k e r s  

r e g i s t e r  a t  t h e  r eg i s t r a t i o n  d e s k . 

SARA ANN S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P ORT I NG S E RV I C E 

( 814 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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o r d e r  t h a t  we ' r e g o i n g  t o  t a k e  s p e a k e r s  

t o n i g h t  a nd s u b s eq u e n t  n i g h t s  o f  t h i s  

h e a r i n g  a r e  F e d er a l , S t a t e  and l o c a l  

p u b l i c  off i c i a l s , then F e d e r a l ,  S t a t e  a n d  

l o c a l  a g e n c i e s . A n d  t h e n  a n y o n e  fr om t h e  

p u b l i c . T h e  o r d e r  of t h e  s p e a k e r s  for t h e  

p u b l i c  w i l l  b e  o n  a f i r s t  c o m e , f i r s t  

s e rve b a s i s . P r e - r e g i s t r a n t s  h a v e  h a d  a 

c h o i c e  of s p e a k i n g  d a t e s  t h a t  t h e y  w o u l d  

w i s h  t o  u s e . T h e  o v e r a l l  o r d e r  of t h e  

s p e a k e r s  f o r  t h e  t h r e e  d a y s  o f  t h e  p u b l i c  

h e a r i n g s  h er e , p r efer e n c e  w i l l  a l w a y s  b e  

g i v e n  t o  i nd i v i d u a l s  who h a v e  n o t  y e t  

s p o k e n . W e ' r e  g o i n g  t o  l i m i t  t h e  t i m e  for 

s p e a k e r s  t o  f i v e  m i n u t e s  per n i g h t . 

P l e a s e  a d h e r e  t o  t h e  g r e e n  a n d  r e d  l i g h t  

s i g n a l s  t h a t  y o u  s e e  on t h e  p o d i u m . The 

green l i g h t  m e a n s  that your t i m e  is s t i l l  

on . T h e  r e d  l i gh t  m e a n s  t h a t  y o u r  t im e  

h a s  e xp i r e d . 

S p e a k e r s  s h o u l d  a n n o u n c e  t h e i r  

n am e  a n d , i f  i t ' s  a p p r o p r i a t e , t h e i r  

a ff i l i a t i o n  for t h e  p u b l i c r e c o r d . I f  a l l  

t h e  r e g i s t e r e d  s p e a k e r s  h a v e  s p o k e n  a n d  

t h e r e  i s  s t i l l  t i m e  b efore 1 0 : 3 0 i n  t h e  

S ARA A N N  S ARG E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  
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e v e n i n g , t h e  f l o o r  w i l l  be o p e n e d  to 

a d d i t i o n a l  n o n - r e g i s t e r e d  comme nt e r s . 

T h o s e  n o n - r e g i s t e r e d  comme n t e r s  who h a ve 

n o t  y e t  p r e v i o u s l y  s p o k e n  w i l l  be g i ven 

p r e f e r e n c e . S p e a k e r s  w i l l  n o t  b e  c r o s s  

e x a m i n e d , a l t h o u g h  t h e  m o d e r a t o r , m y s e l f ,  

a n d  t h e  D e p a r tm e n t ' s  p a n e l  m e mb e r s  t h a t  

y o u  s e e  b e f o r e  y o u  m a y  a s k  s o m e  c l a r i f y i ng 

q u e s t i o n s  o r  c o m m e n t  as a p p r o p r i a te . T h e  

p a n e l i s  h e r e  to h e a r  y o u r  r e m a r k s  a n d  to 

u nd e r s t a nd them b u t  r e a l l y  not to a d d r e s s  

t h e m  a t  th i s  t i m e . 

T h e  C o u r t  R e p o r t e r  p r e s e nt - - -

i s  p r e s e nt h e r e  t o  p r e p a r e  t h e  o f f i c i a l  

t r a n s c r i p t s . T h o s e  w i l l  b e  m a d e  a va i l a b l e  

t o  y o u  a t  t h e  p u b l i c  r e a d i ng r o o m s . And 

we d o  h a v e  f o r m s  a va i l a b l e  here f o r  

w r i t t e n  comme n t s  f o r  q u e s t i o n s , a l t h o u g h  

a nyth i ng y o u  c a r e  t o  w r i t e o n  t h e m  w i l l  be 

f i n e . A n d  t h e y  m a y  be s u bm i t t e d  t o  t h e  

D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e rgy , t h e  M o r g a n t ow n  

T e c h n o l o gy C e n t e r . T h e y  n e e d  t o  b e  

r e c e i v e d  by J a n u a r y 3 1 s t ,  19 9 5 .  P l e a s e  

n o t e  t h a t  t h a t  i s  a n  e x t e n s i o n  f r o m  t h e  

o r i g i n a l l y pu b l i s h e d  d a t e f o r  c o m m e n t s  t o  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  
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b e  i n .  

L e t  m e  i nt r o d u c e  t h e  D O E  p a ne l . 

T o  my l eft i s  G a r y  Fr i gg e n s . H e  i s  t h e  

c h i ef o f  t h e  c l e a n  c o a l  b r a n c h  a t  t h e  

M o r g a n t o w n  E n e r g y  T e c h n o l ogy C e nt e r . To 

my i mm e d i a te r i g h t  is D r . Jan W a c h t e r , the 

d i r e c t o r  of t h e  E n v i r o n m e n t  S a fe t y  a nd 

H e a l t h  D i v i s i o n  a t  t h e  M o r g a n t own E n e rgy 

T e c h n o l o g y  C e n t e r . N e x t  t o  t h e  r i g h t  i s  

D r . S u e l l e n  V a n  O o t e g h e m , t h e  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l p r o j e c t  m a n a g e r  a t  t h e  

M o r g a n town E n e rgy T e ch n o l o g y  C e n t e r . And 

o n  t h e  e n d  i s  Mr . Jim J o h n s o n  who is the 

n a t i o n a l  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  p o l i c y  comp l i a n c e  

off i c e r  a t  D O E  h e a d q u a r t e r s . 

W e  d o  h a v e  s o m e  o t h e r  D O E  

off i c i a l s  i n  a t t e nd a n c e  h e r e  t o n i g h t . 

T h e y  a r e  Ms . P h o e b e  H a m i l l ,  E n v i r o nme n t a l 

S c i e n t i s t H e a d q u a r t e r s . Mr . L o u  S a l v a d o r , 

a s s o c i a t e  d i r e c t o r , off i c e  of p r o d u c t  

t e c h n o l ogy m a n a g e m e n t  a t  t h e  M o r g a n t o w n  

T e c h n o l ogy C e n t e r . Mr . Ch a r l i e  S e e h o rn i s  

t h e  c h i ef c ou n s e l  a t  t h e  M o r g a n t o w n  E n e rgy 

T e ch n o l o g y  C e n t e r . Mr . N e l s o n  R e k o s , 

p r o j e c t  m a n a g e r  a t  t h e  M o r g a n t o w n  E n e rgy 

SARA ANN SARG E N T  
COURT R E P ORT I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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T e ch n o l o gy C e n t e r . 

W i t h  th a t ,  I ' l l t u r n  t h e  

m i c r o p h o n e  o v e r  t o  D r . W a c h t e r . 

QR. JAN K. WACHTER : 

I ' m  g o i n g  t o  t a k e  a b o ut t e n  

m i n u t e s  j u s t  t o  b r i ef l y  go o v e r  w i th t h e  

m a j o r  f i nd i n g s  o f  t h e  E I S  f o r  t h o s e  p e o p l e  

w h o  h a v e n ' t  h a d  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  r e a d  i t  

t h o r o u g h l y . �h i s  i s  g o i n g  t o  b e  a v e r y  

c o n d e n s ed v e r s i o n  of t h e  i m p a c t s . I h a v e  

n o t  c o v e r e d  t h em a l l . T h i s  i s  a R e a d e r ' s  

D i g e s t  t y p e  o f  s umma ry . 

I n  t e rms of t h e  v i s u a l  impa c t s  

o f  t h e  p r op o s ed c o g e n  p l a n t , t h e r e  w o u l d  

b e  s t r u c t u r e s  w h i c h  wou l d  a l t e r  t h e  v i s u a l  

q u a l i t y o f  t h e  r e g i o n  b u t  w o u l d  b e  i n  

k e e p i n g w i th a n  e x i s t i n g  i nd u s t r i a l  

s ett i n g . T h e r e  w o u l d  b e  e r e c t e d  a ta l l  

s t r u c t u r e  w h i c h  w o u l d  b e  a 3 9 5 -foot s t a c k . 

T h i s  p r o j e c t  w o u l d  a l s o  r e s u l t  i n  a v i s u a l  

i m p a c t  t o  t h e  L i o n s  C l u b  p i cn ic a nd 

f i s h i n g  a r e a . 

I n  t e r m s  o f  a i r  e m i s s i o n s , w h e n  

w e  h a d  o u r  p u b l i c s c op i n g  m e e t i n g s  l a s t  

y e a r , i t  wa s c l e a r  t o  u s  t h a t  m o s t  o f  t h e  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P ORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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c i t i z e n s  h a d  th e i r  ma j o r c o nc e r n s  i n  t h e  

a i r  e m i s s i o n s  fr om t h e  p l a n t  a s  we l l  a s  

t h e  p o t e n t i a l  h e a l t h  effe c t s  e m a n a t i ng 

from t h e s e . I f  y o u  l o o k e d  a t  t h e  p l a n t , 

t h e  p r i m a ry e m i s s i o n s  w o u l d  b e  s u lfur 

d i o x i d e , o x i d e s  of n i t r o g e n , p a r t i c l e s  a nd 

c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e . W e  d i d  a n a l y s e s . 

B a s i c a l l y  i t  s h owed th a t  i nc r e a s e s  i n  

a mb i en t  c o n c e n t r a t i o n s  of t h e s e  p o l l u t a n t s  

w o u l d  n o t  e x c e e d  a l l ow a b l e ,  i t ' s  c a l l e d  

P S D ,  p r e v e n t i o n  o f  s i g n i f i c a n t  

d e t e r i o r a t i o n i nc r e m e n t  c o n s u m p t i o n . And 

t h e r e ' s  a n o t h e r  r e g u l a t i o n , the n a t i on a l  

a mb i e n t a i r  q u a l i t y  s t a n d a rd s . T h e  

e m i s s i o n s  wo u l d  b e  i n  c o mp l i a n c e  w i th 

t h e s e . 

We a l s o  a n a l y z e d  t h e  effe c t  of 

th i s  p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  o n  the G e tt y s b u r g  

M i l i ta r y  P a rk. T h e r e  w a s  s om e  c o n c e r n  

a b o u t  t h e  effe c t s  o f  s u lfur d i o x i d e  

e m a n a t i ng from th i s  p l a n t  a n d  i t s  effec t  

o n  t h e  s t a t u e s . N o  i mp o r t a n t  i m p a c t  wa s 

d e n o t e d . W e  a l s o  a n a l y z e d t h e  e ff e c t s  o n  

S h e n a n d o a h  N a t i o n a l  P a r k  a n d  w e  a l s o  found 

that the i mp a c t s  wo u l d  not b e  g r e a t . 

S ARA A N N  SARGENT 
C O U R T  R E PORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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A s  a p o s i t i v e  fe a tu r e  o f  th i s  

p r o p o s e d  a ct i o n , i t  wou l d  m e a n  t h a t  t h e r e  

w o u l d  b e  a c u r t a i l m e n t  of P . H .  G l a tfe l t e r  

n u m b e r  fou r b o i l e r f o r  a p p ro x i m a t e l y  1 1  

o u t  of t h e  1 2  m o n t h s  o f  t h e  y e a r . And i f  

y o u  l o ok a t  t h e  who l e  p i c t u r e , th i s  w o u l d  

tr a n s l a t e  out t o  a pp r o x i m a t e l y  2 , 4 1 9  t o n s  

p e r  y e a r  o f  S02 r e d u c t i o n  i n  th e a r ea a s  

w e l l  a s  a t  l e a s t  2 17 t o n s  p e r  y e a r  o f  N O x , 

o x i d e s  of n i t r o g e n , a n d  6 5  t o n s  p e r  y e a r  

of PM10 , t h a t ' s  p a rt i c l e s wh o s e  d i a m e t e r  

i s  l e s s  t h a n  t e n  m i c r o n s , t h a t ' s  v e r y  

s m a l l . S o  if y o u  l o o k  a t  t h e  w h o l e  

c o mp o s i t e  p i ct u r e , t h e r e  c o u l d  b e  s o m e  n e t  

i m p r o v e m e n t s  of a i r  q u a l i t y . 

W e  a l s o  l o o k e d  a t  t h e  a d v e r s e  

i m p a c t s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i th fogg i n g , i c i ng a n d  

p l u m e  s h a d o w i ng b e c a u s e  t h e r e  w o u l d  b e  a 

c o o l i ng t o w e r  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h t h i s  

p r o j e c t . We d i d  n o t  a n t i c i p a t e  t h a t  t h e s e  

i m p a c t s  wou l d  b e  g r e a t . 

I n  t erms of h e a l th effe c t s , we 

e x t e n s i v e l y  a n a l y z ed t h e  h e a l t h  effe c t s  

wh i c h  c o u l d  em a n a t e  from th i s  p r o p o s ed 

p r o j e ct . We l o o k e d  a t  a s e r i e s  of 

S ARA A N N  SARG ENT 
C O URT R E PORT I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 14 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volume D 



Vohone D 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFf BLANK 

DEC-23 
May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

DEC-24 
May 1995 

2 

3 

4 

8 

9 

1 

1 

12 

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  
I 

2 5  

1 3  

h a z a r d o u s  a i r  p o l l u t a n t s  w h i ch i n c l u d e  

a c i d  g a s e s  l i k e  s u l f u r  d i o x i d e; t o x i c  

m e t a l s ,  wh i c h  i n c l u d e  t h i n g s  l i k e  l e a d  a n d  

m e r c u r y . W e  l o o k e d  a t  r a d i o n u c l i d e s . W e  

l o o k e d  a t  vo l a t i l e  o r g a n i c  c o m p o u n d s  s u c h  

a s  b e n z e n e , p o l y c y c l i c  h y d r o c a r b o n s  l i k e  

b e n z o a py r e n e , s o m e  p e op l e  m i g h t  h a v e  h ea r d  

o f ,  a n d  th i ng s  l i k e  ch l o r o f o r m . 

We t o ok t h e  t a c t  o f  h a v i n g  f o u r  

d i f f e r e n t  typ e s  o f  h e a l th r i s k a s s e s s m e n t s  

b e i ng c o n d u c t e d .  W e  l o ok e d  a t  t h e  h e a l th 

r i s k  f r om s t a ck e m i s s i o n s  a n d  t h e  c oo l i n g  

t ower . We a l s o  l o o k e d  a t  r a d i o n u c l i d e s  

a nd w e  w e nt i n t o  s c i e n t i f i c  l i t e r a t u r e  

l o ok i ng a t  t h i ng s  l i k e  p h y s i o l o g i c a l  

s t u d i e s , e f f e ct s  i n  a n i ma l s , h um a n  

e p i d em i o l o g y  a n d  c o n t r o l l e d  h u m a n  

p h y s i o l ogy s t u d i e s . 

I f  y o u  l o ok a t  t h e  c o n d e n s a t i o n  

o f  a l l  t h e s e  h e a l t h  e f f e c t s , wh i ch w a s  

q u i t e  e x t e n s i v e , w e  l o o k e d  a t  c a n c e r  

e f f e ct s  a n d  n o n - c a n c e r  e f f e c t s . A n d  we 

d e t e rm i n e d  that t h e  l i f e t i m e  e x c e s s  c a n c e r  

r a t e't h a t  c o u l d  r e s u l t  f r o m  p o t e n t i a l  

e x p o s u r e  t o  a i r  e m i s s i o n s  f r om t h e  
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p r o p o s e d  pr o j e c t  wou l d  b e  l e s s  t h a n  o n e  i n  
o n e  mi l lion . A n d  t h a t  i s  b e l o w w h a t  E PA 
g e n e r a l l y c o n sid e r s  t h e  th r e s h o l d  o f  
c o n c e rn which i s  o n e  tim e s  t e n  t o  t h e  
min u s  f o u r  t o  o n e  t i m e s  t e n  t o  t h e  min u s  
six . 

W e  l o o k e d  a t  a d v e r s e  n o n - c a n c e r 
h e a l t h e f f e c t s  d u e  to e mis sio n s . T h e s e  
a r e  t hings i n  t h e  E I S  t h a t  p e o p l e  h a v e  
r e a d  it d e a ling with h a z ard ind i c e s  a n d  
h a z a r d  q u otie n t s . T h e y  a r e  a l l  l e s s  t h a n  
t h e  n u m e rica l n u m b e r  o f  o n e  which s h o w s  
t h a t  t h e s e  n o n - c a n c e r  h e a l th e f f e c t s  wo u l d  
b e  n o t  e x p e c t e d  o r  not m e a s u r a b l e .  

I n  t e r m s  o f  w a t er q u a lit y , t h e  

p r opo s e d  p r o j e c t  wou l d  d r a w  a p p r o xima t e l y  

4 . 1  mil lion g a l l o n s  p e r  d a y  o f  P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r  or t r e a t e d  w a s t e  w a t e r  a n d  o f  

t h a t  c o n s um e  o n  t h e  a ve r a g e  2 . 5  m i l lion 
ga l l o n s  per day and t h a t ' s  due t o  
e v a p o r a tive t o w e r  c o o l i n g  l o s s . T h e  
remain d e r  o f  t h a t  g o e s  b a c k  i n t o  t h e  w a s t e  
w a t e r  s t r e a m . 

D u e  to t his c o n s umptio n , t h e  
C o d o r u s  C r e e k  f l o w  wou l d  d e c r e a s e  u n d e r  
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n orma l c o n d i t i o n s  i t  w o u l d  d e c r e a s e  f r o m  

8 7  c u b i c  f e e t  p e r  s e c o n d  t o  8 3 . I f  y o u  

l o ok a t  t h e  w o r s e  c a s e  c o nd i t i o n s  wh i c h  

w a s  t h e  Q 7 - 1 0  up t h e r e  wh i c h  m e a n s  t h e  

l ow e s t  w e e k l y  a v e r a g e  f l o w  o v e r  a t e n - y e a r  

p e r i o d , i t  w o u l d  d e c r e a s e  f r o m  5 8  cu b i c  

f e e t  p e r  s e c o nd t o  5 4  cu b i c  f e e t  p e r  

s e c o n d . 

Th e s e  l o s s e s  wou l d  b e  a t t e n uated 

in t h e  r i ver b a s i n  f a i r l y  r e a d i l y m e a n i ng 

d own s t r e a m . Howeve r , t h e  prop o s e d  p r o j ect 

wou l d  m i t i g a t e  t h e  c o n s u mp t i on of  water 

d u r i n g  l ow f l o w  p e r i o d s  by re l e a s i ng w a t e r  

f r o m  e x i s t i ng S u s q u e h a n a  R i ve r  b a s i n  

s t o r a g e  r e s e r v o i r s  o r  p r i va t e  o n e s  a nd n o t  

t h e  L a k e  Marburg . S o  c o n s e q u e n t l y ,  t h e  

m i t i g a t i o n  m a y  n o t  p o t e nt i a l l y  b e  i n  th i s  

a r e a  b u t  b e  i n  a n e a r  a r e a . 

F o r  m o s t  o f  t h e  s p e c i e s  i n  t h e  

w a s t e  wa t e r , t h e  c o n c e n tra t i o n s  i n  the  

P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  wa s t e  water was  b a s i c a l l y ,  

w e ' r e t a k i ng t h a t  w a s t e  w a t e r  i nt o  t h e  

c o o l i ng tower a n d  t h e n  s e n d i ng i t  b a c k . 

T h o s e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n s  o f  s p e c i e s  b e i ng 

d i s c h a r g e d  wo u l d  i n c r e a s e  d u e  t o  
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e v a p o r a tive l o s s e s . B u t  m a s s l o a dings 

wou l d  not , which m e a n s  that if y o u  w eigh 

t h e  t hings w hich a r e  in t h e  w a s t e  w a t e r  

t h e y  w o u l d  e s s e n tia l l y s t a y  t h e  s a m e , b u t  

t h e  c o n c e nt r a tio n wo u l d  incr e a s e  b e c a u s e  

y o u ' r e e v a p o r a ting w a t e r . 

U n d e r  wor s e  c a s e  c o n dit i o n s , 

a g ain , t h e  Q 7 - 1 0 , t his w o u l d  t r a n s l a t e  t o  

a 9 . 6  p e r c e n t  increa s e  in t h e  e f f e c tiv e 

c o n c e n trat i o n  o f  dis s o l v e d  s p e cie s i n  t h e  

C o d o r u s  c r e e k  imm e dia t e l y  down s t r e a m . 

Again , t his is d uring l o w  f l ow s . Howeve r ,  

d u e  t o  t h e  t r e a t m e n t  n e e d e d  t o  h a p p e n  

b e c a u s e  o f  t h e  c o o ling t o w e r  t h a t  t h e  

p ropo s e d  pr o j e c t  wou l d  ent a i l ,  t h e r e  w ou l d  

b e  d e c r e a s e s  i n  t h e  e f f l u e n t  o f  c e r t ain 

thing s  lik e s u s p e n d e d  s o l v e n t s , 

bio c h emic a l o x y g e n  d e m a n d , t h a t ' s  B O D , a n d  

h e a t  l o a d . A n d  if y o u  l o o k  a t  t h e s e  two 

l a tter t hin g s , the two p a r a m e t e r s  c o u l d  

a ct u a l l y imp r o v e  t h e  o x y g e n  l ev e l s  i n  t h e  

c r e e k  a n d , t h u s , c o u l d  p r o b a b l y  b e  b e t t e r  

f o r  t h e  bio l ogic a l lif e  i n  t h a t  are a . 

I f  y o u  l o o k  a t  in - s t r e a m  

E nviro n m e nt a l P r o t e c tion A g e n c y  a cu t e  a nd 
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chr o n i c  a m b i e n t  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  c r i t er i a , 

t h e s e  wou l d  b e  m e t  i n  t h e  s t r e a m  u n d e r  

b o t h  l ow a n d  m e a n f l ow c o nd i t i o n s , e x c ep t  

f o r  o n e  s p e c i e s  w h i c h  i s  c h l o r i d e ,  which 

w o u l d  e x c e e d  the chr o n i c  s ta n d a rd s  u n d er 

l ow f l ow c o n d i t i o n s  b y  a f a c t o r  o f  1 . 1 .  

S o  i t ' s  t e n  p e r c e n t  h i g h e r  t h a n  w h a t  t h e  

s t a n d ard i s  wh i ch wou l d  a n a l y z e  t h e  

e f f e c t i v e n e s s  i n  the  E I S  a n d  t h e  i m p a c t  

wh i ch s h o u l d  b e  f a i r l y  l o w . 

W e  l o o k e d  a t  n o i s e  t h e n . And  

d u r i n g  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  p h a s e , there wou l d  

b e  a s h o r t - t erm i m p a c t  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  

purg i n g  o f  d i rt a n d  d e br i s  f r o m  t h e  s t e a m  

modu l e s  t h e r e . M i n i m i z a t i o n  m e a s u r e s  

c o u l d  po s s i b l y  b e  r eq u i r e d  t o  m i t i g a t e  the  

n o i s e  l e v e l s. S i n c e  t h e  p r o p o s e d  p l a n t  i s  

i n  c l o s e  p r o x i m i ty t o  a n  e x i s t i n g  

i n d u s t r i a l  n o i s e  s o u r c e ,  c h a n g e s  t o  t h e  

a m b i e n t  n o i s e  e n v i r o n m e n t  c o u l d  p r o b a b l y  

n o t  b e  d i s c e r n e d  f rom e x i s t i n g s o u n d  

l e v e l s  d u r i n g  o p e r a t i o n . 

N o i s e  r e d u c t i o n  m e a s u r e s  wou l d  

b e  emp l o y e d  t o  m i n i m i z e  b a c k g r o u n d  n o i s e  

i n c rea s e s  d u r i n g  opera t i o n o f  t h e  p r op o s ed 
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p r o j e c t . T h i n g s  l i k e  a v e n t  s i l e n c e r  

c ou l d  b e  i n s t a l l e d t o  l e s s e n  t h e  n o i s e  

a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h t h e  s t e a m  r e l e a s e . 

We t h e n  l o o k e d  a t  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n 

a n d  t r a f f i c . A n d  o u r  a n a l y s e s  d i d  n o t  

a s s um e  a r i d e  s h a r e p r o g r a m , s o  

e s s e n t i a l l y e v e r y o n e  w o u l d  b e  r i d i ng t o  

a n d  f r o m t h e  p l a n t  by t h e m s e l v e s . 

V e h i c u l a r  tra f f i c  wo u l d i n c r e a s e  by , a t  

t h e  p e a k , 7 1 2  v e h i c l e s  p e r  d a y  d u r i ng t h e  

c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  p l a n t a n d  by 1 2 5  

ve h i c l e s  p e r  d a y  d u r i ng o p e r a t i o n , wh i ch 

wou l d  d e g r a d e  t r a f f i c  f l ow d u r i ng both 

a . m .  a n d p . m .  p e a k  h o u r s . 

D u r i n g  o p e r a t i o n o f  t h e  p l a nt ,  

t h i s  wo u l d  t r a n s l a t e  a s  to a p p r o x i m a t e l y  

f i ve t o  e i g h t  p e r c e n t i n c r e a s e  i n  t r a f f i c 

a t  k e y  i n t e r s e c t i o n s  d u r i n g  p e a k  h o u r s . 

S o  we d i d  a n  e x t e n s i v e a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  

i nte r s e c t i o n s  i n  t h i s  a r e a . T h e  o n e  a t  

Y o rk R o a d  a n d  Co l o n i a l V a l l e y  R o a d  wou l d  

c o n t i n u e  t o  o p e r a t e  a t  wh a t ' s  c a l l e d  a n  

a c c e p t a b l e  l e v e l  o f  s e r v i c e . H o w e v e r ,  

d e l a y s  wou l d  b e  e x p e c t e d  b e c a u s e  two 

i n t e r s e c t i o n s , York Ro a d ,  J e f f e r s o n R o a d , 

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
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L e h m a n  R o a d  a n d  t h e  Y o r k  R o a d , R o u ndwood 

Fa c i l i t y  a c c e s s  d r i v e s  d o  n o t  have l i gh t s  

t h e r e . And  a l r e a d y  t h e  Y o rk R o a d , 

J e f f e r s o n  R oa d , L e h m a n  R o a d  i n t e r s e c t i o n  

a l re a d y i s  a t  u n a c c e pt a b l e  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  

t h o s e  p e op l e  t h a t  t r a v e l t h er e , e s p e c i a l l y 

t o  t h e  Y o r k  F a i r g r o u nd s . 

T h e  p o t e n t i a l  m i t i g a t i o n i s  t h a t  

w e  c a n  i n s ta l l  tr a f f i c  s i g n a l s ,  w e  c a n  

i mprove l a n e s  a n d  a dd i t i o n a l  s t o r a g e  

q u e u e s  f o r  t h e  l o g  t r u c k s  a t  t h e  R o u ndwood 

s i t e . T h e  improvements  a t  Y o r k  R o a d , 

Roundwood Fa c i l i ty a c c e s s  d r i v e , a r e  

a n t i c i p a t e d  i f  w e  h a v e  t h i s  q u e u e  i n . S o  

t h e r e  cou l d  b e  p o t e n t i a l  i mp r ovem e n t s  w i th 

r e s p e c t  t o  tra f f i c . B u t  i t  s h ou l d  b e  

c l e a r  t h a t  the  P e n n s y l va n i a  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  

T r a n s p orta t i o n n e e d s  t o  i mp r o v e  a n y  o f  

t h e s e  m i t i g a t i o n  a c t i o n s . I t ' s  n o t  w i t h i n  

t h e  c o n t r o l o f  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n ergy o r  

t h e  i n d u s t r i a l  p a r t n e r  t o  e x e r c i s e  th i s .  

T h e  n e x t  t h i ng w e  l o ok e d  a t  w a s  

s o l i d  wa s t e . A n d  t h e  ma j o r s o l i d  w a s te 

g e n e r a t e d  wou l d  b e  a s h  b yp r o d u ct from the 

proposed p l a n t . Howeve r ,  th i s  p r o j e c t  

S ARA ANN S A RG ENT 
CO URT R E P O RT I N G  S ERVI C E  
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2 0  

wou l d  a l s o  g e n e r a t e  s om e  m u n i c i p a l  type 

w a s t e s , s a n i t a r y  w a s t e  and h a z a rd o u s  t y p e s  

o f  w a s t e . 

T h e  a s h byp r o d u c t  wo u l d  b e  

h a u l e d 7 0  m i l e s  to t h e  H a r r i m a n  C o a l  

C o rp o r a t i o n  m i n e  w h e r e  i t  wou l d  b e  u s e d  a s  

m i n e  r e c l a m a t i o n  a nd t o  r e d u c e  t h e  e f f e c t s  

o f  a c i d  m i n e d r a i n a g e . S o  t h e r e ' s  a 

p o t e n t i a l  b e n e f i c i a l  u s e  o f  t h e  a s h . 

We l o o k e d  a t  f l o o d p l a i n s , 

we t l a n d s . A n d  t h e  r a i l  l a d d e r  t r a c k s , a 

r a i l  s p u r  a n d  a p o r t i o n o f  t h e  s t e a m  

s u p p l y  l i n e s  a n d  b e t w e e n  1 4  t o  2 2  p owe r 

l i n e  u t i l i ty p o l e s  wou l d  b e  l o c a t e d  w i th i n  

t h e  1 0 0 - y e a r  f l o o d  p l a i n . Th i s  i s  a b out 

1 . 1  a c r e s . N o  m a j o r i m p a c t s  a r e  e x p e c t e d  

to t h e  p o t e n t i a l  f l o o d  d y n a m i c s  o r  f l ow 

due to t h e  s m a l l  a r e a s  a f f e c t e d  and the 

n a t u r e  of  t h e  s t r u c tu r e s . Y o u  l o o k a t  

f l o o d  p l a i n s  b e c a u s e  y o u  d o n ' t  wa n t  t o  put 

a s t r u c t u r e  w i th i n a f l o o d  p l a i n  and  y o u  

c a n  d i v e r t  f l ow o f  a p o t e n t i a l  s t r e a m  i n to 

other a r e a s .  T h a t  wo u l d  c a u s e  g r e a t  

d a m a g e . 

The r e  w i l l  b e  s m a l l  a r e a s , 

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P ORT I N G  S E RV I C E  
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2 1  

a p p r o x i m a t e l y  . 7  a c r e s , o f  i d e n t i f i e d  

w e t l a n d s  wh i ch w o u l d  b e  u n a vo i d a b l y  

t r a v e r s e d  n e a r  t h e  f o o tp r i nt o f  t h e  p l a n t . 

M i t i g a t i o n  c o u l d  p o s s i b l y  b e  r e q u i r e d  a n d  

c o n s u l t a t i o n  i s  u n d e r w a y  w i th t h e  Army 

Corps of  E n g i n e e r s  t o  d e t e rm i n e w h a t  

m i t i g a t i o n  wo u l d  a c t u a l l y b e  r e q u i r e d . 

I s h o u l d  n o t e  t h a t  s o m e  o f  t h e s e  

n u m b e r s  h a v e  c h a n g e d , t h e y  h a v e  b e e n  

l o w e r e d  i n  r e c e n t  w e e k s  a n d  t h e y  w i l l  

p r o b a b l y  b e  r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  f i n a l  E I S .  

W e  h a ve d o n e  s o m e  f u r t h e r  a n a l y s i s  o n  

t h e s e . 

The  l a s t th i n g I ' d l i k e  to t a l k  

a b out w i t h r e s p e c t  t o  i mp a c t s  i s  t h e r e  

w i l l  b e  e l e ct r i c a l i n t e r c o n n e c t i o n  

c o r r i d o r  t o  t h e  Ba i r  S u b s t a t i o n . A n d  t h i s  

c o r r i d o r  c r o s s e s  t h e  C o d o r u s  C r e e k  t h r e e  

t i me s . I t  g o e s  a c r o s s  t h e  A rmy C o r p s  o f  

E n g i n e e r s ' f l o o d  c o n t r o l  l a n d s , a f f e c t i n g  

a bout 2 0  o f  t h e  1 , 7 5 9 a c r e s . T h e  Army 

Corps of E n g i n e e r s  h a s  l e a s ed 

a p p r o x i ma t e l y  1 , 5 4 0  a c r e s  t o  t h e  · G a m e  

f o l k s  f o r  w i l d l i f e c o n s e r va t i o n . M o s t  o f  

t h e s e  a c r e a g e  m o s t  o f  i t  i s  c u l t i v a t e d  

S A R A  A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO URT R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  
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2 2  

t y p e s  o f  l a nd . I f  y o u  l o ok a t  t h e  

a f f e c t e d  G a m e  Comm i s s i o n h a b i t a t ,  0 . 9  

a c r e s  o f  r i p a r i a n  h a b i t a t ,  th a t ' s  w h a t ' s  

n e a r  b a n k s  a n d  r i v e r s  c o u l d  b e  a f f e c t e d . 

0 . 3 6 i s  w i t h i n  a w i r e z o n e . I f  y o u  p u t  up 

p o w e r  l i n e s , you h a ve w h a t ' s  c a l l e d a n  

e d g e  z o n e , a w i r e z o n e  a n d  a n  e d g e  z o n e . 

A w i r e z o n e  i s  w h e r e  y o u  c l e a r  c u t  a l o t  

o f  t h e  t r e e s  a n d  b r u s h . 1 . 2  a c r e s  o f  

w o o d e d  u p l a n d s  wou l d  a l s o  b e  a f f e c t e d  a n d  

0 . 3 6 a c r e s  w o u l d  b e  i n  t h e  w i r e  z o n e . S o  

i f  y o u  t o t a l up t h e  . 3 6 w i t h a . 3 6 ,  

a p p r o x i m a t e l y  . 7 2 a c r e s  o f  h a b i t a t  c o u l d  

p o t e n t i a l l y b e  l o s t .  

T h e  m i t i g a t i o n  o f  t h e  0 . 3  a c r e s  

o f  r i p a r i a n  h a b i t a t  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  c o u l d  

p o s s i b l y  b e  r e q u i r e d . Howeve r , t h e r e  a r e  

s om e  b e n e f i t s t h a t  c a n  b e  a s s o c i a t e d  w i th 

e l e c t r i c a l  i n t e r c o n n e c t i o n . B i o d i v e r s i ty 

a c t u a l l y i n c r e a s e s  b e c a u s e  y o u  h a v e  a 

c l e a r - c u t  t h r o u g h  t h e  a r e a s , a s  we l l  a s  

t h e r e  a r e  s o m e  b e n e f i t s  t o  h u n t e r s  t h a t  

v i e w  th i s  a s  a n  e a s y a c c e s s  w a y  t o  g e t  

i n to t h e  l a nd . 

I f  y o u  l o ok a t  t h e  f u t u r e  

SARA A N N  SARGENT 
CO URT REPORT I N G  S ERV I C E  
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s ch e d u l e , we h a v e  a n  e x t e n s i o n  o f  t h e  

c om m e n t  p e r i od f r o m  J a n u a ry lOt h t o  

J a n u a ry 3 1 s t . W r i t t e n  c o m m e n t s  w i l l  b e  

a c c e p t e d  t o  t h a t  d a t e . W r i t t e n  c om m e n t s  

a r e  v i e w e d  a s  eq u a l  t o  o r a l c o m m e n t s  wh i c h  

a r e  p r e s e n t e d  t o n i gh t . W e  a n t i c i p a t e  t h a t  

a f i n a l  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i mp a c t  s t a t e m e n t  

wou l d  b e  g e n e r a t e d  s o m e t i m e  i n  M a r c h  a n d  a 

r e c o r d  o f  d e c i s i o n , f a v o r a b l e , 

u n f a v or a b l e , f a v or a b l e  w i t h  m i t i g a t i o n 

a c t i o n s  r e qu i r e d ,  c o u l d  b e  i s s u e d  a s  e a r l y  

a s  Ap r i l  1 9 9 5 . T h a nk y o u . 

B I L L LAWSON : 

At t h i s  t i m e , we wou l d  l i k e  t o  

b e g i n  t h e  p u b l i c  c omme n t . A n d  I ' m g o i n g 

t o  r e a d  t h o s e  t h a t  a r e  r e g i s t e r e d  a s  t h e y  

w e r e  g i v e n  t o  m e . I a p o l o g i z e  i n  a dv a n c e  

i f  I m i s p r o n o u n c e  a n a m e . Mr . S t a n  

S a y l o r , S t a t e  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e . 

W e ' r e  r e a d y  f o r  y o u r  c om m e n t s ,  

s i r . I f  y o u  wou l d  p l e a s e  s t a t e  y o u r  n a m e  

a n d  t h e  a f f i l i a t i o n  t h a t  y o u ' d  l i k e  t o  

h a v e  o n  t h e  r e c o r d . 

STAN S A Y LOR; 

I ' m  S t a n  S a y l o r . 

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO URT R E PORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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R ep r e s e n t a t i v e  i n  t h e  9 t h D i s t r i c t  o f  Y o r k  

C o u n t y . T h e  p u r p o s e  f o r  me b e i ng h e r e  

t h i s  e v e n i n g , w h e n  t h i s  p r o j e c t  w a s  f i r s t  

d i s c u s s e d , i t  h a d  s o m e  g r e a t  c o n c e r n s  t o  

m e  a s  f a r  a s  t h e  e n v i r o nm e n t  a n d  t h e  

i m p a c t  t h a t  i t  wou l d  h a v e  o n  Y o r k  C o u n t y  

o v e r a l l ,  i n c l u d i n g  i t s  e c o n om i c  imp a c t . 

The  f a c t  th a t  i t  d o e s n ' t  e x i s t  

i n  m y  d i s t r i c t d o e s n ' t  c h a n g e  t h e  f a c t  

t h a t  i t  d o e s  h a ve a n  i m p a c t  o n  Y o r k  C o u n t y  

i n  i t  d o e s  h a v e  a n  i m p a c t  o n  my d i s t r i c t . 

F i r s t  o f  a l l , i n  t h e  a re a  o f  t h e  

e n v i r o n m e n t , my p a r t  o f  s o u t h e r n  Y or k  

C o u n t y , t h e  a i r q u a l i t y  l e v e l  wou l d  b e  

i m p r o v e d  v i a  t h e  a p p r o v a l o f  t h i s  p r o j e ct 

a n d  the c l e a n - up of the a i r  e m i s s i o n s  a t  

T r a n s c o  ( p h o n e t i c )  C o r p o r a t i o n  n e a r  D e l t a . 

A l s o , t h e  f a c t t h a t I b e l i e v e  t h a t  w i t h  

t h e  a p p r o v a l o f  t h i s  p r o j e c t  P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r  a s  d i s c u s s e d e a r l i e r w i t h t h e  

a b i l i ty o f  n o t  u t i l i z i n g  b o i l e r n u m b e r  

f o u r  wou l d  b e  a g r e a t  e n h a n c e m e n t  t o  t h e  

a i r  q u a l i t y o f  Y o rk C o u n t y . A s  w e  i n  

P e n n s y l va n i a  a r e  c u r r e n t l y  g o i n g  t h r o u g h  

t h e  g r e a t  c l a mm e r  o f  a u t o  em i s s i o n s  

S ARA A N N  S ARG E N T  
C O URT R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  
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t e s t i n g  a n d r e f ormu l a t e d  g a s  e m i s s i ons 

i m p r o v e m e n t , Y o r k  C o u n t y  c i t i z e n s  h a v e  

s p o k e n  v e r y  c l e a r l y  t h a t  t h e y  d o  n o t  w i s h  

t h o s e  p r o g r a m s  b e  p u s h e d  o n  t h e m . S o  t h e  

n e xt a l t e r n a t i v e  f o r  u s  i n  g o v e r n m e nt i s  

d o  w h a t  we c a n  t o  i m p r o v e  t h e  a i r q u a l i ty 

l ev e l  t h r o u g h  o t h e r  d i r e c t i o n s. I b e l i eve 

in th i s  a r e a  t h i s  pr o j e c t  d o e s  s o , not 

o n l y  b y  i m pr ov i ng t h e  q u a l i t y  in t h e  

T r a n s c r o  Cor p o r a t i o n  b u t  a l s o  t h e  

e m i s s i o n s  a t  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  a n d  o v er a l l  

e m i s s i o n s  i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y  a i r  q u a l i t y  w i l l  

b e  i mp r oved . 

S e c o n d  o f  a l l , i n  t h e  a r e a  of 

the e c o n om i c  i m p a c t  o n  Y o r k  C o u n t y , I 

b e l i e v e  t h a t  n o t  j u s t  i n  t emp o r a r y  j o b s  i n  

t h e  c o n s tiu c t i o n  f i e l d  t h a t  h a v e  b e e n  

c r e a t e d  b y  th i s  j o b a n d a c c e pt i n g  

f u l l - t i m e  j ob s  t h a t  w i l l  b e  c r e a t ed a t  

th i s  p l a nt ,  s o  w i l l  t h e  o t h e r  j o b s  t h r o u gh 

s u b - co nt ra ct i ng j o b s  a t  t h e  p l a nt a s  t h e  

y e a r  g o e s  on . T h e  i m p a c t  o n  Y o r k  C o u n t y , 

a g a i n , a l s o  c o m e s  i nbo t a x  r e v e n u e s . A 

h a l f  m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s  i n  p r o p e r t y  t a x e s  for 

t h e  S p r i n g  G r o v e  S c h o o l  D i s t r i c t , t o  t h e  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I NG S ERV I C E  
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C o u n ty o f  Y o r k  a n d  to t h e  tow n s h i p s  a n d  

m u n i c i p a l i t i e s  s u r r o u n d i n g t h a t , n o t  

c o u n t i n g  t h e  w a g e  t a x e s  a n d  o t h e r  t a x e s  

p a i d  to t h e  S t a t e  o f  P e n n s y l v a n i a  a n d  

o t h e r  g o v e r n m e n t s  i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y . 

A l s o , P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  h a s  a n  

o u t s t a n d i n g r e c o r d  i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y  o f  

s p e n d i n g  m i l l i o n s  o f  d o l l a r s  t o  i m p r o v e  

t h e  a i r q u a l i t y  a t  t h e i r  p l a n t  o v e r  t h e  

y e a r s . Y o r k  C o u n t y  i s  v e r y  p l e a s e d to 

have a c o m p a n y  such as  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  i n  

o u r  c o u n t y . I ' m p l e a s e d  t o  b e  a p a r t  o f  

r e c o g n i z i n g c o r p o r a t i o n s  who d o  e v e r yt h i n g  

w i t h i n  t h e i r  p o w e r  t o  i mp r o ve t h e  qu a l i ty 

o f  l i f e f o r  o u r  c i t i z e n s , i n c l u d i n g t h o s e  

o f  o u r  c o mmu n i t i e s  w h o  a r e  p o o r . A n d  P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r  h a s  d e m o n s t r a t e d  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  

y e a r s  t h e i r  c omm i tm e n t  t o  o u r  c ommu n i t y . 

A l s o , Y o r k  C o u n t y j u s t  l a s t y e a r  

e x p e r i e n c e d  a p o w e r  s h o r t a g e  a nd Y o r k  

C o u n t y  c i t i z e n s  n e e d  m o r e  p o w e r  t o  

c o n t i n u e  t o  p r o v i d e  f o r  o u r  c o n t i n u e d  

g r owth i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y ,  e c o n om i c a l l y a n d  

o t h e rw i s e . I b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h i s  p r o j e c t  

p r o v i d e s  n o t  o n l y  a n  e c o n o m i c  b e n e f i t  t o  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
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Y o r k  C o u n t y  b u t  a l s o  a n  i m p r o v e m e n t  i n  o u r  

e n v i r o n m e n t . A n d  I t h a n k  y o u . 

BILL LAWS O N : 

T h a n k  y o u , s i r .  S e n a t o r  D a n  

D e l p . 

D A N  D E LP : 

Good  e v e n i n g . My n a m e  i s  D a n  

D e l p  a n d  I a m  S t a t e  S e n a t o r - e l e c t  f o r  t h e  

2 8 t h  D i s t r i ct h e r e  i n  P e n n s y l v a n i a . T h a nk 

y o u  v e r y  m u c h  f o r  a l l ow i n g m e  s o m e  t i m e  t o  

s h a r e  a few c o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  p r o p o s e d  N o r t h  

C o d o r u s  c o g e n e r a t i o n p r o j e c t . L e t  m e  

b e g i n  by t h a nk i ng t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r g y  

f o r  a l l ow i ng u s  t h i s  o p p o r tu n i t y a nd a l s o  

f o r  putt i ng t o g e t h e r  t h e  D E I S .  

My f i r s t  c om m e n t  r e l a t e s  t o  a n  

e x p e r i e n c e  t h a t  I h a d  d u r i ng m y  c a mp a i g n  

f o r  t h e  2 8 th S e n a t e  D i s t r i c t . I w a s  out 

at  a d e b a t e  in  t h e  H a n o v e r  a r e a . And  

d u r i n g  that d e ba t e  t h e  q u e s t i on of  t h e  

c o g e n e r a t i o n  f a c i l i ty c a m e  up . T h e y  were 

a s k i ng my p o s i t i o n . A n d  d u r i ng m y  

d i s c u s s i o n o f  the  i s s u e , I m e n t i o n e d  t h e  

f a c t  t h a t  b e c a u s e  o f  t h i s  p r o j e c t , P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r  would b e  c u r t a i l i n g , i f  n o t  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U RT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  
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e v e n  s h u t t i n g  d o w n , o n e  o f  t h e i r  o l d e r  

b o i l e r s . 

A f t e r  t h e  d e b a t e , a n u m b e r  o f  

f o l k s , j u s t  a b out e i gh t  to t e n  f o l k s , c a rn e  

u p  to m e  a t  d i f f e r e nt t i m e s  a nd s a i d ,  I 

d i d n ' t  know t h e  b o i l e r  w a s  g o i ng t o  b e  

s hu t  d o w n  a s  p a rt o f  t h i s  p r o j e c t . I 

t h i nk t h a t  t h i s  p o i n t s  t o  m a ny o f  t h e  

m i s c o n c ept i o n s  a n d  m a y b e  t h e  l a c k  o f  

c ommu n i c a t i o n  t h a t  h a s  b e e n  p a r t o f  t h i s  

who l e  p r o c e s s . 

W i t h  t h i s  i n  m i n d ,  I u r g e  a l l  o f  

t h e  i n t e r e s t e d  p a r t i e s  h e r e  t o n i g h t  t o  

a p p r o a c h  t h i s  p r o c e s s  w i th o p e n  m i nd s  a n d  

o p e n  e a r s . T h e r e  i s  p r o b a b l y  m o r e  r o om 

f o r  c ommon g r o u nd t h a n  e a c h  s i d e  wou l d  

c a r e  to a dm i t . 

A f t e r  r e a d i n g  t h r o u g h  t h e  d r a f t  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l i m p a c t  s t a t e m e n t  i n  t h e  p a s t  

f ew d a y s , m y  c o mme n t s  a r e  a s  f o l l ow s . 

N u m b e r  o n e , P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r , o n e  o f  Y o r k  

C o u n t y ' s  l a r g e s t  a nd m o s t  r e s p e ct e d  

emp l o y e r s  c u r r e n t l y  u s e s  1 . 1  m i l l i o n  

p o u n d s  o f  s t e a m  p e r  h o u r . T h e  
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G l a t f e l t e r  c r u c i a l  a c c e s s  t o  a m o r e  

p o rt a b l e  s o u r c e  o f  s t e a m . P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  

w i l l  r e c e i v e  n o  e l e c t r i c i t y  f r om t h e  c o g e n  

f a c i l i t y . T h a t ' s  a n o t h e r  v e r y  l a r g e  

m i s c o n c e p t i o n t h a t  I r a n  i n t o  t h r o u g h  t h e  

c a mp a i g n . •  F o l k s  wou l d  a s k  m e , w e l l ,  h o w  

m u c h  e l e c t r i c i t y  i s  P . H .  G l a t f e l t er g o i n g  

t o  g e t ?  T h e  a n s w e r  i s  n o n e . T h i s  i s n ' t  

a b out e l e c t r i c i t y , t h i s  i s  a b out s t e a m . 

T h i s  n e w  s o u r c e  o f  s t e a m  w i l l  a l l ow 

G l a t f e l t e r  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e i r  

c o mp e t i t i v e n e s s  wh i l e  m a i n t a i n i n g  a n d  

s t r e n g t h e n i n g  o f  t h e i r  comm i t m e n t  to 

p r o t e c t i n g t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t . 

P l e a s e  k e e p  i n  m i n d t h a t  o u r  

e c o nomy , l o c a lly , s t a t e - w i d e ,  a n d  

n a t i o n a l l y i s  c h a n g i ng r a a i c a l l y .  T h e  

c o m p e t i t i o n  h a s  b e c om e  g l o b a l . N o t  o n l y  

d o e s  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  h a v e  t o  c o m p e t e  w i th 

a p a p e r  p l a n t  i n  O h i o  b u t  a l s o  w i th 

c ompa n i e s  b a s e d  i n  L a t i n  A m e r i c a  a n d  

E u r op e . F a i l u r e  t o  a l l ow t h e m  t o  

m o d e r n i z e  a n d  s t a y  c omp e t i t i ve w i l l  p u t  

t h e m  a t  a d r a s t i c  e c o n om i c  d i s a d v a n t a g e  

w i t h o t h e r  p a p e r  c om p a n i e s . 

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R EPORT I N G  S ERVI C E  
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My s e c o nd p o i nt , I t h i nk i t ' s  

i m p o r t a n t  to u n d e r s t a n d  t h a t  A i r  P r o d u c t s , 

t h e  p a r e n t  c om p a n y  f o r  t h e  c o g e n  f a c i l i t y  

m u s t  a b i d e by a n d  m e e t  r e q u i r em e n t s  o f  t h e  

1 9 9 0  F e d e r a l C l e a n  A i r  A c t . Y o u  k n ow , o n e  

o f  t h e  c o mm e n t s  t h a t  a l s o c a rn e  u p  d u r i ng 

t h e  c a m p a i g n , p e op l e  s u g g e s t e d  t o  rn e  t h a t  

t h e y  w o u l d n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y - - - t h e  c o g e n  

f a c i l i t y  wou l d n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  i m p r o v e  t h e  

a i r  q u a l i ty a n d  t h a t  t h e r e  wou l d  b e  w a y s  

to g e t  a r o u nd t h e  r u l e s . F o l k s , t r u s t  rn e . 

T h e  o n e s  t h a t  a r e  l a u gh i n g ,  I a s s u m e  

d o n ' t  h a v e  a p r o b l e m  w i t h  t a k i n g  t h e i r  

c a r s i n  t o  g e t  t h e m  t e s t e d  f o r  e m i s s i o n s . 

P l e a s e  g i v e  rn e  y o u r  n a m e  a n d  n u m b e r .  I 

d o n ' t  e x p e c t  p h o n e  c a l l s  w h e n  t h a t  g e t s  

c r arnrned d own o u r  t h r o a t s  by t h e  F e d s  i n  a 

f ew y e a r s . T h e  F e d s  a r e  g o i n g  t o  f o r c e  

t h e  c o g e n  f a c i l i t y  to a b i d e  by t h e  1 9 9 0  

C l e a n  A i r  Act . T h e y  w i l l  d o  i t . 

N ow , r e gu l a t i o n s  w i t h  r e s p e c t  to 

t h e  C l e a n  A i r  A c t  are very s i mp l e . Any 

new em i s s i o n  m u s t  h a v e  o f f s e t s  b y  a two 

t i m e s  f a c t o r . Any new e m i s s i o n  m u s t  b e  

o f f s e t  b y  a t w o  t i m e s  f a c t o r  . 

SARA ANN SARG E N T  
C O U RT R E P O RT I N G S E RVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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w o r d s ,  u l t i m a t e l y  t h e r e  w i l l  h a ve to b e  

l e s s  em i s s i o n s  t h a n  t h e r e  c u r r e nt l y  a r e . 

I n  c l o s i n g , I b e l i eve i t  i s  

i m p e r a t i v e  t h a t  w e  a l l  r e c o g n i z e  a nd 

r e m e m b e r  t h a t  t h e  c o g e n  f a c i l i t y  m u s t  go 

through a s t r i c t  F e d e r a l  and S t a t e  

p e r m i t t i n g  a n d  a p p r o v a l p ro c e s s . T h e  

p e r m i t t i n g  p r o c e s s  m u s t  b e  a l l ow e d  t o  r u n  

i t s  c o u r s e . I f  th i s  i s  a l l ow e d  t o  h a p p •n ,  

t h e  c o g e n  f a c i l i ty w i l l  r i s e  o r  f a l l  o n  

i t s  m e r i t s . 

E v e n t u a l l y ,  f o l k s , a d e c i s i o n  

m u s t  b e  r e a c h e d . P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r , t h e  

l o c a l c ommu n i t y  a n d  Y o r k  C o u n t y  n e e d  a n d  

d e s erve a t im e l y  a n s w e r . T h a n k y o u  a l l  

v e r y  much . 

B I L L  LAWS O N : 

T h a n k  y o u , s i r .  R ep r e s e n t a t i v e  

T o d d  P l a t t s . 

TODD P LATT S : 

G o o d  e v e n i n g . Be f o r e  I b e g i n  m y  

c omments o n  t h e  m e r i t s  o f  t h e  E I S , I ' d  

l i k e  t o  p u t  o n  t h e  r e c o r d  f i r s t  a b o u t  the 

p r o c e e d i n g s . And  t h a t ' s  t o  p u t  on  t h e  

r e c o r d  m y  o b j e c t i o n s  t o  t h e  h e a r i ng s  g o i ng 

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S ERVI C E  
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Response: The scheduling and administration of the public hearings were conducted 
in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), as implemented 
in regulations promulgated by the Council on Environmental Quality (40 CFR Parts 
1500-1508) and by the DOE's Implementing Procedures (10 CFR Part 1021).  
However, in order to accommodate the desire by the public to have more time to 
read the DEIS and to provide informed commentary in a public forum, DOE 
scheduled a continuation public hearing (January 18 ,  1995), approximately one 
month after the first set of public hearings (December 14, 15, and 16, 1994). 
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f o r w a r d . I t h i n k  y o u ' r e a w a r e  o f  m y  

c o r r e s p o n d e n c e  t o  y o u r  d e p a r tm e n t , 

S e c r e t a r y  O ' L e a r y  a n d  my c o n v e r s a t i o n s  

w i t h  y o u r  d eputy s e c r e t a r y . 

T h e  D I S  d r a f t  i n  i t s e l f  i s  

m o r e  t h a n  6 0 0  p a g e s  i n  l e n g t h . T h e  

r e c o mm e n d e d  l e n g t h  o f  a n  E I S  a n d  t h e  n e e d 

f o r  r e g u l a t i o n s  i s  1 5 0  p a g e s , n o r m a l l y n o  

m o r e  t h a n  3 0 0 p a g e s  i n  e x t r eme c a s e s . I ' m  

n o t  c o m p l a i n i n g a b o u t  t h e  l e n g t h . T h e r e ' s  

a l o t  o f  m a t e r i a l  t h a t  n e e d s  t o . b e  c o v e r e d  

a n d  I a p p r e c i a t e  t h e  e x t� n t  o f  i t  b e i ng 

c o v e r e d . B u t  i n  t h o s e  r e g u l a t i o n s  a l s o  

a r e  m i n i mum t i m e  p e r i o d s  f o r  h e a r i ng s  to 

b e  h e l d  a nd comments t o  be g i v e n . T h e  

m i n i mum p e r i o d i s  1 5  d a y s , T h i s  w a s  

p u b l i s h e d  N o v e m b e r  2 5 t h , I b e l i e v e , 1 7  

d a y s  a g o . We ' v e m o r e  t h a n  d o u b l e d  t h e  

m a x i mum l e ng t h  f o r  t h e  E I S  b u t  w e ' v e n o t  

e x t e n d e d a t  a l l  t h e  t i m e  p e r i o d f o r  t h e  

h e a r i n g s  to b e  h e l d  a n d  t h e  n o t i c e . I 

a p p r ec i a t e d  my c o l l e a g u e ' s  c o m m e n t s  w h e n  

h e  r e a d  through t h e  d r a f t  E I S .  I ' v e b e e n  

wo r k i ng o n  i t  f o r  t h r e e  w e e k s  a n d  s t i l l  

h a v e  m u c h  to d o . B u t  I w a n t  t o  s a y  t h a t  I 

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO URT R E PORT I N G  S E R V I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

(continued) 

Volwne II 



D-32/5 

KEYWORDS: 
Document length 
NEPA 

D-32/13 

KEYWORDS: 
Document length 
NEPA 
Schedule 

Volwne U 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: In the Council on Environmental Quality's Regulations for Implementing 
the Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act (40 CFR Parts 
1500-1508), it is stated that the text of an EIS should normally be less than 150 
pages and for proposals of unusual scope or complexity should normally be less than 
300 pages (40 CFR Part 1502.7). The text, according to the regulations, refers to 
the following: purpose of and need for action, alternatives including proposed 
action, affected environment, and environmental consequences. The DEIS for the 
York County Energy Partners Facility was 428 pages based on this definition of 
"text. " One of the major reasons for the length of the EIS is the analysis of issues 
raised in public comments obtained during both the public scoping and the public 
hearing processes. 

Response: The DEIS was distributed to the public on approximately November 18, 
1994. Many individuals received their copies of the Draft Statement by November 
21 , 1994, as judged by telephone inquiries received by DOE from the public during 
this time period . Thus, there were approximately three weeks for the public to 
review the DEIS prior to the first public hearing date. The determination of dates 
for conducting the public hearings (December 14, 15, and 16, 1994) was reached 
after much deliberation, based on the consideration of factors such as interference 
with the holiday season, potential for inclement weather, and maintenance of project 
schedule. In addition, it was felt that the public could submit written comments to 
DOE if their personal schedules could not accommodate review of the DEIS prior 
to the public hearings. Written comments are given the same weight as oral 
comments in terms of disposition. However, due to the public comments received, 
DOE scheduled a continuation hearing for January 1 8, 1995, and extended the 
(written) comment period from January 10, 1995, to January 3 1 ,  1995, in order to 
allow for full participation of the public in the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) process. 
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c om m e n d  D e p u t y  S e c r e t a r y  G o d l e y e xt e n d i n g  

wr i t t e n  c om m e n t s  d e a d l i n e  f r o m  J a n u a r y  

lOth t o  t h e  3 1 s t . I a p p r e c i a t e  y o u r  

w i l l i n g n e s s  t o  g e t  i n v o l v e d  i n  t h i s  i s s u e . 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  s h e  h a d t o  a n d  t h a t  

s h o u l d n ' t  h a v e  b e e n  t h e  c a s e . I b e l i e ve 

y o u , as p ro j e c t  m a n a g e r s  of t h i s  s h o u l d  

h a v e  s e e n  t h e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e n e s s , th i s  

m o v i n g  f o r w a rd s o  q u i c k l y  w i t h  t h e  

h e a r i n g s  a nd t h e  w r i tt e n  c o m m e n t  g i v e n  t h e  

l e n gth o f  t h e  d o c u m e nt . A n d  r e m e m b e r  t h a t  

6 0 0  p a g e s  d o e s  n o t  i n c l u d e  t h e  h u n d r e d s  o f  

p a g e s  o f  d o c u m e n t s  i n c o r p o r a t e d  b y  

r e f e r e n c e . 

S o  I wou l d  o f f i c i a l l y o b j e c t  

t o n i g h t  t o  t h e s e  h e a r i n g s  a nd a g a i n  

c ommend D e p u t y  S e c r e t a r y  G o d l e y f o r  

g e t t i ng i n v o l v e d  a nd s h ow i ng s om e  g o o d  

s e n s e  i n  e x t e n d i n g  t h e  w r i tt e n  c o m m e n t  

p e r i od . 

T u r n i n g  t o  m y  c o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  

i s s u e  n o w . F i r s t , I o b j e c t  i n  t h e  d r a f t  

E I S  a nd I s h o u l d  emp h a s i z e  t h a t  t h e s e  a r e  

p r e l i m i n a ry c o m m e n t s  a n d  I a n t i c i p a t e  a nd 

p l a n  t o  s u bm i t  w r i t t e n  c om m e n t s  t h a t  w o u l d  

S AR A  A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G  S ER V I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Please see the response to Comment D-32/1 3 .  
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b e  m o r e  t h o r o u g h  a n d  b e t t e r  p r e p a r e d . But 

I i n i t i a l l y o b j e c t  t o  the way y o u  

p r o j e c t e d  t h e  a i r em i s s i o n s  c o mp a r i s o n  

b e t w e e n  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  a n d  t h e  p r op o s e d  

c o g e n e r a t i o n  p l a n t , e s p e c i a l l y w i t h s o � , 

N O x , PM - 1 0 , c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e  a n d  v o c s . 

F i r s t , g i ve n  t h e  h e a l t h  r i s k 

a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e  a n d  t h e  

f a c t o r  t h e  V O C s  p l a y e d  i n  c r e a t i o n o f  t h e  

o z o n e  a l o n g  w i t h t h i s  p l a n t , · i f b u i l t ,  

w i l l  g r e a t l y ,  g r e a t l y  i n c r e a s e  t h e  a m o u n t  

o f  c a r b o n  mono x i d e  a n d  t h e  a m o u n t  o f  V O C s  

c o m i n g  f r om t h e  l o c a t i o n . And I p o i n t out 

t h e  em i s s i o n s  t e s t i n g is  s p e c i f i c a l l y that 

t h e y ' l l  reduce c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e , w h i ch 

w e ' r e g o i n g to b e  f o r c e d  a s  i n d i v i d u a l s  

t h a t  th i s  p l a nt wou l d  g r e a t l y  i n c r e a s e  

c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e . 

But g i ve n  t h a t  i mp a c t  o f  c a r b o n  

m o n o x i d e  a n d  vo c s , I f i n d  i t  t r o u b l i n g 

t h a t  t a b l e  4 . 1 - 2  f o und o n  p a g e  4 - 2 2  o n l y  

c o mpa r e s  G l a t f e l t e r ' s  a n d  Y C E P ' s  em i s s i o n s  

o f  S 0 2 , N O x  a n d  PM - 1 0 .  I f o u n d  t h i s  

o m i s s i o n o f  C O  a n d  VOCs f r om t h a t  

c o mpa r i s o n  e v e n  m o r e  e n l i gh t e n i n g o r  

SARA A N N  SARGENT 
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4  ) 5 3  6.- 8 9 0 8 
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Response: Table 4. 1 -2, of the DEIS, presented a comparison of the permitted (i .e. , 
maximum) emission levels of sulfur dioxide (SOz), oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and 
particulate matter (PM10) among the P. H.  Glatfelter Power Boiler No. 4, the 
proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) project, and 720 hours of 
operation of the Power Boiler No. 4.  (It should be noted that the 720 hours of 
operations only refers to simultaneous operation of P. H. Glatfelter Power Boiler 
No. 4 with the proposed Cogeneration Facility.) Emissions of carbon monoxide 
(CO) and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) from the Power Boiler No. 4 were 
not included because these are not subject to permit limitations. A new table, Table 
4. 1 -2a, has been added to the FEIS; this new table lists actual or expected emissions 
from the Power Boiler No. 4 and the proposed YCEP facil ity for carbon monoxide 
(CO), volatile organic compounds (VOCs), and radionuclides, as well as actual or 
expected emissions of sulfur dioxide (SOz), oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and particulate 
matter (PM10). Table 4. 1 -2 shows that emissions at maximum permitted levels 
would result in decreases of 2,419 tons/yr of sulfur dioxide (S�), 272 tons/yr of 
oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and 65 tons/yr of particulate matter (PM10), representing 
a maximum decrease of 2,756 tons of these pollutants . Table 4. 1 -2a shows that 
estimated actual emissions would decrease by 650 tons/yr of sulfur dioxide (SOz), 
415 tons/yr of oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and 7 tons/yr of particulate matter (PM10); 
and would increase by 1 ,349 tons/yr of carbon monoxide (CO) and 35 tons/yr of 
volatile organic compounds (VOCs), representing a maximum expected increase of 
3 12 tons/yr for the six criteria pollutants identified in the National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards (NAAQS). 

Response: The proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) project would 
result in an increase (maximum permitted) of approximately 1 ,  726 tons/yr of carbon 
monoxide (CO) which, as discussed in Sections 4. 1 .2.6, 4. 1 .2.6. 1 ,  and 4. 1 .2.6.2 
of the EIS, corresponds to the highest modeled ambient concentrations that are 10 
percent of the significance level for 8-hour averages and 5 percent of 1 -hour 
averages. The significant level is the ambient concentration below which a source 
impact is deemed by EPA to be at a level that cannot cause or "significantly"  
contribute to an exceedance of either the National Ambient Air Quality Standard 
(NAAQS) or Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) allowable increment. 
The highest modeled concentrations of carbon monoxide (CO) resulting from these 
emissions were 96. 8  p.g/m3 for 1 -hour levels (cf. National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard of 40,000 p.g/m3) and 50.0 p.g/m3 for 8-hour levels (cf. National Ambient 
Air Quality Standard of 10,000 p.g/m3) (see Section 4. 1 .2.6.4). No adverse health 
effects are anticipated due to the increase in ambient carbon monoxide (CO) 
concentrations attributable to the proposed project. 

The maximum volatile organic compound (VOC) emissions from the proposed York 
County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) Facility would be 48 tons/yr (see Table 4. 1 .3 
in Section 4. 1 .2.5) .  As a result of the curtailment of the P. H. Glatfelter 
Company's Power Boiler No. 4, 3 .4 tons/yr of volatile organic compound (VOC) 
emissions would no longer be emitted (see Table 4. 1-2a in Section 4. 1 .2.3 of the 
FEIS). 

May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

DEC"'68 
May 1995 

TinS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFI' BLANK 

Volume ll 



D-34/19 

KEYWORDS: 
Air emissions 
Alternatives analysis 
Emission differentials 

Volwne D 

Final Enviromnental bnpact Statement 

Up to 1 .0 ton/yr of VOC emissions could be expected from additional traffic (see 
Table 4. 1- 14  in Section 4. 1 .2. 1 0), and 0.57 tons/yr of chloroform could be emitted 
from the proposed cooling tower (see Section 4. 1 .2.9) .  Thus, a maximum increase 
of about 46.2 tons/yr of VOCs may be expected from all sources. 

It has been estimated that an increase of 50 tons/yr of volatile organic compound 
(VOC) emissions could result in a maximum formation of 0.4 ppb of ozone (03) 
[approximately 0.8 p.g/m

3 
ozone (03) at standard conditions] . [A regional oxides 

of nitrogen (NOx) reduction due to emission reduction credits (ERCs) was not added 
to or included in this ozone (03) estimation.] A value of 0.4 ppb of ozone (03) 
needs to be viewed in relation to the following typical ozone (�) levels in the York 
Air Basin reported by PADER: an annual average of approximately 53 ppb of 
ozone (03), a daily maximum average of approximately 1 1 2 ppb of ozone (03), and 
a maximum background level of approximately 350 ppb of ozone (03) during one 
year. 

Please also see the response to Comment D-34/ 1 .  

Response: As discussed more fully in the responses to Comments D-34/1 and D-
34/7, actual and expected carbon monoxide (CO) and volatile organic compound 
(VOC) emission data from both the P. H. Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 
4 and the proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P.  (YCEP) facility have now 
been listed in Table 4. 1 -2a in the FEIS . This new table is included in the Final 
Statement to supplement Table 4. 1 -2 [which lists sulfur dioxide (S�, oxides of 
nitrogen (NOx), and particulate matter (PM10) permitted emission data] . Thus, the 
sulfur dioxide (S02), oxides of nitrogen (NOx), particulate matter (PM10), carbon 
monoxide (CO), and VOC data for the alternative plants found in Table 4.3-1 and 
Table 4.3-2 can now be more easily compared to the data in Tables 4. 1 -2 and 
4. 1 -2a. 

Please also see the response to Comment D-34/7. 

May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

: 51 

May 199S 

3 5  

i n t e r e s t i n g , I s h o u l d  s a y , w h e n  I f o u n d  

t h a t  y o u r  t a b l e s  4 . 3 - 1  a n d  4 . 3 - 2 w h i c h  a r e  

c om p a r i ng Y C E P  em i s s i o n s  t o  a l t e r n a t i ve 

p l a n t s , s p e c i f i c a l l y a g a s - f i r e d  c o m r i n e d  

cyc l e  f a c i l i t y  o r  a two u n i t  c o a l - f i r e d  

f a c i l i ty d o  i n c l u d e  c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e  a nd 

v o c s . 

I h a d  t o  w o n d e r  i f  y o u  d i d n o t  

i n c l u d e  t h e m  i n  t h e  comp a r i s o n  u p  f r o n t  

w i th t h e  G l a t f e l t e r  em i s s i o n  b e c a u s e  

u n l i k e  S 0 2 , PM- 1 0  a nd N O x , t h e y ' r e go i n g 

t o  g r e a t l y  g o  up , n o t  d o w n . A n d  I t h i nk 

t h a t ' s  a n  ove r s i g h t  t h a t  y o u  s h ou l d  

a d d r e s s . 

I t ' s  i m p o r t a n t  t o  n o t e  t h a t  w h e n  

s p e a k e r s , p r o p o n e n t s  o f  t h i s  p r o j e c t  a nd 

my e s t e e m e d  c o l l e a g u e s  r e f e r  t o  i m p r o v i n g  

t h e  e n v i r on m e n t  a n d  r e d u c i n g  em i s s i o n s , 

a n d  p e r h a p s  by m i l l i o n s  o f  p o u n d s  p e r  y e a r  

t h e y  s a y ,  t h e y ' r e o n l y  t a l k i ng a b out S 0 2 , 

N O x  a n d  v o c . T h e y  a r e  n o t  a dd r e s s i n g 

c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e  a n d  VO C s  a nd VO C s  a s  they  

s h o u l d  b e . 

And , i n  f a c t , w h e n  y o u  i n c l u d e  

c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e  a nd vo c s  i n t o  t h e  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G  S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: As discussed more fully in the response to Comment D-34/ 1 ,  carbon 
monoxide (CO) and VOC emission data from both the proposed York County 
Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) project and the P. H .  Glatfelter Company's Power 
Boiler No. 4 are now provided in Table 4. 1 -2a. This table has been included in the 
FEIS to supplement Table 4. 1 -2 that listed sulfur dioxide (S�, oxides of nitrogen 
(NOx), and particulate matter (PM10) permitted emission data. As a result of the 
proposed YCEP project, a reduction would occur to the permitted level of 2,4.19 
tons/yr for sulfur dioxide (S02), 272 tons/yr for oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and 65 
tons/yr of PM10, representing a maximum decrease of 2,756 tons of these pollutants . 
Table 4. 1 -2a shows that estimated actual emissions would decrease by 650 tons/yr 
of sulfur dioxide (S02), 415 tons/yr of oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and 7 tons/yr of 
particulate matter (PM10), and would increase by 1 ,349 tons/yr of carbon monoxide 
(CO) and 35 tons/yr of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), representing a 
maximum increase of 3 12 tons/yr for the six criteria pollutants under the National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards . 

Please also see the responses to Comments D-34/ 1 ,  D-3417, and D-34/ 19.  

Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-34/ 1 ,  D-3417, and D-35/8. 

However, it should be noted that the three air pollutants most often implicated in 
environmental and health effects have been sulfur dioxide (S02), oxides of nitrogen 
(NOx), and fine particles (PM10) . 

Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-34/ 1 ,  D-3417, and D-35/8. 
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3 6  

comp a r i s o n  o f  a i r  em i s s i o n s , w e  d o n ' t  h a ve 

a r e d u c t i o n o f  m i l l i o n s  o f  p o u n d s , we h a ve 

an i n c r e a s e  o f  m i l l i o n s  o f  p o u n d s  of a i r  

p o l l u t i o n . E s t i m a t e s  a n ywh e r e  f r om 1 . 3  to  

1 . 7  m i l l i o n  p o u n d s  per y e a r  more p o l l u t i o n 

i n t o  y o u r  c o u n t y . 

My s e c o n d  o b j e c t i o n c o n c e r n i ng 

t h e  a i r  em i s s i o n s  a n a l y s i s  o f  a d r a f t  E I S  

i s  t h e  m a n n e r  i n  wh i c h y o u  d e v e l op e d  a 

w o r s e  c a s e  s c e n a r i o  f o r  em i s s i o n s  a t  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  f a c i l i ty . R a t h e r  th a n  c om p a r i ng 

Y C E P  p e r m i t t e d  em i s s i o n s  a n d  P . H . 

G l a t f e l t e r  p e r m i t  e m i s s i o n s , I s u g g e s t  

t h a t  y o u  u s e  P . H . G l a t f e l t e r  a c t u a l  

em i s s i o n s  wh i c h  w e  h a ve m u c h  d o c um e n ta t i o n 

o f  a n d  Y C E P ' s  p e r m i t  em i s s i o n s . 

The  r e a s o n I s a y  t h i s  i s  b e c a u s e  

g i v e n  t h a t  y o u , t h e  D O E  a n d  Y C E P  t h i nk y o u  

s h o u l d  g e t  th i s  m o n e y , $ 7 5  m i l l i o n i n  t a x  

d o l l a r s  b e c a u s e  o f  t h e  u n p r o v e n n e s s  o f  

t h i s  t e c h n o l o gy t h a t  n e e d s  t o  b e  d o n e  t o  

s c a l e , i t ' s  l og i c a l a n d  r e a s o n a b l e  t o  u s e  

t h e  w o r s e  c a s e  f o r  t h e m .  a s  th e i r  t o p  l e v e l  

p e rm i t . But i t ' s  n ot l og i c a l  t o  d o  t h e  

s a m e  t h i n g  f o r  G l a t f e l t e r  wh e n  w e  h a ve 

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I NG S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: For comparison of air emissions between two sources, it is most 
appropriate to perform the analysis on a "similar" basis in order to generate the most 
accurate, understandable, and informative comparisons. In the case of a comparison 
of emissions from the proposed project and the P. H .  Glatfelter Company's Power 
Boiler No. 4, it is appropriate to compare the "maximum" theoretical emissions 
(i .e. , permitted levels) for the two facilities as well as the "expected" emissions for 
the two facilities . The DEIS compared permitted emissions for the two facilities, 
and has been revised (see Table 4. 1 -2a in the FEIS) to show a comparison between 
actual or expected emission levels in order to provide a more comprehensive picture 
for the two different scenarios (maximum versus expected emissions) . (Actual 
emissions refer to 1993 data from the P .  H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 
4. Expected emissions refer to those emissions anticipated to be generated by the 
proposed project. Expected emissions from the proposed project are lower than the 
permitted levels.) 

Comparing the "average" emissions from the P. H .  Glatfelter Company's Power 
Boiler No . 4 with the "permitted" emissions of the proposed facility would be 
inappropriate and similar to comparing a 50 percent load operation of one facil ity 
with a 100 percent load operation of another facility, which would provide a 
distorted comparative picture of reality. 

In addition, the yearly emissions from P. H. Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 
4 have varied somewhat over the years based on hours of operation and, more 
importantly, on coal characteristics (sulfur content), thus giving support to making 
comparisons based on permitted levels .  
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y e a r s  a n d  y e a r s  a n d  y e a r s  o f  d o cu m e n t e d  

e v i d e n c e  o f  t h e i r  e m i s s i o n s .  T h e i r  w o r s e  

c a s e  s c e n a r i o  c a n  b e  d o cu m e n t e d  f r om t h e i r  

a c tu a l  e m i s s i o n s . I f  y o u  u s e  t h i s  m a n n e r , 

y o u ' l l  s e e  t h a t  y o u r  e m i s s i o n s  r e d u ct i o n s  

a r e  g r e a t l y  i n f l a t a b l e  f o r  e v e n  t h e  t h r e e  

e m i s s i o n s  y o u  t a l k e d  a b o u t , S 0 2 , PM- 1 0  a n d  

N O x . And  i f  y o u  i n c l u d e  y o u r  o t h e r  o n e s , 

t h e r e ' s  e v e n  a g r e a t e r  i n c r e a s e . 

I ' m  g o i ng t o  t r y  t o  s p e e d  up . I 

k n ow I ' m  e x t e n d i n g  o v e r  my t i m e . I 

r e c o g n i z e  t h a t  y o u r  s p e a k e r  b o t h  s t a t e d  i n  

y o u r  op e n i n g c o mm e n t s  y o u  g o t  f i v e  m i nu t e s  

a nd 1 5  m i n u t e s . P l e a s e , I ' d  a p p r e c i a t e  

y o u r  i n d u l g e n c e . 

F i n a l l y ,  o n  n o  a c t i o n 

a l t e r n a t i v e a n d  a l t e r n a t i v e t e c h n o l og i e s , 

r e a s o n a b l e  a l t e r n a t i v e s . I s t r o n g l y  

e n c o u r a g e  y o u  t o  g o  b a c k , n o t  j u s t  

i d e n t i f y o t h e r  t e c h n o l o g i e s  t h a t  m a y  b e  

b e t t e r  f o r  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t , b e t t e r  f o r  

y o u r  c ou n t i e s  a n d  s t i l l  h a v e  e l e c t r i c i ty 

a n d  h a v e  j o b s . But i d e n t i f y a n d  r e v i ew 

t h em a s  c om p a r e d  t o  t h i s  t e c h n o l o gy . I 

t h i n k y ou ' r e w r o n g  i n  j u s t  i d e n t i f y i n g a nd 

SARA A N N  SARGENT 
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S ER V I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: DOE believes that the EIS adequately addresses the reasonable 
alternatives to the proposed action. As discussed in Section 1 .3 ,  the purpose of and 
need for the proposed Federal action define the bounds of its reasonable alternatives. 
Congress established the Clean Coal Technology (CCT) Program with a specific 
purpose -- to demonstrate the commercial viability of technologies which use coal 
in more environmentally benign ways than conventional coal plants . Some energy 
legislation, such as the Energy Policy Act of 1992, address broad policy issues and 
questions concerning energy choices. In contrast, the CCT legislation has a narrow 
focus in directing DOE to demonstrate clean coal technologies . Other technologies 
which cannot serve to carry out the goal of the CCT Program legislation (e.g. , 
natural gas, wind power, conservation) are not relevant to DOE's decision of 
whether· or not to provide cost-shared funding support for the proposed York County 
Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) cogeneration project, and therefore, are not 
reasonable alternatives for this EIS. 

Moreover, each of the CCT projects selected for partial funding are unique in that 
they were selected to fulfill a particular program need (i .e. , a specific technology 
or combination of technologies). The CCT Program only allows for joint funding 
of proposed projects that have been selected through a solicitation and negotiation 
process. In 1986, the DOE issued the first of several program opportunity notices 
soliciting proposals for specific types of projects that would be jointly funded under 
the CCT Program. Prospective Industrial Participants submitted proposals in 
response to the notices . A group of proposals were selected for the program which 
were expected to further the goals of the CCT Program and which represented a 
cross section of different advanced coal technologies . This proposed project was 
selected to be a part of the CCT Program specifically because of the type of 
technology proposed. DOE's choices were limited by having to choose from the 
proposals that were submitted under the solicitation process. 

The proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) cogeneration project was 
selected to demonstrate an atmospheric circulating fluidized bed (ACFB) boiler with 
in-bed desulfurization at a large utility scale (i .e. , 2 . 1  million pounds per hour of 
steam). Other projects proposing to demonstrate other technologies are not 
alternatives to the proposed ACFB project. Other advanced coal-based technologies 
are either being developed or proposed for demonstration at various sites under the 
CCT Demonstration Program. There is a "portfolio" of technologies that are 
included in the CCT Program, which represent a range of technological maturity and 
risk. The ramifications of selecting technologies within this specific portfolio (as 
compared to conventional technologies) is the subject of the Programmatic EIS for 
the CCT Demonstration Program (DOE. 1989a). The only way in which DOE 
could consider other projects offering comparable benefits to the CCT Program 
would be to decide not to fund the proposed YCEP project and to solicit for 
additional proposals. The possible results of a new solicitation are totally 
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r e f u s i n g t o  r e v i e w  t h e m  a nd s a y i n g  t h a t  

t h e y ' r e n o t , t h a t ' s  n o t  w i t h i n  t h e  s c o p e  

o f  t h i s  p r o j e c t . T h e  p u r p o s e  o f  t h e  c l e a n  

c o a l t e c h no l o g y  p r o g r a m  i s  b r o a d , i t ' s  n o t  

a s  s p e c i f i c  . I t ' s  d e f i n e d a d v a n c e d  

l e a d i ng e d g e  t e c h n o l o g y . O t h e r  l e a d i ng 

e d g e  t e c h n o l o g y  f u l f i l l s  t h a t  p u rp o s e  a n d  

g o a l . And  I t h i nk t h e  E P A  i s  c o r r e ct a n d  

I c o n c u r  who l e h e a rt e d l y  w i th P e t e r  

C o s t a m y e r • s  ( p h o n e t i c )  c o m m e n t s  t h a t  you 

s h o u l d  i n c l u d e  t h o s e  o t h e r  t e c h no l o g i e s , 

n o t  i n  i d e n t i f y i n g t h e m  b u t  r e v i ew i ng them 

in what t h e i r  i m p a c t s  w o u l d  be v e r s u s  th i s  

t e c h n o l o g y . A n d  I wo u l d  c i t e  D i a n e  E s t e r  

( p h o n e t i c )  who i s  w i t h  t h e  E P A , h e r  l e tt e r  

t o  D r . V a n  O o t e g h e m  o f  l a s t  O c t o b e r  

r e c omm e n d i n g  t h a t  i n c l u s i o n . A n d  I wou l d  

a l s o  s i t e  a dm i n i s t r a t o r  P e t e r  C o s tamyer 

and  EPA s t a f f  m e m b e r , R o y  D em l er ' s  

( ph o n e t i c )  pu b l i sh e d  c o m m e n t s  j u s t  a month 

a g o , that t h e y  b e l i ev e  t h e s e  t e c h n o l o g i e s  

- - - t h o s e  o t h e r  t e c h n o l o g i e s  s h o u l d  b e  

i n c l u d e d  i n  y o u r  r ev i ew . A n d  I t h i nk , i n  

f a c t , M r . C o s t a m y e r ' s  c o mme n t s  were  

q u o t i n g  f r o m  the  n e w s  a r t i c l e . 

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S ER V I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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speculative. All that can be said is that the impacts from the proposed YCEP 
project would not occur. Even if the procurement process could easily accommodate 
consideration of other clean coal technologies, these alternatives would need to be 
offered (or agreed to) by the owner and operator of the proposed facility, since 
alternatives would require feasibility of implementation if selected to be considered 
executable. The Industrial Participant is currently only interested in AFBC 
technology since this was the only technology that the Industrial Participant proposed 
to DOE for consideration. 

Congress not only prescribed a narrow goal for the CCT Program, but also directed 
DOE to use a process to accompl ish that goal that would result in a minimal role for 
the Federal government. Instead of requiring government ownership of 
demonstration projects, Congress provided for cost-sharing in projects sponsored by 
other parties, with provision for potential repayment of the public funds invested. 
Therefore, rather than being responsible for the siting, construction, and operation 
of the projects, DOE has been placed in the more limited role of evaluating 
applications by project sponsors to determine if they meet the CCT Program's goals.  
It is well established that an agency should take into account the needs and goals of 
the applicant in determining the scope of the EIS for the applicant's project. When 
an applicant's needs and goals are factored into the deliberations, a narrower scope 
of alternatives may emerge than would be the case if the agency is the proprietor, 
charged with full decision-making responsibilities for the project. DOE has 
reviewed YCEP's siting evaluation process, as described in Section 2.2. 1 . 1 , and has 
concluded that no sites other than the North Codorus Township and West 
Manchester Township sites meet both DOE's purposes and the applicant's purposes . 

The possibility of using alternative technologies still exists outside of the proposed 
action, as part of the no-action alternative. If DOE does not provide cost-shared 
funding for the proposed project, many outcomes could result. The no-action 
alternative in the FEIS explores the most reasonably foreseeable courses of action 
that would occur if the proposed action is not undertaken. DOE has examined what 
have been judged to be the most probable actions that would result from not 
providing cost-shared funding for the proposed project as is noted in Section 2.2.4, 
"No-Action Alternative, "  of the EIS . Due to technological risk factors and the 
recent history of fuel-conversion plants that are being built, other clean coal 
technologies were not deemed to be the most probable outcome that would result 
from the no-action alternative. 

Other technologies may or may not have more beneficial environmental 
consequences than the proposed project; as noted, a comparison of the proposed 
project to these clean coal technologies has not been made in the EIS for this 
project. It is not reasonable nor required that DOE assess every possible alternative 
under the no-action alternative. The main purpose of the no-action alternative as 
presented in the EIS is to provide a baseline for comparing the proposed action and 
any other alternatives. The most reasonably foreseeable outcomes of the no-action 
alternative have been assessed in the EIS for this purpose. 
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3 9  

e x c u s e  m e , q u o t e , I t h i nk i n c r e a s i ng l y  o n e  

r o l e  o f  t h i s  a g e n cy , t h e  EPA i s  t o  beg i n  

l o ok i n g a t  a f u l l  v a r i e t y  o f  a l t e r n a t i ve s  

i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e s e  p r o j e ct s . A n d  t h e n  R o y  

D em l e r ' s  c om m e n t s , i t ' s  a bu i l d or 

n o - bu i l d  s i t u a t i o n ,  what y o u ' r e p r o p o s i n g  

i n  E I S , w h i c h  i s  s o m et h i n g  we d o n ' t  

n o r m a l l y l i k e  t o  s e e . I k n ow t h e y  v o i ced 

those c o n c e r n s  t o  y o u  a n d  I c o n c u r  w i t h  

t h em a n d  I t h i nk i t  wou l d  b e  w i s e  t o  

i n c l ud e  t h e  o th e r  t e c h n o l o g i e s . 

F i n a l  p o i n t , n o  a c t i o n  

a l t e r n a t i ve s . D r a f t  E I S  s a y s  i f  y o u  d o n ' t  

f u n d  t h i s  p r o j e c t , t h i s  t e c h n o l og y  wou l d  

n o t  b e  c ommer c i a l i z ed a t  t h i s  s c a l e .  I t ' s  

h o g w a s h . Y ou k n o w  i t  a n d  I k n ow i t . 

T h e r e ' s  e v i de n c e  o f  t h i s  t e ch n o l o g y  b e i n g  

d e ve l op e d  a t  t h i s  s c a l e  t o d a y . F i r s t  we 

s a i d i t ' s  wor l dw i d e , i t ' s  p r o ve n . I n  

f a c t , P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  c i t e s  t h e  p r o v e n n e s s  

o f  i t , w h y  i t  w a n t s  t h i s  t e c h n o l og y  f o r  

i t s  p l a n t . Y o u r  r e p l y  wa s n o t  a t  t h i s  

s c a l e .  F i ne . We s a i d , w e l l ,  w h a t  a b o u t  

t h e  2 5 0  megawatt p l a n t  i n  o p e r a t i o n today 

in  France?  I t ' s  p r o v e n , i t ' s  b e i n g  d o n e . 

S ARA ANN S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: While there are many small,  mostly industrial atmospheric circulating 
fluidized beds (ACFBs) in existence in the United States, the large [200-megawatt 
electricity (MWe) and greater], utility-scale ACFB is not yet accepted as commercial 
technology in the utility market. Conventional pulverized-coal boilers in use today 
by electric utilities are predominantly 250-400 MWe units . The largest ACFB 
currently operating in the United States is 150 MWe. The Warrior Run project in 
Cumberland, MD, a planned 1 80-MWe CFB, is scheduled to begin producing power 
in 1999. The next step up in size in this country would be the proposed 250-MWe 
York County Energy Partners, L.P.  (YCEP) cogeneration project. 

DOE recognizes that throughout the DEIS, it has used net electrical power output 
(i .e. , MWe-net) to describe and differentiate among atmospheric circulating fluidized 
bed (ACFB) combustors . Net power output has been used in the EIS as a measure 
of "scale" with respect to the size of the unit (for commercial utility operations). 
This parameter was mainly used since it was the one most commonly understood. 
However, this parameter does not include the energy inherent in the industrial steam 
that is exported. Steam from cogeneration plants can be used to produce electricity 
or in a process application. However, this flexibility can lead to confusion when 
comparing the scale of different systems . Because different plants may utilize the 
steam product in different ways, a comparison of electricity production is not always 
an accurate comparison. 

A more consistent system comparison is "unit steam flow" (the amount of steam 
produced) given similar steam characteristics (i .e. , pressure and temperature) . A 
unique feature of the proposed YCEP plant is the scale of the fluidized-bed unit in 
terms of steam production. This proposed unit would produce 2 . 1 million pounds 
per hour (MMlb/hr) of steam. This steam flow is considerably larger (i .e. , 25 
percent larger) than any unit that has been built, planned, or is under construction 
in the world. The second largest circulating fluidized bed (CFB) combustor being 
constructed is the Electricite de France unit in Gardanne, France. This combustor 
is of a Lurgi design and would operate on l ignite (rather than bituminous coal) . 
Thus, from an engineering and technical point of view, an arguably more 
appropriate measure of scale for circulating fluidized bed units with similar steam 
pressures and temperatures is unit steam flow (MMlb/hr) . Unit steam flow is a 
more direct indication of the "size" of the boiler since this parameter is more 
directly proportional to the heat transfer surface in the boiler used to generate steam 
(either for industrial use, internal use, or for subsequent electrical generation 
purposes). If one uses unit steam flow as the parameter to assess boiler "size, " the 
proposed YCEP's ACFB combustor would be the largest CFB combustor in the 
world if construction were to proceed. Information provided as a public comment 
by SF A Pacific, Inc. is used, in part, as the basis for a table which is now included 
in the FEIS (Section 1 .3 . 1) that lists the world's largest CFB combustor boilers 
(including the Electricite de France project, the Warrior Run unit in Cumberland, 
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MD, and the Nova Scotia Power Corporation project) being planned, operated, or 
constructed based on the parameter unit steam flow (MMlb/hr). The SFA Pacific 
fluidized bed combustor (FBC) boiler database contains descriptive information on 
commercial and commercial-scale demonstration projects for all major FBC 
installations worldwide. DOE has heard reports that a 300-MWe CFB combustor 
plant is currently under consideration in Australia; however, neither the proposed 
operation date for this plant nor any conditions related to its proposal are known. 
ABB Corporation is still in the negotiations phase for a possible CFB combustor 
plant to be built in Korea at a rumored 220 MWe. No other information is available 
on this project. 

In addition to the size parameter, the proposed YCEP project is unique because of 
a combination of features when compared to other ACFB combustors being planned, 
designed, or constructed . The proposed project would demonstrate American 
technology on United States soil and would utilize U .  S .  bituminous coal in a 
cogeneration mode of operation. Another unique feature of the proposed YCEP 
boiler is a water-cooled full division wall which is utilized to improve the 
predictability of hydrodynamic behavior, to improve temperature uniformity, and to 
reduce unit height while still maintaining a large heat transfer surface. The use of 
an INTREX™ heat exchanger also increases the heat transfer surface while not 
increasing the height of the boiler. The YCEP boiler has also been designed for 
high sorbent utilization efficiency by advantageous placement of front and rear wall 
feeders to allow for lower firing rates per feeder in relation to upper combustor and 
grid areas . 

Util ities are generally risk-averse to new technologies due to strict environmental 
regulations and the need to prove long-term rel iability and flexibility in different 
applications (different locations, feedstocks, and system configurations) . Until 
ACFB technology has been successfully demonstrated at util ity scale, electric 
utilities, financiers, and regulators are not as likely to consider the ACFB as an 
option to provide environmentally acceptable, coal-derived power. 

There are a suite of coal-based processes and clean-up technologies that have been 
included in the Clean Coal Technology (CCT) Demonstration Program. There are 
various levels of maturity for these technologies, with those technologies being 
"high" on the maturity scale typically being those with lower technological risk. 
The cost-shared financial assistance to be contributed by DOE for the proposed 
project reduces the risk associated with the project so that the demonstration process 
can be accelerated. There is a trade off between technology maturation and risk. 
This technological risk, which involves reliability, maintainabil ity, operability, and 
performance characteristics, can also affect environmental performance. The 
proposed technology (ACFB with in-bed desulfurization) is a more mature 
technology than some of the others being demonstrated under the CCT Program; and 
because of its relative maturity, it tends to have a lower level of risk. The 
percentage of DOE funding is often associated with the level of technological risk. 
DOE proposes to fund this cogeneration project at approximately 20 percent of total 
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4 0  

Y o ur r e s p o n s e  i s  n o t  Am e r i c a n  t e c h n o l o gy . 

F i n e . Y o u r  d r a f t  E I S  r e f e r e n c e s  P o i n t  

A c o n i a  ( p h o n e t i c ) ,  N o v a  S c o t i a , a n d  i t  

g r o s s  2 0 1 .  I m e a n  y o u r  d r a f t E I S  s a y s  you 

want t o  prove it  a t  2 0 0  o r  m o r e , net o f  

1 6 5  f o r  t h e  e l e c t r i c  c om p a n y . But y o u  

f a i l e d t o  i d e n t i f y t h e  W a r r i o r  R u n  

a t m o s p h e r i c  C F B  i n  Cumb e r l a n d , M a r y l a n d ,  

two - h o u r s  d r i v e f r om h e r e , 2 0 8 g r o s s  

m e g a w a t t  a n d  1 8 0  n e t  m e g a w a t t . T h a t  p l a n  

i s  m o v i n g f o rw a rd . I t ' s  i n  t h e  

e n g i n e e r i n g s t a g e  n o w  a n d  s h o u l d  b e  

d e v e l o p e d  a n d  up a n d r u n n i n g p r o b a b l y  

a b o u t  t h e  s a me t i me a s  t h i s  o n e . A n d  both  

of  t h o s e  a r e  A m e r i c a n  t e c h n o l o g i e s . 

F i n a l l y , you d i d n ' t  t e l l  u s  

a b o u t  t h e  A m e r i c a n  t e c h n o l o gy , a comp a n y  

t h a t ' s  n o t  l o o k i n g f o r  a h a n d - o u t , a 

c omp a n y  t h a t ' s  p r o g r e s s i n g a n d  i n ve s t i n g 

i t s  t e c h n o l o gy o n  i t s own , n o t  a t  

t a xp a y e r s ' e x p e n s e . A n d  t h a t ' s  

P y r o p o w e r . T h a t ' s  t h e  D r o l l  ( p h o n e t i c )  

powe r s t a t i o n i n  P o l a n d , t w o  2 3 5  m e g a w a t t  

p l a n t s  t h a t  a r e  i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  - - -

f i n a n c i n g  i s  b e i n g a r r a n g e d  n o w  a n d  i t ' s  a 

S ARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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cost, which is a relatively low percentage among CCT Demonstration projects and 
indicates that the Department indirectly acknowledges the technological maturity 
(when compared with other more novel coal-based technologies) of ACFB 
combustion. It may be an eventuality that this specific technology is introduced into 
the American marketplace at the 250-MW (2. 1 MMlb/hr steam) scale. However, 
one of the purposes of the Clean Coal Technology Demonstration Program is to 
accelerate the demonstration process . 

In addition, successful demonstration of a technology in itself does not ensure that 
the technology will enjoy widespread deployment. As a part of the CCT Program, 
DOE works closely with Industrial Participants to develop plans for technology 
transfer and commercialization to help further the technology and expand its 
information base. DOE believes that development of this specific technology (the 
Foster Wheeler ACFB technology) will accelerate the demonstration process for 
ACFB technology and further the deployment of this clean coal technology. 

Response: A successful Round I Clean Coal Project with Colorado-Ute 
demonstrated the Pyropower circulating fluidized bed (CFB) technology at the 100-
MW scale at their Nucla Station. The Colorado-Ute demonstration project util ized 
a 2-cell CFB in a repowering application. Based on this demonstration, Pyropower 
has since constructed and plans to construct larger single-cell units including the 
235-MW units in Poland. DOE believes that the commercialization of the 
atmospheric CFB (ACFB) technology will be enhanced by the development of the 
Foster Wheeler CFB design at the 250-MW scale for York County Energy Partners, 
L.P. (YCEP) on United States soil using American coal sources . ABB Corporation 
was contacted to verify reports of a CFB to be built in Korea; however, plans have 
not yet been finalized and, therefore, ABB Corporation could not comment on the 
project. Please also see the response to Comment D-39/ 13  for more information 
concerning the need for the project and a discussion of the comparative sizes of 
existing and planned projects . 
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g o  p r o j e c t . T h a t ' s  Am e r i c a n  t e c h n o l ogy , 

p r o v e n  th i s  t e c h n o l o gy w i t h o u t  h a n d o u t s  

f r om t h e  t a x p a y e r s . 

Y o u a l s o  d i d n ' t  t e l l u s  a b out 

A B B ' s  p l a n  of  c o n s tr u c t i o n  o f  a 2 2 0  

m e g a w a t t  A C F B  A m e r i c a n  t e c h n o l o gy i n  

K o r e a , wh i ch t h a t  c o n t r a c t  i s  b e i n g  s i g n e d  

t h i s  w e e k . I th i n k t h e  c e r e m o n y  i s  i n  the 

v e r y  n e a r  future t h i s  w e e k . Th i s  

t e c h n o l ogy i s  b e i n g p r o v e n . W h e t h e r  y o u  

w a n t  to a d m i t  i t  o r  n o t , i t  i s . I f  y o u  

w a n t  t o  fund  a p o r k  b a r r e l  p r o j e c t , d o  i t , 

but a d m i t  t h a t ' s  w h a t  i t  i s . D o n ' t  s a y  

y o u  n e e d  i n c e n t i v e s  to c o m m e r c i a l i z e t h e  

t e c h n o l ogy w h e n  t r u e  A m e r i c a n  c o m p a n i e s  

a r e  d o i n g i t  o n  t h e i r  own . 

F i n a l  w r a p - u p  c o m m e n t s , a n d  I 

a p o l o g i z e f o r  t h e  l e n gth o f  my c o m m e n t s , 

S e c r e t a r y  O ' L e a r y  s t a t e d  i n  - - - I ' l l 

c l a r i f y , w a s  r e l a t i ng to o v e rh a u l i n g  t h e i r  

c o n t r a c t  s y s tem a t  the D e p a r t m e n t  o f  

E n e r g y . B u t  h e r  q u o t e  w a s  v e r y  r e l eva n t  

to t h i s  p r o j e c t . Q u o t e , t h e  g o a l i s  v e r y  

s i mp l e . I t ' s  to g e t  b e t t e r  p e r f o r m a n c e  

f o r  e v e r y  t a x  d o l l a r .  I c o u l d n ' t  c o n c u r  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO URT R E PORT I N G  S E R V I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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m o r e . Let ' s  g e t  b e t t e r  p e r f o rm a n c e  f o r  

o u r  t a x  do l l a r s . I n v e s t  i n  t e c h n o l o g i e s  

t h a t  t r u l y  n e e d  i n c e n t i v e s . Th i s  

t e c h n o l o g y  m a y  b u t  n o t  a t  t h i s  s c a l e .  

M a y b e  t h e  4 0 0  m e g a w a t t o r  t h e  6 0 0  

m e g a w a t t . P y r o p o w e r  i s  g i v i n g  c omme r c i a l  

g u a r a n t e e s  a t  4 0 0  m e g a w a t t s  t o d a y . 

Fo r e i g n  c o mpa n i e s  a r e  d �ve l o p i n g 6 0 0  

m e g a w a t t  atm o s p h e r i c  C B s . P e r h a p s  a t  t h a t  

s c a l e  i t ' s  w o r t h y . A t  2 5 0  i t ' s  n o t . I t ' s  

b e i n g d o n e . I t ' s  n o  l o n g e r  u n p r o v e n . 

S e c r e t a r y  R o b e r t  R i c h r e c e n t l y  

t a l k e d  a bout c o r p o r a t e  w e l f a r e  a n d  w e  n e e d 

to t a l k  a b out w e l f a r e  r e f o r m , n o t  j u s t  f o r  

i n d i v i d u a l s  b u t  f o r  b u s i n e s s  i n s t e a d  o f  

g i v i n g h a n d o u t s  a t  t h e  t a x p a y e r ' s  e x p e n s e . 

T h a t ' s  w h a t  t h i s  p r o j ect i s . Th i s  p r o j ect 

wa s g o i n g t o  m o v e  f o r w a r d  w i th o r  w i th ou t  

t h e  f u n d s  a n d  n o w  i t ' s  a rew a r d , n o t  a n  

i n c e n t i v e . 

T h e  f i n a l  r e m a r k  I wo u l d  ma k e ,  

a n d  i t  i s  t h e  f i n a l ,  t h a t  t h e  p r e v i o u s  

s p e a k e r s , my c o l l e a g u e s  t a l k e d  a b o u t  l a c k  

o f  c o mmun i c a t i o n . I wou l d  h o p e  t h a t  a l l  

o f  t h o s e  who a r e  g o i n g t o  s p e a k  i n  f a vo r  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  
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KEYWORDS: 
Commercial ization 

status 

D-42/17 

KEYWORDS: 
Alternate site 
Government funds 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental hnpact Statement 

Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-39/ 1 3  and D-40/16 .  

Guarantees given for non-demonstrated technologies tend to cause "overbuilding" 
to accommodate for the uncertainty in guaranteeing an unproven scale-up (e.g. , 
build a larger boiler or use larger auxiliary equipment as a factor of safety in 
meeting a guarantee) . This can result in inflated prices which, when coupled with 
the inherent uncertainty of numerous factors (operating cost, long-term reliability, 
maintenance costs, etc.) related to a non-demonstrated plant, put the technology out 
of reach. Guarantees for unproven technologies may also understate the efficiency 
of a boiler or its environmental performance as a factor of safety for a guarantee, 
resulting in a less-than-favorable comparison of the technology when measured 
against existing, proven technologies . Thus, offering of a guarantee does not 
necessarily translate to commercial ization of a technology. 

Response: York County Energy Partners, L.P.  (YCEP) has stated verbally in 
various private and public meetings that the project would not go forward without 
DOE funds . Given that Pennsylvania Public Util ity Commission (PUC) orders 
conditioned Metropolitan Edison Company's (Met-Ed's) obl igation on DOE's actual 
cofunding of the project, it appears that the project would not go forward in the 
absence of funding since, in that event, there would be no power purchase 
agreement. Please also see the responses to Comments W-MK-12/21d and D-
1 39/17 .  

May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

DEC-88 
May 1995 

2 

3 

4 

1 

1 

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 s' 

4 3  

o f  t h i s  p r o j e c t  w o u l d  s p e a k  n o t  j u s t  t o  

t h e  p r o p o n e n t s , t h e  c o m p a n i e s  t h a t  a r e  

g o i n g t o  b e n e f i t , b u t  t o  t h e ' M e d i c a l  

S o c i e t y , t h e  A m e r i c a n  L u n g  A s s o c i a t i o n , 

t h e  c i t i z e n s , t h e  m a n y  p e o p l e  w h o  h a v e  

v o i c e d  c o n c e r n s  a n d  g a v e  b o t h  s i d e s  o f  t h e  

s t o r y . B e c a u s e  I t h i n k w h e n  y o u  d o  i t  i s  

c l e a r . T h e r e  a r e  two s i d e s  o f  t h e  s t o r y  

a n d  i m p o r t a n t  c o n c e r n s . I e n c o u r a g e  y o u  

t o  r e v i e w  y o u r  d r a f t  E I S  a n d  d e c i d e  n o t  t o  

f u n d  t h i s  a n d  l e t  t h e  p r i o r  p r i v a t e  s e c t o r  

d o  wh a t  i t ' s  d o i n g o n  i t s  o w n  t o d a y . 

I n v e s t  i n  t h i s  t e c h n o l o gy , p r o v e  i t  o n  i t s  

o w n  a n d  i t  g i v e s  t h i s  m o n e y  i n  a w i s e  

f a s h i o n . I t h i n k t h e  t a x p a y e r s , o u r  

e n v i r o nm e n t  a n d  t h e  i n d u s t r y  w i l l  b e  m u c h  

b e t t e r  s e rv e d . T h a n k  y o u . 

R I C H A R D  T H I ERET : 

H i , e v e r y body . My n a m e  i s  D i ck 

T h i e r e t , a s  m o s t  o f  y o u  k n ow , a n d  I ' m t h e  

M a y o r  o f  S p r i ng G r ove a n d  h a v e  b e e n  f o r  

t h e  p a s t  2 0  p l u s  y e a r s . I ' v e l i v e d  i n  t h e  

b o r o u g h  f o r  2 0  y e a r s  p l u s  a n d  my w i f e , t h e  

f i r s t  l a d y , h a s  l i v e d  t h e r e  a l l  o f  h e r  

l i f e . S o  we b o t h  c a r e  v e r y , v e ry m u c h  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  
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Final Environmental hnpact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-39/ 1 3 .  

DOE will review the contents of the FEIS as a basis for rendering a Record of 
Decision for this proposed project, either unfavorable, favorable, or favorable with 
mitigation. 

May 1995 
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4 4  

a b o u t  o u r  commu n i t y . I ' m h e r e  t h i s  

e v e n i n g  b e c a u s e  I h a v e  r e v i ew e d  t h e  

D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r g y ' s  d r a f t  e n v i r o nme n t a l 

i mp a c t s t a t e m e n t . A s  a r e s u l t  o f  t h e  

D O E ' s  r ep o r t , I w a n t  t o  r e i t e r a t e  m y  

s u p p o r t  f o r  t h e  Y o r k  C o u n t y  E n e r gy 

P a r t n e r s  c o g e n e r a t i o n p r o j e c t . T h e r e  a r e  

t h r e e  k e y  r e a s o n s  why I s u p p o r t  t h e  

p r o j e c t . T h e y  a r e  env i r o nm e n t a l i mp a c t , 

t h e  e c o n om i c  b e n e f i t s  a n d  t h e  n e e d  f o r  

p o we r . 

I n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  e n v i r o nm e n t , t h e  

D O E  r e p o rt s , t h e  p r o j e c t  w i l l  r e d u c e  o u r  

m o s t  s e r i o u s  a i r  em i s s i o n s  wh i c h  i mp a c t  

t h e  e n v i r o nm e n t  a n d  t h e  p u b l i c h e a l t h . 

W i t h  t h e  c u r t a i l e d u s e  o f  G l a t f e l t e r  

n u m b e r  f o u r  b o i l e r , s u l f u r  d i o x i d e  

e m i s s i o n s  a n d  n i t r o g e n  o x i d e s  w i l l  a l l  b e  

r e d u c e d . T h e  r e p o r t  n o t e d  t h a t  s o me 

e m i s s i o n s  m a y  i n c r e a s e . I u n d e r s t a n d , 

h o w e v e r , t h a t  t h e  p r o j e c t  s p o n s o r  w i l l  b e  

r e q u i r e d t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h o s e  e m i s s i o n s  

w i l l  h a v e  t o  m e e t  n a t i o n a l a n d  s t a t e  

r e q u i r e m e n t s . 

I n  t e r m s  o f  i t s  e c o n o m i c  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P ORT I NG S E RV I C E  
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4 5  

1 b e n e f i t s , t h e  p r o j e c t  w i l l  b r i n g  i n  

2 h u n d r e d s  o f  c o n s t r u c t i o n  j o b s  a n d I f e e l  

3 c o n f i d e n t  a g o o d  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e s e  w o r k e r s  

4 w i l l  b e  f r om Y o r k  C o u n t y . P e r m a n e n t  j o b s  
i 
w i l l  a l s o  b e  c r e a t e d . G o o d s  a n d s e r v i c e s  

t o  s u p p o r t  t h e  p r o j e c t s w i l l  b e  p u r c h a s e d  

7 i n  o u r  a r e a . 

8 F i n a l l y ,  t h e  p r o j e c t  w i l l  p a y  

9 a b o u t  a h a l f  a m i l l i o n  d o l l a r s  a n n u a l l y i n  

1 0  p r o p e r t y  t a x e s  t o  t h e  S p r i n g G r o v e  S c h o o l  

1 1  D i s t r i c t a n d  t o  Y o r k  C o u nty . N o w , t h a t  

1 2  k i n d o f  f i n a n c i a l  s u p p o r t  t a k e s  a n  a dd ed 

1 3  b u r d e n  o f f  t h e  t a x p a y e r s . 

1 4  A s  t o  t h e  n e e d  f o r  p ow e r , w e  a l l  

1 5  k n o w  t h a t  Met - Ed h a s  r e p o r t e d  a n e e d  f o r  

1 6  a d d i t i o n a l  e l e c t r i c i t y  t o  m e e t  i t s  

1 7  c u s t o m e r ' s  n e e d s  b y  t h e  e n d  o f  t h e  

1 8  c e n t u ry . T h e  p r o p o s e d  f a c i l i t y  o f f e r s  

1 9  l o n g - t e r m  s o l u t i o n  t o  M e t - E d  a n d e n s u r e s  

2 0  t h a t  t h e  b e n e f i t s  o f  t h i s  f a c i l i t y  a r e  

2 1  b r o u g h t  t o  Y o r k  C o u n t y  a n d  n o t  t o  s o me 

2 2  o t h e r  l o c a t i o n  l i k e  N e w  J e r s e y . 

2 3  I ' d  a l s o  l i k e  t o  a s k  e v e r y o n e  

2 4  h e r e  t o n i gh t  t o  t h i n k b a c k a l m o s t  a y e a r  

� s
LI
'

------------------
1
--------------------------

d
------·--� � . 

a g o  t o  a s t  J a n u a ry w h e n  h om e s  a n  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT REPORT I NG S E RV I C E  
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b u s i n e s s e s  t h r o u g h o u t  o u r  s t a t e  w e r e  h i t  

b y  t h e  r o l l i n g brow n - o u t s . J a n u a ry 1 1 t h  

t o  b e  e x a c t . T h e  t e mp e r a t u r e  d r o p p e d  1 5  

b e l ow z e r o . G o v e r n o r  C a s e y o r d e r e d  a l l  

b o i l e r s  i n  t h e  s t a t e  t o  f i r e  u p . P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r ' s  i d l e  b o i l e r w a s  o r d e r e d  o n  

t h e  l i n e ,  a n d  c r a n k  i t  u p  t h e y  d i d . B u t  

t h i s  1 3 0  y e a r  o l d  f i r m  t h a t  w a s  h e r e  

b e f o r e  t h e  C i v i l  Wa r ,  s t i l l  f a m i l y r u n  a n d  

c o n t r o l l e d  a n d a F o r t u n e  5 0 0  c o m p a ny w e n t  

o n e  b e t t e r  by s h u t t i ng d o w n  t h e i r  b i g g e s t  

p a p e r  m a c h i n e , l o s i ng b e t w e e n  $ 2 5 , 0 0 0  a n d  

$ 3 0 , 0 0 0  a n  h o u r  f o r  2 4  h o u r s , p u t t i ng m o r e  

e l e c t r i c i t y  o n  t h e  g r i d . And  t h e y  d i d n ' t  

e v e n  g e t  a g o l d  s t a r  f o r  t h a t . N o w , P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r  c a n ' t  k e e p  d o i n g  t h i s  a n d  

t h a t ' s  w h y  t h i s  f a c i l i t y  w i l l  e n s u r e  t h a t  

w e  h a v e a d e q u a t e  s u p p l i e s  o f  e n e r g y  i n  

e m e r g e n c y  s i t u a t i o ns a s  w e l l  a s  t o  m e e t  

o u r  d a i l y d e ma n d . Y o u  m i g h t  o r  m i g h t  n o t  

b e l i e ve t h e  F a rm e r ' s  A l m a n a c  t h a t  t h i s  

w i n t e r  w a s  e v e n  g o i n g t o  b e  w o r s e . 

I a l s o r e c o g n i z e  t h a t  m u ch h a s  

b e e n  s a i d  a b o u t  t h e  e x i s t i n g  q u a l i t y  o f  

Y o r k  C o u nty ' s  a i r .  A c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  d r a f t  

S ARA A N N  S ARG E N T  
C O URT R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  
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4 7  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i mp a c t  s t a t e m e n t , t h e  

q u a l i t y  o f  Y o rk ' s  a i r  c u r r e n t l y  m e e t s  

n a t i o n a l a n d  S t a t e  r e qu i r e m e n t s . And  t h e  

r a t e  o f  l u n g  d i s e a s e  i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y  i s  

c o n s i d e r e d  b e t t e r  t h a n  a l l  o f  o u r  

s u r r o u n d i n g  c o u n t i e s  a n d  b e t t e r  t h a n  t h e  

S t a t e  a s  a w h o l e .  

C o n c e r n s  a b o u t  w a t e r  u s a g e a n d  

q u a l i t y  h a v e b e e n  a n s w e r e d  t o  my 

s a t i s f a c t i o n . T r e a t e d  w a s t e  w a t e r  f r om 

G l a t f e l t e r  w i l l  b e  u s e d  f o r  t h e  Y C E P  

c o o l i n g  towe r ' s  w a t e r  n e e d s , s o  n o  w a t e r  

f r om L a k e  M a r b u r g  wo u l d  b e  n e c e s s a r y . And  

any water r e l e a s e d f r o m  t h e  C o d o r u s  Creek 

w i l l  b e  t r e a t e d  a n d  h a s  t o  m e e t  S t a t e 

w a t e r  q u a l i ty s t a n d a r d s  b e f o r e  b e i n g  

r e l e a s e d . 

A s  t o  s p e c i f i c l o c a l i s s u e s  l i k e  

t r u c k , r a i l  a nd r a i l  t r a f f i c , R o u t e  1 1 6  

a n d  5 1 6 , L e h m a n  R o a d  i n t e r s e c t i o n  a n d  r o a d  

i m p r o v e me n t s , t h e s e  c o n c e r n s  h a ve b e e n  

e x p r e s s e d t o  A i r  � r o d u c t s . A n d  I 

u n d e r s t a n d  t h e y  h a v e  b e e n  comm i t t e d  i n  

w r i t i n g  t h a t  n e c e s s a r y w o r k  w i l l  b e  d o n e  

a n d  t h a t  S p r i n g  G r o v e , n o r  C o d o r u s  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O URT R E P O RT I N G S E R V I C E  
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1 t a xp a y e r s  w o u l d  n o t  h a v e  t o  p a y  f o r  t h e s e  

2 i mp r o v e m e n t s . 

3 I n  s h o r t , I s e e  t h e  p r o j e c t  a s  a 

4 b e n e f i t  o f  S p r i n g G r o v e  a n d  a g r e a t e r  Y o rk 

C o u n t y  c ommu n i t y a nd w o u l d  u r g e  t h e  D O E  t o  

a p p r o ve t h e  p r o j e c t  s o  w e  c a n  s t a r t 

7 e n j o y i n g  t h e  b e n e f i t s  o f  t h i s  o f f e r . 

8 T h a nk yo u .  We l o ve y o u . 

9 B I L L  LAW S O N : 

1 0  T h a n k y o u , M a y o r . M r . B r a d l e y  

1 11 
1 2  

J a c o b s , c h a i rm a n  o f  t h e  W e s t  M a n c h e s t e r  

B o a rd o f  S up e r v i s o r s . 

1 3  BRA D L E Y  JACO B S : 

1 4  G o o d  e v e n i n g . My n a m e  i s  B r a d  

1 5  J a c o b s  a n d  I ' m c h a i rm a n  o f  t h e  We s t  

1 6  M a n c h e s t e r  T o wn s h i p  B o a rd o f  S u p e r v i s o r s . 

1 7  T h e  d r a f t  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i mp a c t  s t a t em e n t  

1 8  r e v i ew s  t h e  e l e c t r i c a l c o n n e c t i o n  f r o m  t h e  

1 9  c o g e n  p l a n t  t o  B a i r  S t a t i o n . We 

2 0  q u e s t i o n e d  w h e t h e r  o r  n o t  t h e  m a n y  a d v e r s e  

2 1  impa c t s  r e v i e w e d  a r e  a d e q u a t e l y  a d d r e s s ed . 

2 2  T h e  f o l l o w i n g a r e  p o i n t s  o f  o u r  

2 3  c o n c e r n s . O n  p a g e  2 - 4 1  i t  s t a t e s ,  a n d  I 

2 4  q u o t e , a l t h o u g h  c u r r e n t  e v i d e n c e  i s  f a r  
: 5
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Response: Comment is noted. 

Response: EPA recognizes the potential for electric and magnetic fields to have 
some influence on human health. In its 1 992 publication, EMF In Your 
Environment (EPA, 1992b), EPA summarizes results of various research efforts 
regarding exposure to "electromagnetic" fields (EMF), and the possibility of adverse 
effects .on human health. This publication suggests that, of the two types of fields 
(electric and magnetic), the magnetic fields are more likely to produce effects .  EPA 
compares the relative strengths of magnetic fields produced by common household 
appliances and tools along with magnetic field strengths produced by high-voltage 
power transmission lines . The strength of a magnetic field is usually measured in 
milligauss (mG). A milligauss is 1 / l OOOth of a gauss. EPA stated that a typical 
American home has a background magnetic field level (away from any appliances) 
ranging from 0.5 mG to 4 mG. 
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In this publication, EPA noted that the highest magnetic field strength measurement 
they have directly made on the right-of-way of a 500 kV (kilovolt) transmission line 
during peak usage was lower than the median measurement they have for magnetic 
field strength within 6 inches of many household appliances, such as hair dryers and 
vacuum cleaners . However, the duration of exposure to electromagnetic fields 
(EMFs) from power lines near a home is typically much longer than the duration of 
exposure to EMFs from most appliances. Voltage is not, however, the critical issue 
with regard to magnetic field strength . Rather, magnetic field strength is directly 
proportional to current, which can be high in appl iances and local distribution lines, 
as well as in high-voltage transmission lines. EPA stated that it is unknown at this 
time whether this distinction is important or not. 

EPA concluded that much is still unknown about the possible effects that 
electromagnetic fields (EMFs) may have on human health, and that many more 
questions need to be answered before determinations can be made regarding what 
is safe and unsafe. Because the strength of magnetic fields decreases substantially 
with distance from the source, EPA suggests that the best way to reduce one's 
exposure to magnetic fields is to simply put more distance between oneself and EMF 
sources. 

Sections 3 . 1 . 14.6 and 4. 1 . 1 4.6 in the FEIS have been rewritten to include new 
information on EMF. 

Response: York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) has adopted a strategy of 
"prudent avoidance" with respect to siting potential transmission lines from the 
proposed Cogeneration Facility to connect with existing substation facilities owned 
by the local utility. The concept of "prudent avoidance" was suggested by Morgan 
in a 1989 report published by the Office of Technology Assessment, and has become 
generally accepted industry practice by most utilities today for the siting of new 
transmission and substation facilities. 

The concept of "prudent avoidance" as suggested in this context (in the absence of 
conclusive evidence regarding safe and unsafe practices) , means doing things to keep 
people away from electromagnetic fields (EMFs) (avoidance) and undertaking only 
those avoidance activities that carry a modest and well defined cost (prudent) . 
Examples of prudent avoidance include the following suggestions : (1 ) route new 
transmission lines so to avoid people; (2) widen transmission line's right-of-way; and 
(3) design distribution systems that minimize associated fields (Hendee and Boteler, 
1994). 
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YCEP attempted to locate transmission corridors that met all three of the above 
prudent avoidance criteria. The preferred corridor alternative passes near the least 
number of private residences and places of public gathering, such as schools ,  places 
of worship, or occupied buildings. In addition, YCEP's proposed transmission line 
design is a "vertical delta" l ine/pole arrangement, utilizing placement of conductor 
l ines in a "delta configuration" which reduces the intensity of magnetic fields 
produced by the line (Electric & Magnetic Field Reduction: Research Needs, State 
of Washington, January 15, 1992, pp. 26-27) . 

The width and alignment of the corridor also conforms to Metropolitan Edison 
Company's (Met-Ed) requirements for easement width [30.5 meters (100 feet) 
minimum], and the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania's requirements for distance from 
schools, places of worship, and residences [100 meters (328 feet)] ,  unless voluntary 
easement is granted by the property owner. 

At this point, no one can be certain which EMF attributes are important in assessing 
potential health risks. However, reducing exposure to EMF levels is the most 
common way companies are responding to safety concerns (Gan, 1994). This 
philosophy has been incorporated into YCEP's electric transmission corridor 
alternative preference, and subsequent evaluation by DOE in the EIS . 
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Response: On January 1 1 ,  1995, Mr. William Belanger of the EPA's Region 3 
Office in Philadelphia was contacted by DOE in follow-up to this and other 
comments made during the public hearing. Mr. Belanger recalled a telephone 
conversation with a resident near the proposed project area who wanted to know 
what EPA recommended for safe distances from electric transmission lines . Mr. 
Belanger told the individual that EPA has no standard guidance, requirements, or 
recommendations for safe distance from electric transmission l ines, or exposure 
levels to electromagnetic fields (EMFs). He also stated that EPA's current pol icy 
neither sets any health effect level for EMF exposure nor recommends any particular 
modeling protocol for EMF intensities from a given source. 

Mr. Belanger told the individual that it seemed reasonable to ask the utility to 
"model " the EMF intensity expected from the proposed transmission facility at his 
residence. He also said that EPA will tell people whether the "modeled" magnetic 
field intensity is above or below a magnetic field intensity level that EPA considers 
to be background for the "average" home, about 2 milligauss. However, EPA will 
not recommend any course of action to an inquirer if background field intensity is 
above "average. " 

York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) retained the services of a qualified 
consultant to model the potential magnetic field intensities l ikely to be produced by 
the proposed powerline and switchyard facilities . The modeling results have been 
included in Section 4. 1 . 14.6 of the FEIS . 

Metropolitan Edison Company (Met-Ed), the utility that provides electric power 
service to the York - Spring Grove area, was also contacted and asked for their 
(Met-Ed's) typical response procedure to public inquiry regarding EMFs and safety. 
According to Met-Ed, an informational packet on EMFs is periodically mailed with 
customers' monthly electric bills .  This information packet presents the results of 
recent studies and investigations on the subject. Additionally, Met-Ed offers to 
measure magnetic field intensities of customers' home if requested. Met-Ed has an 
"EMF Team" of company employees who, in addition to their regular duties, 
respond to these customer requests and take actual intensity readings in customers' 
homes. The team members are not scientists , but are technically qualified to take 
intensity readings and to explain the principles of electric and magnetic fields to 
customers and discuss their particular EMF concerns . Members of the Met-Ed EMF 
Team do not make "corrective" recommendations to customers, nor do they 
speculate on the possible health effect ramifications of any series of field intensity 
readings. 
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Response: Mr. Tim Fulton, Chairman of York County Rails to Trails, has been 
contacted by DOE, regarding the proposed power transmission corridor. Mr. Fulton 
reported that York County and Metropolitan Edison Company (Met-Ed) entered into 
an agreement several years ago for dual use (powerline and trail) of Met-Ed's 
existing utility right-of-way (ROW), which follows the old York/Hanover Trolley 
Line. Mr. Fulton reported that this agreement has not resulted in any action to date, 
and that the trail remains in the preliminary planning stages. This "rails to trails " 
trail is the county's second priority for development. The trail, if developed, would 
be designed to accommodate a variety of uses, including hiking, biking, jogging, 
horseback riding, bird watching, and handicap access . The trail tread would be 
approximately 3.05 meters (10 feet) wide, and surfaced with a permeable, 
compacted material , such as rock quarry crusher fines . This would provide a stable, 
traversable, all weather surface that would be flexible enough for joggers and riders . 
A discussion of the proposed York-Hanover Rail/Trail is included in Section 
3 . 1 . 12 .3  of the FEIS . 

Mr. Fulton reported that the existing overhead 13 .2 kV distribution line owned by 
Met-Ed is accepted by potential trail users as part of the landscape. With respect 
to perceived impacts resulting from an additional 1 15 kV transmission line, Mr. 
Fulton indicated the higher poles could impose some aesthetic impact, and could 
have a bearing on some users' acceptance of the trail. 

The existing Met-Ed right-of-way is 1 8 .3 meters (60 feet) wide, and the proposed 
trail would follow the old trolley track alignment, and occupy the western edge of 
this right-of-way. Adjacent and parallel to it is the existing Maryland & 
Pennsylvania Railroad right-of-way, which varies in width, averaging about 1 8 .3 
meters (60 feet). The York County Energy Partners' (YCEP) proposed right-of-way 
would be located east of, and parallel to, the rail right-of-way. This right-of-way 
would be 30.5 meters (100 feet) wide, and the transmission l ine would be sited 
approximately in the middle, leaving 15.25 meters (50 feet) of spacing on either side 
of the utility poles . The York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) transmission 
corridor would parallel the proposed trail (Met-Ed line) for a distance of 
approximately 0.8 kilometer (0.5 mile), running northeasterly from the Sunnyside 
Road Bridge over Codorus Creek, to the existing Met-Ed Bair Substation. Although 
the proposed YCEP transmission line carries more voltage ( 1 15 kV) than the 
existing Met-Ed distribution line ( 13 .2 kV), voltage is not the critical issue with 
regard to magnetic field strength. Rather, magnetic field strength is directly 
proportional to current, which can be high in distribution lines as well as in 
transmission lines (EPA, 1992b). Magnetic fields appear to be potentially more 
biologically significant compared with electrical fields . Therefore, close-in, higher 
current, secondary distribution lines and certain home appliances may be more 
important than high voltage transmission l ines, which to date have been the principal 
focus of public concern (Hendee and Boteler, 1994). 

The potential health effects to future trail users caused by magnetic fields from the 
proposed YCEP transmission line is not known, nor predictable at this time. 
Potential magnetic field intensities from the YCEP's proposed powerline and 
switchyard have been modeled for the residences in Bair and the proposed trail . The 
modeling results are included in Section 4. 1 . 14.6 of the FEIS . The available 
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literature also suggests that short-duration exposures, such as that encountered by 
a typical trail user walking or jogging along the (future) 0 .8  kilometer (0.5 mile) of 
trail adjacent to powerlines, is consistent with "prudent avoidance" practices . 

Response: The current plans for connecting the York County Energy Partners, L.P. 
(YCEP) transmission line to existing transmission facil ities at the Bair Substation are 
to construct a switchyard southwest of the existing substation facility. The 
"footprint" of the existing substation (area enclosed inside the perimeter fence) is 
approximately 0.25 acre (0. 10 hectares) . The switchyard "footprint" would 
encompass approximately 1 .0 acre (0.4 hectares) . 

West Manchester Township Ordinances would govern construction offacilities (e.g. , 
addition of switchyard) near the Bair Substation. The open field area near Bair is 
currently zoned for agricultural land use, and YCEP has submitted requests to the 
West Manchester Board of Supervisors to allow electrical switching facilities to be 
placed on agricultural-zoned land. YCEP is responsible for designing and 
constructing the electric switch yard, including acquisition of any municipal or locally 
governing permits for such construction. Once the plant (Cogeneration Facility) is 
considered operational and the electrical interconnection and switchyard are 
energized, YCEP would transfer ownership of the entire interconnection and 
switchyard to Metropolitan-Edison Company (Met-Ed).  With this ownership 
transfer would go all associated permits and agreements. No condemnation by Met
Ed is planned or foreseen for this expansion. Also please see response to Comment 
D-51 /3 .  

The section on  "Parks and Recreation" in Chapter 3 (Section 3 . 1 . 12.3) has been 
expanded in the FEIS to include a full discussion of the proposed "Rails to Trails "  
recreation trail planned in this part of York County. 

Response: Mr. Tim Fulton, Chairman of York County Rails to Trails, has been 
contacted by DOE, regarding the proposed power transmission corridor. Mr. Fulton 
reported that York County and Metropolitan Edison Company (Met-Ed) entered into 
an agreement several years ago for dual use (powerline and trail) of Met-Ed's 
existing utility right-of-way (ROW), which follows the old York/Hanover Trolley 
Line. Mr. Fulton reported that this agreement has not resulted in any action to date, 
and that the trail remains in the preliminary planning stages. 

The section on "Parks and Recreation" in Chapter 3 (Section 3 . 1 . 12.3) has been 
expanded in the FEIS, to include a full discussion of the proposed "Rails to Trails " 
recreation trail planned in this part of York County. Also, please see response to 
Comment D-50/8.  
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Response: Because the property on which the proposed electric switchyard would 
be built is currently zoned agricultural , York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) 
has petitioned the Zoning Hearing Board for a "special exception use" for public 
utilities, as set forth in § 150-15 of the West Manchester Township Zoning Code. 
Pursuant to § 150-302(D)(l)(c) of the Code, YCEP must prove to the Zoning 
Hearing Board that "the use of adjacent land and buildings will not be discouraged 
and the value of adjacent land and buildings will not be impaired by the location, 
nature and height of buildings, walls and fences. "  § 150-346(F) of the Code 
specifically requires that public utilities "shall emit no obnoxious noise, glare, dust, 
odor, vibration, electrical disturbance or any other objectionable impact beyond the 
subject property. " 

Upon completion of the proposed electric switchyard by YCEP, landscaping of the 
area surrounding the substation in accordance with local scenery would occur. This 
landscaping would most l ikely involve the planting of trees to obscure the view of 
the switchyard addition from residences in the area. This suggested mitigation has 
been included in Section 4.4 of the FEIS . In addition, a survey of historic sites was 
conducted for the area influenced by the proposed project and the results submitted 
to the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission, Bureau for Historic 
Preservation in March, 1995. The Bureau reviewed the Historic Site Survey and 
determined that the project would result in a visual adverse effect to one property 
in the Bair area that is eligible for listing on the National Register. DOE is 
presently consulting with the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission to 
determine if visual screening provided by planting trees would eliminate the adverse 
visual effects to this property. 

Response: The cited residence is currently within range of electromagnetic fields 
(EMFs) from existing powerlines . Local overhead distribution lines run in front of 
the residence, and three powerlines (one appears to be distribution, two appear to 
be transmission) run parallel to each other roughly the same distance as the 
substation from this residence. 

York County Energy Partners retained the services of a qualified consultant to model 
the potential magnetic field intensities likely to be produced by the proposed 
powerline and switchyard facilities . Modeling results indicate that the proposed 
powerline and switchyard are likely to produce magnetic field intensities at the 
existing residence in Bair that would be less than 1 mill igauss (mG). (See Figure 
4 . 1 -4 in the FEIS). Magnetic field intensities from existing facilities and 
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the proposed facilities would not necessarily be cumulative. A discussion of 
magnetic field modeling results has been included in Section 4. 1 . 14.6 of the FEIS . 
The current literature is inconclusive as to whether or not EMFs may promote 
adverse human health effects (Hendee & Boteler, 1994). Addition of an electric 
switchyard at the proposed site (near Bair substation) would conform to the latest 
"prudent avoidance" guidance suggested by researchers . 

There would be some noise associated with construction of the proposed powerline 
and switchyard facility, if approved. The proposed switchyard is located over 122 
meters (400 feet) from the nearest residence, and is approximately 61  meters (200 
feet) southwest of the present Bair Substation. This location is several hundred feet 
further away from residences than originally planned. Noise levels would be 
comparable to those produced by similar standard construction activities . Some 
diesel-powered heavy equipment, dozers, loaders, dump trucks, ready-mix concrete 
trucks, and so forth, would be present onsite for a short duration. Once 
constructed, the switchyard facil ity would be expected to produce lower operational 
noise levels than currently produced at the Bair Substation (which are very low). 

Response: The commenter is referring to text in the EIS related to the uses of 
Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) flood control property. This text suggests that 
past uses of land could influence future uses of land. The proposed util ity corridor 
would not have a major future impact on the two primary past uses of ACOE land: 
as flood control property and as wildlife management lands for the Pennsylvania 
Game Commission. 

West Manchester Township Ordinances would govern the proposed switchyard 
addition to the Bair Substation. York County Energy Partners, L.P.  (YCEP) is 
responsible for designing and constructing the switchyard and electrical 
interconnection facilities, including acquisition of any municipal or local governing 
permits or approvals for such construction. The open field area near Bair is 
currently zoned for agricultural land use, and YCEP has submitted requests to the 
West Manchester Board of Supervisors to allow electrical switching facilities to be 
placed on agricultural-zoned land. Review of new requests, such as YCEP's, will 
be considered by local authorities within the context of existing approvals and 
permits on file. Also, please see response to Comment D-5113 . 

If the Cogeneration Facility is approved, constructed, and considered operational and 
the electrical interconnection and switchyard are energized, YCEP would transfer 
ownership of the entire interconnection and switchyard to Metropolitan-Edison 
Company (Met-Ed) . With this ownership transfer would go all associated permits 
and agreements . No condemnation by Met-Ed is planned or foreseen for this 
expansion. 
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setback guide l i nes for the new 1 1 5 KB 

e l ectr i c a l  transm i s s i on  l i ne be i ng 3 2 8  

feet from res idences , s choo l s , churches , 

et cetera . However , on page 3 - 9 4  i t  

states a n  ex i s t i ng res idence i s  a l ready 

within 1 1 5 feet o f  the substat i on . How 

w i l l  this res idence be a f fected by that 

EMF? 

I th i nk it ' s  one o f  the most 

importa nt parts that you ' ve omitted on 

page 9 - 2 , you l i s t app l i c ab l e  permits and 

regu l at ions . Why i s  West Manchester 

Township m i s s ing from this table regard ing 

a spec i a l  exc ept ion or var i ance permit to 

expand that B a i r  subs tat i on a s  required by 

our z on i ng ord inance ? 

On page C - 1  through C- 4 , it 

l i s ts vi sua l l y  s e n s i tive receptors but 

does not l i st the level one receptor i n  

West Manchester Township which you 

d i scussed prev i o u s l y  on page 3 - 8 2  and ask 

why . 

I n  conclud ing , i t  appears from 

the report that the e l ectr ica l 
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Because YCEP may be required to negotiate real estate agreements in the vicinity 
of the substation, additional details regarding permitting and real estate 
requirements/plans are not available at this time. 

Response: The most recent facility design locates the proposed electric switchyard 
at Bair over 122 meters (400 feet) from the residence referred to in the comment. 
The potential magnetic field intensities affecting this residence were modeled and 
included in Section 4. 1 . 14.6 of the FEIS . Also, please see the response to Comment 
D-51 /8 .  

Response: Table 9-1  has been updated in the FEIS to include West Manchester 
Township zoning ordinances and construction permits/approvals that would be 
required for the Bair Switchyard facility. Also, please see the response to Comment 
D-51 /3 .  

Response: Appendix C of the DEIS presents the viewpoints of the proposed facility 
site from the visual receptors for the main facil ity in North Codorus Township itself. 
While comparable views from the receptors for the util ity corridor and substation 
were not included in the DEIS, these have been included in the FEIS . Section 
4 . 1 . 14 . 1  describes the visual impact on the receptor in West Manchester Township: 
"the expansion facilities associated with the substation would be visually prominent. " 

Please also see the response to Comment D-5 1 /3 .  

Response: The electrical interconnection has been evaluated for environmental 
impacts on the same basis as the Cogeneration Facility. York County Energy 
Partners retained the services of a qualified consultant to review and model the 
potential magnetic field intensities which the new powerline and switchyard facility 
could produce, thereby affecting residences at Bair and the users of proposed bike 
trail in West Manchester Township. The FEIS includes these modeling results in 
Section 4. 1 . 14.6. 
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Manchester Townsh ip was studied to a 

l e s s er  degree than the p l a n  i t s e l f . 

However , this s tudy p o i nts out the 

probab l e  l ink between EMF and cancer 

inc idents , i t  does not appear enough 

precaut ions or an swers have been provided 

i n  th ese  areas . 

A l s o , why hasn ' t  West Manchester 

Township been contacted regard ing the 

substat i o n  expans ion and the pos s i bl e  

e f fect t o  t h e i r  surround i ng res i dents ? I t  

appears th i s  upgrade w i l l  requ ire  at  l e a st 

a spec i a l  except ion , i f  not a var i ance . 

But here we are i n  the dark aga i n  w ith no 

rea l  i n f ormat ion be i ng provided . We 

request that th i s  proc ess be put on ho ld 

u nt i l  the substat i on upgrade p l an s  have 

been rev iewed by the townsh ip and i n c l uded 

i n  th i s  impact statement i n  s u f f i c i ent 

deta i l  to a l low for an appropr i ate review . 

And I thank you . 

B ILL LAWSON : 

Thank you , Mr . Jacobs . Excuse 

me . Mr . Jacobs , could we a sk  a c l a r i f ying 

quest ion here? . 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORT ING S ERVI C E  
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With respect to electromagnetic fields (EMFs), uncertainties exist as to whether or 
not there are long-term human health effects from electric and magnetic fields . 
Electric and magnetic fields induce weak currents and electric fields in people and 
animals .  These currents and fields are too small to be felt, other than by hair 
stimulation. Some scientists have suggested that long-term exposures to these fields 
are potentially harmful and should be minimized. Many researchers have 
investigated various aspects of this problem, but the results so far are inconclusive. 

The February 1994 issue of Health Physics published an article by Dr. William R. 
Hendee, Ph.D, a Senior Associate Dean for Research and Vice President of 
Technology at the Medical College of Wisconsin and former Vice President for 
Science and Technology at the American Medical Association. In his article, Dr. 
Hendee reviewed all the laboratory and epidemiology studies in the scientific 
l iterature on the health effects of EMFs. His summation reflects the views of the 
majority of EMF researchers and governmental public health agencies: 

"Laboratory research shows that EMFs produce weak electric 
currents in the body. Some studies have shown that EMFs produce 
a variety of effects within cells, such as altering calcium channels 
and other structures in cell membranes and suppressing the secretion 
of melatonin, a hormone that may be associated with certain cancers 
and depression. But most of these studies have been contradictory 
and have not been l inked to human health effects . Without a 
biological model to substantiate a correlation suggested by 
epidemiological studies, it is difficult to draw any real conclusions 
between EMFs and health risks, much less determine what 
constitutes a safe level of exposure. " 

Without standards to guide the reduction of EMFs, researchers and public-policy 
experts have focused predominantly on prudent avoidance. Prudent avoidance is the 
practice of reducing human exposure to magnetic fields when it is easy and relatively 
inexpensive to do so. In the case of the York County Energy Partners' proposed 
electrical interconnection, the preferred route affects the least amount of private 
property, in terms of distance from residences and amount of encumbrance. It 
seems to be the most favorable route for avoiding local residents . 

Response: The open field area near Bair is currently zoned for agricultural land 
use, and York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) have submitted requests to the 
West Manchester Board of Supervisors to allow electrical switching facilities to be 
placed on agricultural-zoned land. Hearings for these zoning requests are scheduled 
for Spring/Summer of 1995. Because YCEP may be required to negotiate real estate 
agreements in the vicinity of the Bair substation, additional details regarding 
permitting and real estate requirements/plans were not available at this time. The 
purpose of the EIS is to review the potential environmental effects and human health 
effects, as best can be foreseen at this time, of the proposed project. Detailed 
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BRADLEY JACOB S :  

Yes , s i r . 

OR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

You mentioned a n  EPA phys i c i s t . 
By any chance , d o  you have h i s  name for 
the record? 

BRADLEY JACOBS :  

Yes . I t  was a Mr . W i l l i am  
Fa l a nger ( phonetic ) ,  EPA Reg ion Three . 

DR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

Do you a l s o  have a paper you 
want to make a part o f  the publ i c  r ecord 
that h a s - - - ? . 

BRADLEY JACOBS : 

Pardon ? . 

OR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

I f  there i s  a paper that h e  has 
written , wou ld you l ike  to make that - - - ?  

BRADLEY JACOBS : 

No , I d i d  not h ave a ny  cop i e s  o f  
h i s  p apers but I ' m  s u r e  h e  wou l d  provide 
tha t .  

DR . JAN K .  WACHT ER : 

Thank you . 

B I LL LA�qSON : 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORTING S ERVI C E  
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design of the proposed switchyard addition and electrical interconnection near the 
Bair substation has not been completed. However, preliminary planning indicates 
a switchyard facility could be located in the open field area approximately 6 1  meters 
(200 feet) southwest of the existing Bair substation. The "footprint" (area inside the 
switchyard perimeter fence) of the switchyard facility would encompass 
approximately 1 .0 acre (0.4 hectare). As YCEP completes detailed design, those 
plans would be submitted to the local township authorities for review. There is no 
requirement to complete all permit actions/approvals prior to issuance of a Record 
of Decision based on the information contained in a FEIS . However, the FEIS 
includes as much information as possible regarding the proposed switchyard addition 
and new electrical interconnection facilities near the Bair substation. It also contains 
an accurate assessment of probable impacts that could be expected from a 
development of this nature. Figures 3 . 1 -14c and 4 . 1 -4, detailing the proposed 
electrical interconnection alignment and switchyard facility location, have been 
added to the FEIS, and results of modeling potential magnetic field intensities 
produced by these facilities are included in Section 4. 1 . 14.6.  However, it is not 
feasible to delay preparation of the FEIS until detailed design plans for the 
switchyard can be reviewed by the township. 
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Thank you . Mr . Er i c  Men z er from 

the City o f  York . 

ER IC  MEN Z ER : 

Good even ing . My name i s  Er i c  

Men z e r . I ' m  the D i rector o f  the O f f i ce o f  

Eco nom ic  Deve l opment f o r  t h e  C ity o f  York . 

I ' m here th i s  evening represent i ng the 

Mayor a nd my o f f ice . One m i ght a sk  why 

the C i ty o f  York i s  i nterested i n  a 

pro j ect such a s  th i s , and the answer i s  

s imp l e . York County has a reg i ona l 

economy and i n  every respect a pro j ect 

such as th is a f fects every mun i c ipa l i ty in 

the county . 

As f ar  a s  the c i ty i s  concerned , 

the centra l i s sue  at th i s  h e ar i ng i s  the 

adequacy o f  the proce s s  u s ed to conduct 

this study . We are admitte d l y  not capable 

o f  j udging very much o f  the techn i c a l  data 

presented in th i s  report . And a s  far a s  

w e  a r e  concerned , the process u s ed b y  the 

Department of Energy to reach the 

conc l u s ions of the draft study h a s  

adequate ly ba l anced th e  n e e d s  o f  the 

publ i c  with the need o f  the Department to 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
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reach a d e c i s i o n  i n  a t ime l y  manner . 

At th i s  po i nt , th i s  pro j ect ha s  
been  d i s cu s s ed extens ive l y  i n  the  York 
area for a lmost three years . We be l i eve 
that there is l i tt l e , if any , a dd i t i ona l 
r e l evant i n format i on which wi l l  come to 
the f l oor by extending the debate or the 
study proce s s . We do a l s o  be l i eve that 
the Department acted appropr i a t e l y  in 

extend i ng  the dead l ines to a l l ow for more 

wr itten publ i c  comment on the dra ft  E I S  

and i nvo lvement f o r  that act ion . 

S i nce we have no ba s i s  to  

que st i on  the  s c i e nt i f i c conc l u s i on s  o f  the 

draft EIS a nd s i nce we be l i eve the study 
proce s s  i s  adequate , we accept the 
conc l u s ions o f  the dra ft E I S . A l though I 
rea l i z e  that the immed i ate focus o f  th i s  
hear ing i s  the dra ft EI S ,  I want to 
comment very br i e f l y  o n  the pos i t i ve 
impact we think th i s  pro j e ct w i l l  h ave on 
a l l  o f  York County , i n c l ud i ng  the  C ity of 
York . 

I n  the short term , t h i s  proj ect 

w i l l  create 1 , 0 0 0  construct i on j o bs and 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORTING S ERVI CE 
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5 7 

numerous contract i ng opportu n i t i e s  for 

2 construction compa n i e s , supp l i ers  a nd 

3 d i str ibutors i n  York County . Many o f  

4 these a re i n  the C ity o f  York a nd w i l l  

d i rectly bene f i t  from th i s  pro j ect . 

Look ing beyond that , the ongo i ng operat ion 

7 o f  th i s  fac i l ity wi l l  provide j obs a nd 

8 m i l l i ons  o f  d o l l a rs o f  s upp l i er c ontra cts 

9 i n  the county . Aga i n ,  i n c lud i ng many 

1 wh ich w i l l  go to compan i e s  located i n  the 

1 C ity o f  York . 

1 2  A s  j ust one examp l e , Emmett ' s  

1 3  ( phone t i c )  I ndustr i es wh i ch w i l l  operate 

1 4  ra i lroad s ervice through the c i ty to  th i s  

1 5 f a c i l ity i s  headquatered i n  the c i ty . 

1 6  Through compa n i e s  such a s  Emmett ' s  a nd 

1 7  many other s ,  th i s  pro j ect w i l l  provide tax 

1 8  revenu e s  even t o  the c ity some 1 6  m i l e s  

1 9  from the proposed fa c i l i ty . 

2 0  In summary , we urge the 

2 1  Department to move exped i t i o u s l y  upon the 

2 2  conc lus ion o f  the pub l i c  comment per i od to 

2 3  produc i ng a f i na l  E I S  for the pro j ect . 

2 4  Thank you . 

2 5 1L ________________________ B __ I_L_L __ L_A_w __ s_o_
N
_: _________________________ � 
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Thank you , Mr . Men z e r . Mr . John 

K lu nk . 

JOHN KLUNK : 

Y e s . My w i f e  was on to speak . 

I wou ld l i ke to make a few comments that 

she had . Wou ld that be pos s i b l e ?  

B I LL LAWSON : 

You have the f l oor for  your 

t ime , yes , s i r . 

JOHN K LUNK : 

I wou ld a l s o  l ike my t ime . Her 

comments that I would l ike to r e l ate wi l l  

take l e s s  than f i ve m i nute s . But I w i l l  

BILL LAWSON : 

I f  you exceed the f ive m i nute s , 

I wou ld request that you re l inq u i sh the 

f l oor but we wi l l  g ive you t ime . We don ' t  

have a l ong l i s t  o f  speakers yet a nd we ' d  

be happy to have you come back . 

JOHN KLUNK : 

I get a tota l  of f ive m i nute s , 

cut me o f f  when  you want . 

BILL LAWSON : 

Yes , s i r .  

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORTING SERVI CE 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volwne ll 



Volwne II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

TillS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

DEC-127 
May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

bEC-128 
May 1995 

1 

1 

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 

1 

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

� 5' 

5 9 

JOHN KLUNK : 

I ' ve been very d i sturbed by the 
! !f a ct that the Department o f  Energy has 

•a l l owed the publ i c  such a short per iod o f  

t ime t o  l ook at th i s  p r i o r  t o  the 

hear i ngs . I commend S ecretary God l ey for 

extend i ng  the t ime . But a s  far a s  I ' m  

concerned , it ' s  rea l ly r id i c u l ou s  for you 

peop l e  to think that we who are not --- do 

not have expert i s e  i n  the f i e ld cou ld 

poss i b l y  l ook at  that document , check the 

source document s ,  some of wh ich I had 

requested months ago wh i ch were a va i l ab l e  

but were  not made  ava i l ab l e  to me . 

Notice o f  i s suance o f  the draft 

E I S  and the December 1 4 th a nd 1 5 th ---

1 4 th ,  1 5 th and 1 6 th , ' 9 4 ,  publ i c  hear i ng 

f irst appeared on December 3 rd ,  1 9 9 4 , i n  

the  York D a i ly Record . Th i s  i s  on ly  1 1  

days notice wh i ch i s  too l i tt le  not i ce for 

those who may w i sh to make thought fu l  

comment . The York County L i brary read ing 

room at 1 1 8 P l easant Acres Road does not 

now nor ha s  it ever e x i sted even though it 

is l i sted a s  a DOE read i ng room i n  every 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
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Response: Please see the response to comment D-32/ 1 3 .  

Response: There were a variety of methods by which the public was informed of 
the public hearing dates. A flyer was inserted into the distributed DEISs informing 
readers of the public hearing dates. In addition, articles were carried in the local 
newspapers in late November 1994, which contained information related to the date, 
time, and location of the public hearings. Please see the response to comment D-
321 13 .  

Response: Even though DOE sent the DEIS and source documents to the York 
County Library address listed in the comment, the actual disposition of these 
documents is unclear. Based on conversations with the librarian at this site, some 
of the documents apparently were shipped to a fourth "unofficial" reading 
room/library in the York County area. Upon discovering this development in late 
November 1994, the Department took various actions to remedy the situation 
immediately and to ensure that it would not occur again. In late November and 
early December 1994, the Department replaced missing documents at the 1 18 
Pleasant Acres Road location. DOE and its contractors visited the library to ensure 
that all the documents were located in this library and were readily accessible to the 
public. From mid-December 1994 through January 1995, DOE conducted a daily 
audit of this library to ensure that all the promised materials were in place and to 
replace any documents that may have been missing or misplaced. 

bEC-129 
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pub l i c  not i f i c at ion . 

The f o l l owing source documents 

were unava i l a b l e  i n  the publ i c  read i ng 

rooms on or before November 2 9 th , 1 9 9 4 . 

C l ean coa l techno l ogy program f i n a l  

programa t i c , environment a l  impact 

statement ; wa stewater reuse fea s i b i l ity 

study , dated May 1 9 9 4 ; dra f t  envi ronmenta l 

impact i n forma t i o n  vo l ume for the YCEP 

cogenerat i on fac i l i ty ,  West Manches ter 

s i te , July 1 9 9 2 ; a ir qua l i ty d i spers ion  

a na ly s i s , Augu st  1 5 th , 1 9 9 4 . 

F i ve o f  the source documents 

were j us t  f i n a l i z ed from November 8 th 

through November 1 1th and s ent to by 

Dynamac ( phonet i c )  Corporation to the 

l i bra r i e s  on November 2 2 nd , 1 9 9 4 . I 

quest ioned , how were these documents 

rev iewed so  q u i ck l y  and whether there 

cou ld have pos s i bly been an adequate 

review done on them . 

Another po i nt  that I wou ld l ike  

to obj ect to about the  dra ft E I S  i s  to me , 

persona l o p i n i on , i t  appears san i t i z ed o f  

a ny references to nega t i ve comments  on the 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORTING S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: There were two sets of documents placed in the public reading rooms. 
The first set was the collection of documents as outlined in the flyer accompanying 
the distribution to the public of the DEIS . Based on DOE records, most (if not all) 
of these (first set ot) documents should have been in the public reading rooms by 
November 25, 1994. For a variety of potential , but largely undocumented, reasons, 
there seemed to be some missing reports in these reading rooms, as determined by 
the public's inquiries to DOE, as well as the Department's independent audits. 
When these deficiencies were made known to DOE, the Department resolved the 
situation by sending the missing documents in question to the library, the person 
who brought the situation to the Department's attention, or both . 

In addition, in retrospect, DOE determined that the first list was not inclusive of all 
the EIS-specific source reports that the public could possibly have an interest in 
reviewing. Thus, a second set of additional reports was sent to the public reading 
rooms in late November 1994, in order to provide the public a more comprehensive 
list of supporting reports to review. These documents would not have been available 
until approximately December 1 ,  1994. 

Please also see response to Comment D-59/22. 

Response: DOE had access to draft versions of many of the source reports, and 
reviewed these draft reports concurrently with the writing of the DEIS . The actual 
writing of the DEIS using a variety of source materials acted as a qual ity control 
check of information among similar documents . As DOE prepared the DEIS 
(primarily from January 1994 through to November 1994), the Department required 
revision or clarification of some of the source information/data. Additional 
information was received on an informal and sporadic basis. While the Department 
included the revised or additional information in the DEIS, the source documents 
were also being updated and finalized. 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-282/ 1 3 .  
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pro j ect . I note part i c u l a r l y  the fact 

that there appears i n  the draft EIS a 

f o l l ow-up l etter from the Pennsy lvan i a  

F i sh Comm i s s ion dated a fter the scop i ng 

meet i ngs . But the i n i t i a l l etter from the 

f i sh comm i s s ion does not appear in that 

agency coord in at i on sect ion . 

That i n i t i a l  l etter had s even 

ques t i on s ,  part i c u l a r  ques t i on s , that 

re l ate  to water qua l ity impact o f  the 

pro j ect on the water shed and the area . 

f i nd that rea l l y una ccepta b l e  that that 

was not inc l uded . 

There ' s  another thing w i th 

respect to the publ i c  record . Accord ing 

to the draft E I S , over 2 7 7  wr itten 

comments were ma i l ed to DOE on or before 

the November 5 th , 1 9 9 3 ,  c l o se of the 

scoping period . However , o n ly  3 5 

submitted on the even ing of the scoping 

meeting were i nc l uded i n  the pub l i c  

record . 

I s  th i s  a fact that even though 

you make the c l a im that comment s , written 

comments submitted a fter carry equ a l  

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORTING SERVI CE 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: In order to keep the DEIS to a reasonable length, approximately one-half 
of the agency correspondence either generated or received by the DOE was not 
included in Appendix E. DOE selected correspondence for inclusion in Appendix 
E that would provide the reader an understanding of the general nature of the 
correspondence, at the same time reducing redundancy of information and the size 
of the document. In generating this Appendix, the DOE attempted to include the 
most recent correspondence related to an issue or the most recent correspondence 
sent to or received from a particular agency. In the FEIS, Appendix E has been 
expanded to include all agency correspondence received during the comment period 
and includes the referenced letter from the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania's Fish 
& Boat Commission (dated September 20, 1993) . In addition, a comprehensive 
inclusion of relevant correspondence prior to the initiation of the comment period 
has been incorporated. 

Response: The purpose of the scoping meeting was to help DOE sol icit comments 
and determine the issues that should be included in the EIS . Twenty-one comments 
were received at the initial public scoping meeting for the North Codorus Township 
site. An additional 14 comments (for a total of 35) were received at the continuation 
public scoping meeting. No additional written comments were received during the 
public scoping meetings. In addition, 277 written comments (please note that most 
correspondence contained more than one specific comment) were also sent directly 
to DOE during the public scoping period. All written comments and all oral 
testimony received were analyzed and considered in writing the Implementation 
Plan, which is a guide for writing the EIS . Reading room access to the transcripts 
of the oral comments from the scoping meetings was provided so interested parties 
could either verify that their comments were accurately recorded or read what had 
been said at a public meeting they could not attend. 

Comments received on a DEIS serve a different purpose, and there are precise 
requirements for the disposition of these comments. The Department's duty to 
respond to public comments on the DEIS are specified in DOE National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) implementing regulations [10 CFR 102 1 . 3 13(c)] , 
which state that "DOE shall prepare a final EIS following the public comment period 
and hearings on the draft EIS . The final EIS shall respond to oral and written 
comments received during public review of the draft EIS , as provided at 40 CFR 
1503 .4. " The regulations at 40 CFR 1503 .4 state that " [a]n agency preparing a final 
environmental impact statement shall assess and consider comments both individually 
and collectively. "  According to 40 CFR 1503 .4(b ), only substantive comments need 
to be attached to the FEIS . All comments submitted (both oral and written) have 
been appended to the FEIS . 

The Department considers written comments to carry the same weight as oral 
comments . 
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weight that  they are not  i nc luded in the 

publ i c  record . S ome o f  the text o f  the 

dra ft EIS ind icate that they do  not 

ind icate that those things have f o l lcwed 

up a fter , aren ' t  o f  the record . I wou ld 

l ike to know why and what the s i tuat i on  i s  

w i t h  respect to that . 

One l a st ma j or i tem that I ' m 

concerned about i s  that when we were here 

last October , I spoke to Sue l l en --- Dr . 

Van Ooteghem about what I perc e i ved a s  a 

fogging prob l em that ' s  a l ready e x i st i ng  at 

the G l a t f e l ter m i l l .  At that t ime , she ' s  

t o ld me that we need documentat ion of 

tha t .  We l l ,  I set about t o  att empt to 

gather what I cons idered to be 

documenta t i on , photographs of that 

s i tuat ion . And I sent quite a number of 

phot ographs by way of Cert i f i e d  Ma i l  with 

a map referen c i ng where the photographs 

were taken from and the dates o f  the 

photographs . But yet on th i s  page , 3 - 1 4  

o f  the draft E I S , fog and i c i ng 

cond i t i ons , there have been no documentary 

reports of fogg ing and i c i ng  i n  the 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORTING S ERVI CE 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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Response: Written comments do carry equal weight as oral comments. However, 
submission of written comments (as well as oral comments) does not necessarily 
translate into corresponding "resolution" text in the FEIS . DOE reviews written 
comments for relevancy and redundancy. (Note: the entirety of the written 
comments and oral public comments from the public hearings have been included 
in the Final Statement) . However, if an issue presented in a written (as well as oral) 
comment is not viewed to be relevant or would not add to the understanding of 
environmental or human health impacts, it probably would not have "corresponding 
text" or be resolved in the EIS . Please see response to Comment D-61 /14.  

Response: A review was undertaken of appropriate long term, quantified, 
meteorological measurements that included fogging or visibil ity records. Hourly 
meteorological surface data were collected at West Manchester, approximately 10  
km (6 miles) to the northeast, for the 1 -year period, January to December 1992. 
These data were used for the ISC2 and BEE-X modeling of predicted ambient 
concentrations from the proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) 
project. However, this 1 -year record consisted only of temperature and wind speed 
data; fog or visibil ity data were not recorded nor could they be derived from those 
measurements that were recorded. The nearest known long term recordings of 
meteorological measurements are taken at a voluntarily-operated site in York 
approximately 25 km (15 miles) distant. However, these data are very l imited and 
only temperature and precipitation are recorded; no fogging or visibility data are 
recorded or can be derived from the measurements that are taken. More complete 
meteorological records are available in non-digitized format from Flight Service 
observations at Lancaster airport approximately 40 km (25 miles) to the north
northeast. However, these data are limited to restricted hours of operations and do 
not provide a continuous 24-hour record. As is described in Section 3 . 1 .2 of the 
EIS, the nearest visibility or fogging records were found at the National Weather 
Service (NWS) station at Harrisburg, PA, 40 km (25 miles) to the north-northwest. 
In the absence of any other official meteorological monitoring data, the 
meteorological data at Harrisburg were used as the best metric of fogging in the 
region. 
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v i c i n ity o f  t h e  proposed pro j ect s i t e  a s  a 

re su l t  o f  the current P . H .  G l a t f e lter 

company opera t i on s . Th i s  i s  abso lute ly  

r i d i cu l ou s . I l i ve here , you peop l e  l i ve 

i n  Morgantown or D . c .  Th i s  i s  abso lute ly 

r i d i c u l ou s . 

My que s t i on i s , wha t  do you 

cons ider documenta t i on ?  There a l s o  was a 

news art i c l e  that re l ated to th i s  occas ion 

on snow , i t  s nowed in Spring Grove and i t  

d idn ' t  s now anywhere e l s e .  

One l a s t  comment on Mayor 

Th ieret ' s  remarks about our power 

shortage . I j us t  heard on pub l i c  rad i o  the 

other morning that the ut i l it i e s  are now 

u s ing a stra tegy to keep the c o a l  from 

free z i ng wh ich was rea l ly what the problem 

wa s l a s t  winter . The coa l was fro z e n . 

They are now tre a t i ng the coa l  s o  they can 

move i t . I t  apparent ly had been b l ocks . 

Thank you very much . 

BILL LAWSON : 

Thank you , Mr . K l unk . Mr . 

Klunk , cou ld  we a sk  a c l a r i fy ing que s t i on , 

p l e a s e . 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORTING S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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A letter from Mr. Klunk enclosed photographs taken in the vicinity of Spring Grove 
area and P. H.  Glatfelter Company plant on four days in the winter of 1994; 
1 / 15/94, 1 /2 1 /94, 2/1 8/94, and 2/20/94. A comparison of Mr. Klunk's pictures and 
the meteorological records for the NWS station at Harrisburg, PA for the four days 
that were recorded in these photographs was performed. At the Harrisburg NWS 
station on 1 / 15/94 there was no reported fog, visibility was 24 km (15 miles); on 
1 /21/94 between 8 A.M. and 1 1  A.M. , fog was reported with 7 km (4 miles) 
visibility, at noon haze was reported with 10  km (6 miles) visibility; on 2/ 1 8/94 fog 
was reported from midnight to noon, with visibility ranging from 10 km (6 miles) 
to 3 km (1 .5 miles), at noon haze was reported until 2 P.M. with 7 to 10 km (4 to 
6 miles) visibility; and on 2/20/94 fog was reported from midnight to noon with 
visibility ranging from 7 to 0 km (4 to 0 miles), from 1 P.M. to 9 P.M. haze was 
reported with visibility ranging from 10 to 1 1  km (6 to 7 miles), fog returned after 
9 P.M. with visibility ranging from 7 to 8 km (4 to 5 miles) . The comparison 
indicated that on three of the four days chosen for photographic record, fog and low 
visibilities were recorded at the NWS meteorological site at Harrisburg, the NWS 
site that was used to help represent the Spring Grove region. Section 3 . 1 .2 of the 
FEIS includes the above information. 

However, the meteorological observations from the National Weather Service 
(NWS) Harrisburg site 40 km (25 miles) to the north-northwest in conjunction with 
meteorological observations at the West Manchester site approximately 10  km (6 
miles) to the northeast (January - December 1992) provide more reasonable and 
reliable data for assessing the fogging potential in the Spring Grove area. · These 
data were used in the Seasonal Annual Cooling Tower Impacts (SACTI) modeling 
to assess the potential for fogging or icing as a result of the proposed cooling tower 
associated with the YCEP project (see Section 4. 1 .2.9) .  The results of the SACTI 
analysis predicted that operation of the proposed cooling tower would produce no 
occurrences of fogging or icing outside the site boundaries . The only areas where 
cooling tower-induced fogging and/or icing are expected to occur would be to the 
southeast and south-southeast of the cooling tower within the site boundaries. 

With regard to the news article reporting an incidence of isolated snowfall at Spring 
Grove, any such incidence is consistent with variations in precipitation or snowfall 
patterns that can occur on a local scale. 

Response: The comment is noted. 
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PR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

I rea l ly d idn ' t  u nders ta nd the 

i s sue  about the comment per i od and ora l  

versus written . I ' l l get e ither i n  t�uch 

with you by phone or l etter or i f  you stay 

here because I ' d  l ike to c l a r i f y  exactly 

what the i ssue wa s .  

JOHN KLUNK : 

There w i l l  be t ime for that , I ' m  

sure . There are many more quest i ons than 

I was able to r a i s e  here . There ' s  much 

more to it than that . Thank ' you . 

B I LL LAWSON : 

Dr . R i chard C l ark . 

RI CHARD CLARK : 

My name i s  R i chard C l ark a nd I 

am speaking a s  a n  e l ected spokesperson for 

stop target ing our peop l e ,  STOP . W ith 

the upcom ing ho l idays , Chr i s tm a s , I would 

persona l l y w i sh you a Merry Chr i stmas a nd 

we lcome you back to York County . I t  would 

have been more we l come , I think , if you ' d  

have been a l it t l e  b i t  l a ter . And I do  

commend There s a  God l e y  for exte nd i ng the 

t ime per i od for written comments . 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORT I NG S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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The transparency that you s ee  i n  

front o f  does not re f l ect the  l a test 

add i t i on s  that the P . H .  G l a t f e l ter ha s  

enacted o n  the i r  b o i l e r  number f our  rut 

it ' s  c l o s e  to it . And u n l e s s  a nyone wants 

to qu ibb l e  with decima l p l a ce s  and that 

sort o f  thing , it does show you that when  

you  advert i s e  it wou ld net overa l l  

reduct i on . That wou ld be a net overa l l  

reduct ion o f  a i r  p o l l utants , you can s ee  

that  the  tota l s  o n  the  bottom there . 

They ' re not negative , they ' re p o s i t ive . 

You can s ee  the reduct i o n  o f  su l fur 

d i oxide . You can see the reduct i on o f  

NOx . I f  you take a l ook at  carbon 

monox ide , you s ee  that i t  goes up , way up . 

The VOCs go up r e l ative to that part icu l ar 

boi l er number . And the PM- 1 0 s  hang in 

there about the s ame . 

S o  a nyone that ' s  s a y i ng that 

there ' s  go i ng to  be a n et overa l l  

reduction o f  a i r  po l l u t i o n  i s  not l ook i ng 

at  the tota l p i cture . Th i s  i s  not the 

tota l p i cture . The tota l p i cture gets 

even l e s s  favora b l e  a s  f ar  a s  the new 

SARA ANN SARG ENT 
COURT REPORTING SERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-34/1 and D-35/8 . 
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6 6  

pro j ect i s  concerned . 

W ith regard to the b o i l e r  number 

four and what i t ' s  g o i ng to do , we ' ve 

noticed a progre s s i o n  i n  terms o f  

addres s i ng b o i l e r  number f o u r  s tarted out , 

i t  was I ' m  not sure that i t  was ever 

ta lked about a s  b e i ng shut down . But 

there wa s some t a lk i n  the papers a bout it 

be ing shut down a nd then it went to being 

curta i l ed and then it went to being on the 

hot stand-by . And the l a te st th ing that 

they l ogged i n  i s ,  it ' s  g o i ng to be 

operated para l l e l  to the cogen for a 

maximum o f  7 2 0  hours a year . 

I wou ld ask for a c l a r i f i c at i on . 

Does that mean that it ' s  runn i ng at the 

s ame time? 

DR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

Wha t it means i s ,  there ' s  a 

potent i a l that the two cou ld be runn ing 

s imultaneou s l y . But that ' s  e ither because 

the proposed pro j ect i s  e ither ramp ing up 

or down i n  terms o f  start-up or they ' re 

ramp i ng down . I t  cou ld be beca u s e  a nother 

bo i ler that G l a t f e l ter has is o f f l ine a nd 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORT ING S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: For most of the year, P. H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No . 4 
would be maintained at "hot-standby" status. The P. H .  Glatfelter Company is 
expected to curtail operation of Power Boiler No. 4 to an equivalent of 720 hours 
per year at full load, and, through a permit restriction, limit operation to a 
maximum quantity of oxides of nitrogen emissions (N Ox) equal to this 720 hours of 
operation at full (100 percent) load. The 720 hours per year permit limitation would 
allow P. H .  Glatfelter Company the flexibility to operate Power Boiler No. 4 as a 
backup steam source. As such, it is possible that Power Boiler No . 4 could be 
running at the same time (up to 720 hours) that the proposed Cogeneration Facility 
would be operational . However, as a practical matter, Power Boiler No . 4 would 
be run to compensate for industrial steam loss when the proposed Cogeneration 
Facility would be shut down for maintenance, or for emergency/performance 
reasons. Thus, Power Boiler No. 4 could operate for greater than 720 hours per 
year if these cited occurrences (i .e. the Cogeneration Facility is off-line) would 
arise. 
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they  h a ve t o  m a k e  u p  t h e  s t e a m  o r  w h a t e ve r  

r e q u i r e m e n t s . I t ' s  n o t  - - - t h e r e ' s  s o m e  

r e a s o n  t h a t  i t ' s  r u n n i n g a n d  i t ' s  d u e  t o  

t h e  f a c t t h a t  s o m e th i n g e l s e i s  r a mp i n g up 

o r  d o w n  o r  n o t  ru n n i ng a t  a l l . I t ' s  

c o n t i n g e n c y f o r  f l e x i b i l i ty . 

R I CHARD CLARK : 

B u t  t h e  b o t t o m  l i n e  w o u l d  b e  

t h e y  wou l d  b o t h  n o t  b e  o p e r a t i ng a t  t h e  

s a m e  t i m e ?  

D R . J A N  K .  WACHTER : 

Y e s . And  t h a t  i s  t h e  p r e c i s e 

r e a s o n  i n  t h e  E I S  w a s  a n a l y z e d  i n  l a rg e  

p a r t  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  

by i t s e l f  n o t  w i t h t h e  G l a t f e l t e r  n u m b e r  

f o u r  p l a n t b e c a u s e  o f  t h a t  c o n t i n g e n c y . 

R I CHARD C LARK : 

T h a nk y o u . Y e t  i t ' s  b e e n  s t a t e d  

i n  t h e  E I S  t h a t  b e c a u s e  o f  m o r e  f a vo r a b l e  

t r a d e - o f f s  i n  t e rms o f  t h e  e m i s s i o n s  t h a t  

i t  w a s  m o v e d  t o  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  C o mp a n y . 

Y o u  s e e  b e f o r e  y o u , a n d  y o u  c a n ' t  r e a d  i t  

o n  t h e  b a c k s o  I ' l l r e a d  i t .  I t ' s  a 

w i t h d r a w a l o f  a p p l i c a t i o n , i t ' s  

n o t i f i c a t i on o f  t h e  w i t h d r a w a l o f  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO URT R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volume ll 



D-67118 

KEYwORDS: 
Site change 

Volwne ll 

Final Envirorunental Impact Statement 

Response: Section 2.2. 1 . 1 ,  which describes York County Energy Partners, L.P. 
(YCEP)'s site selection process, has been updated to include the zoning requirements 
of West Manchester Township as a factor in the preference for the North Codorus 
Township site. The withdrawal application indicates that the West Manchester site 
did not meet some of the site selection criteria listed in Section 2.2. 1 . 1  including 
that "sites should be either zoned or reserved for industrial use. " The fact that the 
North Codorus Township site was being reserved by P. H.  Glatfelter Company for 
industrial use and the opportunity for significant emissions reductions by the 
curtailment of the operation of Power Boiler No. 4 are positive factors for the siting 
of the proposed facility at the North Codorus site. However, it should be noted that 
it is not an uncommon practice for businesses to request and receive variances from 
local zoning ordinances. 
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6 8  

a p p l i c a t i o n f o r  t h i s  pr o j e c t  a n d W e s t  

M a n c h e s t e r  T o wn s h i p . Y o r k  C o u n t y  E n e r g y  

P a r t n e r s ,  L i m i t e d , p a r t n e r  by a n d  t h r o u g h  

i t s  u n d e r s i g n ed c o u n s e l  h e r e by w i t h d r a w s  

t h e  l a nd u s e  a p p l i c a t i o n  f i l e ,  J u n e  2 5 th ,  

1 9 9 2 . T h i s  i n c l u d e s  t h e  a pp l i c a t i o n  f o r 

c o n d i t i o n a l u s e  u n d e r  s e c t i o n  1 5 0 . 9 ,  t h e  

p e t i t i o n  t o  a m e n d  t h e  z o n i ng c o d e  o f  the 

T o w n s h i p  of  West M a n c h e s t e r  t o  p e r m i t  

c o a l - f i r e d  e l e c t r i c a l c o g e n e r a t i o n 

f a c i l i t i e s  a s  a p e r m i t t e d  u s e  i n  t h e  

g e n e r a l i n d u s t r i a l  z o n i n g  d i s t r i ct a n d  t o  

a m e n d  t h e  a c c e s s  d r i v e s  a n d  m i g h t , 

l i m i t a t i o n  e x c e p t i o n s . S e c t i o n s  o f  t h e  

z o n i ng c od e ,  t h e  s u b s t a n t i ve c h a l l e n g e  o f  

t h e  z o n i n g  c o d e  w i t h  t h e  T o wn s h i p  o f  W e s t  

M a n c h e s t e r  coup l e d w i th a c u r a t i v e  

a m e n d m e n t  i n  t h e  a l t e r n a t i ve s u b s t a n t i v e  

c h a n g e s  to t h e  z o n i n g  c o d e  o f  t h e  T o w n s h i p  

o f  W e s t  M a n c h e s t e r  coup l e d w i t h  a c u r a t i ve 

a m e n d m e n t . 

T h e r e ' s  a l i t t l e  b i t  m o r e  t h a n  a 

more f a vo ra b l e  t r a d e - o f f  i n  t e r m s  o f  i t  

b e i n g moved o u t  o f  W e s t  M a n c h e s t e r . I 

th i n k you c a n  g e t  s o m e  c l u e s  f r o m  t h a t  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E PORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volume II 



D-68/22 

KEYWORDS: 
Site change 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see response to Comment D-67/18 .  However, the West 
Manchester site has some advantages over the North Codorus site as shown in Table 
2.3-1 of the EIS . 
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l e t t e r . 

I wou l d  s u bm i t  t h a t  t h e r e ' s  b e e n  

s o me m a j o r  o m i s s i o n s  i n  a d d i t i o n t o  t h o s e  

t h a t  h a v e  a l r e a d y  b e e n  c a l l e d t o  y o u r  

a t t e n t i o n  h e r e . Th i s  i s  a l e t t e r  f r om a 

r e p r e s e n t a t i ve o f  t h e  P e n n s y l va n i a  G a m e  

C o mm i s s i o n . I t ' s  c a l l i n g  f o r  a s e c t i o n  

4 - F e v a l u a t i o n s  wh i c h  a l s o  h a ve t o  b e  

c o n d u c t e d  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  p r o p o s e d  

a l t e r n a t i ve wh i c h  m a y  b e  l o c a t e d  o n  u . s .  

A rm y  C o rp s  o f  E n g i n e e r s  p r o p e r t y . 

I wou l d  a s k D r . W a c h t e r , a r e  y o u  

f a m i l i a r  w i th a s e c t i o n  4 - F a n d  i s  t h e r e  

s u ch a r e p o r t  i n  t h e  d o cu m e n t a t i o n f o r  t h e  

E I S  or t h e  E I S ?  

DR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

I ' d  l i k e  to m a k e  i t  c l e a r  t h a t  

t h e r e ' s  a f u n d a m e n t a l d i f f e r e n c e  b e t w e e n  

t h e  r e g u l a t o r y  a nd p e r m i t  i s su e s  a n d  t h e  

E I S .  T h e  E I S  d e a l s  w i t h  i m p a c t  a n a l ys i s  

r e g a rd l e s s  o f  p e r m i t  s t a t u s  o r  r e g u l a t o r y  

i s s u e s . A n d  t h a t ' s  wh e r e  w e  d r a w  t h e  

l i n e . I f  i t ' s  p e r m i t  i s s u e s , i t ' s  betwe e n  

t h e  p r o p o n e nt o f  t h e  p l a n t  a nd t h e  

a g e n c i e s . We d e a l w i t h  t h e  i mp a c t s  a n d  

SARA A N N  SARGENT 
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S E RVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I (continued) 
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D-69/2 

KEYWORDS: 
Land use 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental hnpact Statement 

Response: Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act does not apply to 
public utility rights-of-way. Section 4(f) evaluations are conducted to demonstrate 
that transportation projects do not adversely impact sensitive public lands such as 
recreation areas or wildlife and waterfowl refuges. In a letter to DOE from the 
Pennsylvania Game Commission dated January 30, 1995, the agency confirmed that 
a Section 4(f) evaluation was not required for the utility corridor. The Pennsylvania 
Game Commission also concurred with DOE's selection of the Flood Control 
Property (FCP) alternative as the preferred electric interconnect corridor alternative. 
The Game Commission stated that this alternative had the least impacts to residences 
and private property owners. 

fiEC-149 
May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

bEc-150 
May 1995 

2 

3 

4 

7 

8 

9 

1 

1 

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

7 0  

t h u s  w e  - - - s om e t i m e s  we t a k e  a d i f f e r e n t  

p o i nt o f  v i e w  w i th r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  

a n a l y s i s . O k a y . S o  we w o u l d  n o t  g e t  i n t o  . I t h a t  b u t  we w o u l d  p o s s i b l y  t a k e  
i 

i n f o rm a t i on f r o m  a p e r m i t  s o r t  o f  r e q u e s t  

o r  a n  a n a l y s i s  l i ke a f o r e i g n  c o r p or a t i o n . 

RICHARD C LARK : 
I 
T h i s  i s  a F e d e r a l - - - t h i s  d e a l s  

w i th F e d e r a l r e g u l a t i o n s ; c o r r e c t ?  

DR . JAN K .  WACH T E R : 

Y e s . 

RICHARD C LARK : 

O k a y . T h a nk y o u . 

D R . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

I t ' s  s t i l l  a r e g u l a t o r y  i s s u e . 

R I CHARD C LARK : 

Th i s  l e t t e r  h a s  b e e n  r e f e r r e d  t o  

e a r l i e r  a n d , D r . V a n  O o t e g h e m , y o u  s h o u l d  

r e c og n i z e  i t . I t  w a s  d i r e c t e d  t o  y o u . 

w a s  a f o u r - p a g e  l e t t e r  a nd i t ' s  d a t e d  

O c t o b e r  1 9 th , 1 9 9 3 . I l o o k e d  f o r  - - - I 

w i l l  a dm i t , I h a ve n o t  g o n e  t h r o u g h  t h e  

wh o l e  d o c u m e n t . I ' m  i n  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  

r e a d i ng t e rm p a p e r s  a n d  s o  o n  a n d  s o  I 

h a v e  n o t  h a d  t i m e . B u t  I l o o k e d  f o r  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
BACT 
Emission reduction 
Washed coal 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: DOE responded to Ms. Esher's comments (letter dated October 19, 
1993 , to S .  Van Ooteghem) through a DOE letter dated June 9,  1994 (J. Wachter 
to D.  Esher), as well as a number of telephone conversations with her staff on 
related issues. The two main issues in this letter were as follows: the conservative 
nature of emission reductions considering proven emissions reductions at other 
cogeneration facilities, and emission reductions through the washing of coal . In the 
EIS , the issue of the percentage removal of pollutants [in particular, sulfur dioxide 
(SO:z)] has been addressed in Section 4 . 1 .2.2, Best Available Control Technology 
(BACT)/ Air Pollution Control Equipment, which includes a summary review and 
technical analysis of the proposed sulfur dioxide (S02), oxides of nitrogen (NOx), 
particulate matter (PM10), carbon monoxide (CO) and volatile organic compounds 
(VOCs) control technologies to other similar, but smaller, circulating fluidized bed 
(CFB) boilers burning eastern bituminous coal . It is important to note that control 
technologies tend to be process-specific (for this reason, BACT determinations are 
made by comparing pollution control performance characteristics for similar 
processes), and even though there may be pollution control technologies that have 
greater percentages of pollutant removal , these technologies may not be compatible 
with atmospheric circulating fluidized bed combustors (with in-bed sulfur capture 
using l imestone) or demonstrated at a sufficient scale or maturity to obtain 
performance guarantees from manufacturers .  

With respect to the issue of "washed" coal , the proposed facility would use washed 
coal . However, in subsequent conversations with the EPA, it became clearer that 
their comment more precisely referred to "cleaned" coal which would entail crushing 
and subsequent cleaning steps . The use of finer particles (generated by the cleaning 
processes) in a fluidized bed is not possible due to bed "blow-out",  since the coal 
particles would not have the requisite mass and density for successful fluidized bed 
operations . 
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s e l e c t e d  t h i n g s  a n d  I w a s  c u r i o u s  t o  s e e  

h o w  t h i s  w a s  a d d r e s s e d  a n d  w a s  r a t h e r  

a p p a l l e d  t o  f i n d  o u t  t h a t  i t  w a s n ' t  

a d d r e s s e d a t  a l l . T h i s  w a s  a r e v i ew 

r e l a t i ve t o  t h e  s c op i ng c omme n t s  a nd i t  

w a s  f r om D i a n e  E s c h e r  ( p h o n e t i c )  f ro m  t h e  

R e g i o n T h r e e  E P A  o f f i c e . A n d  u n d e r  

g e n e r a l  c ommen t s , B r e t t , wou l d  y o u  t h row 

t h e  n e x t  one up t h e r e  th a t  wo u l d  - - - s h e ' s  

c h i e f  o f  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  p l a n n i ng a nd 

a s s e s sm e n t  s e c t i o n . T h a n k s . W e  c a n  g o  

b a c k  t o  t h e  o t h e r  o n e . 

R e v i ew o f  t h e  e s t i m a t e d  em i s s i on 

r e d u c t i o n s , f o r  e x a mp l e , 9 2  p e r c e n t  s u l f u r  

r e m o v a l ,  h a s  r a i s e d  o u r  c o n c e r n  t h a t  t h e s e  

e m i s s i o n  r e d u c t i o n s  a p p e a r  c o n s e r v a t i v e . 

N o w , t h i s  i s  s o m e o n e  f r o m  t h e  E P A  t a l k i ng 

t o  s om e o n e  f r o m  t h e  D O E ,  h a s  r a i s ed o u r  

� o n c e r n s  t h a t  t h e s e  em i s s i o n  r ed u c t i o n s  

a p p e a r  c o n s e r va t i v e  w h e n  c o n s i d e r i n g  

p r o v e n  em i s s i o n s  r e d u c t i o n s  a t  o t h e r  

c o g e n e r a t i o n  f a c i l i t i e s . W e  a r e  p r ov i d i n g  

y o u  w i t h  s e v e r a l r e p o r t s ,  t h e  a t t a c h m e n t s  

wou l d  s u g g e s t  s u l f u r  a n d  n i t r o g e n  d i o x i d e , 

p a r t i c u l a t e s , m i n e r a l m a t t e r  a n d  h e a vy 

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R EPORT I N G  S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
Emission reduction 
Washed coal 

Volwne D 

Final Enviromnental bnpact Statement 

Response: The net 227-MW circulating fluidized bed (CFB) boiler uses l imestone 
injection and is capable of achieving at least a 92-percent reduction of otherwise 
uncontrolled sulfur dioxide (S02) emissions. A 92-percent reduction may be 
conservative, representing the minimum reductions that may occur. The estimated 
emissions from such a reduction were used to assess the impact on air quality. The 
reduction may prove to be greater than 92 percent but that (more favorable) 
assumption is not made when impacts have been analyzed in this EIS . DOE's need 
for the proposed project is to demonstrate the commercial viability of using electric 
utility-scale atmospheric CFB technology with in-bed desulfurization in a 
cogeneration facility to generate electric power and steam. Demonstrating CFB 
technology did not require coal cleaning to meet the Agency's need . Other projects · 
within the Clean Coal Technology (CCT) program (e.g. ,  the Custom Coals, Shade 
Township project) demonstrate specialized coal cleaning technologies . 

It is also important to note that a "percent reduction" number may not be the most 
appropriate parameter to evaluate the impact of a particular technology on the 
environment. One needs to include in the analysis the amount of sulfur in the 
feedstock. For instance, a facil ity using a 4-percent sulfur coal and having a 95-
percent removal efficiency may emit substantially more sulfur to the atmosphere than 
a plant utilizing 2 percent sulfur coal and having a 92-percent removal efficiency. 

The acceptability of the 92-percent sulfur removal will be made through the 
Prevention of Significant Deterioration Permit Application submitted by the 
Industrial Participant to PADER. This application contains BACT findings (based 
on analysis of information in a clearinghouse database) and the basis by which they 
were determined. Also see the response to Comment D-70/25 concerning the 
washing of coal . 
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m e t a l  em i s s i o n s  c o u l d  b e  g r e a t l y  r e d u c e d  

t h r o u g h  t h e , q u o t e , w a s h i n g ,  u n q u o t e , o f  

t h e  c o a l b e f o r e  i t ' s  b u r n e d . B y  

d em o n s t r a t i ng t h e  v a l u e  o f  u s i n g  c l e a n  

,co a l  i n  a d d i t i o n - - - u s i n g  c l e a n e d  c o a l i n  

a d d i t i o n t o  t h e  d emon s t r a t i ng t h e  l a r g e  

s c a l e  c i rcu l a t i n g  f l u i d a t  t h e  

c o g e n e r a t i o n  t e c h n o l o g y , t h i s  p r o j e c t  

c o u l d  g o  o n e  s t ep f u r t h e r  i n  s a t i s f y i n g  

t h e  o b j e c t i ve s  o f  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  

E n ergy ' s  c l e a n  c o a l t e ch n o l o g y  p r o g r a m . 

I t ' s  b e e n  my f e e l i n g  a l l  a l o n g  a s  a n  

i n d i v i d u a l c i t i z e n  l o o k i n g  a t  t h i s  w i t h  

t h e  a d d i t i o n a l i n c e n t i v e , f i n a n c i a l  

i n c e n t i v e , t h a t  t h e r e ' s  a l l  k i n d s  o f  

p o s s i b i l i t i e s  f o r  r e a l l y d o i n g  a s l i ck j o b 

o n  th i s  th i n g  a n d  m a k i n g i t  a r e a l  

d em o n s t r a t i o n i n s t e a d  o f  p r o v i d i ng a 

r e w a r d . 

T h i s  i s  n o t  a d d r e s s e d  a t  a l l  

w i t h i n  t h e  E I S .  T h i s  wh o l e  l e t t e r  i s  

o m i t t e d . A n d , D r . W a c h t e r , y o u  h a d  a 

l e t t e r  t o  h e r  r e s p o n d i n g t o  th i s  l e t t e r  

but  y o u  d i d n ' t  i n c l u d e  h e r  l e t t e r . A n d  t o  

me , t h a t  l o o k s  v e r y  s u s p i c i o u s l y  l i k e  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E PORT I NG S ERV I C E 

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
Clean coal 
Letter inclusion 

D-72/22 

KEYWORDS: 
Letter inclusion 
NEPA 

Volwne II 

Final Enviromnental hnpact Statement 

Response: Please refer to the response to Comment D-61/ 1  concerning the general 
philosophy for including agency correspondence in the DEIS. The specific letter 
cited is now included in Appendix E in the FEIS. The issue of using "cleaned" coal 
has been addressed in the response to Comment D-70/25. Issues related to project 
need and alternative technologies are addressed in the responses to Comments D-
39/13  and D-37/16, respectively. 

Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-6 1 / 1  and D-70/25. The letter 
is contained in Appendix E of the FEIS. 
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c e n s o r s h i p . 

B I L L  LAW S O N : 

D r . C l a rk ,  c o u l d  I a s k y o u  to 

;q u i c k l y  s umma r i z e  your r e m a rk s , p l ea s e ?  

R I C H A R D  C LA R K : 

Y e s . H e r e  i s  a l e t t e r  f r om D r . 

R e k o s . A n d  i t ' s  S e p t e m b e r  1 9 9 4 . T h e r e ' s  

a s t a t e m e n t  h e r e , h a s  t h e  D O E  c o n d u c t e d  

- - - t h i s  i s  a q u e s t i o n t h a t  I a s k e d  D r . 

R e k o s . H a s  t h e  D O E  c o n d u c t e d  a s e a r c h  

w i t h  r e g a rd t o  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  t e c h n o l o g y  

a n d  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  s c a l e  u p  o r  l a rg e r ?  

A n d  a s  a r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  s e a r c h , c a n  y o u  

s t a t e  u n e q u i vo c a l l y t h a t  t h e r e ' s  n o  o t h e r  

p r o j e c t  u s i n g  t h e  t e c h n o l o gy o f  a 

comp a r a b l e  s i z e  o r  l a r g e r  i n  a n y  s t a g e  o f  

d e v e l o p m e n t  a n yw h e r e  e l s e  i n  t h e  wo r l d ?  

A n d  D r . Rek o s ' r e s p o n s e  w a s ,  D O E  

h a s  r e c e nt l y  comp l e t e d  s u c h  a s e a r ch f o r  

t h e  C M P  t e c h n o l o g y , s e e  t a b l e  o n e . I n  t h e  

U n i t e d  S t a t e s , t h e  l a r g e s t  c u r r e n t 

op e r a t i o n  u n i t s  a r e  1 5 0  m e g awatt u n i t s 

l o c a t e d  i n  R o b e r t s o n  C o u n t y , T e x a s . T h e  

l a r g e s t  u n i t  p l a n n e d  f o r  c o n s t r u c t i o n  i s  
� 5L

'
---------------��----------------------------------�------�---

l
----

·
------� � _ 

e Y C E P , 2 5 0  m e g a w a t t  F o s  e r  W e e  1 n g  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O URT R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  
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Volwne U 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: DOE is acquainted with the potential Pyropower project in Poland. At 
the time of the September 1 994 letter to Mr. Clark, Pyropower would not confirm 
that the project was going forward. Pyropower has subsequently confirmed that the 
project in Poland will indeed proceed. Please refer to Section 1 .3 . 1 of the FEIS, 
which includes a listing of the largest existing and planned circulating fluidized bed 
combustors (CFBCs) in the world and references the planned Pyropower project in 
Poland. Pyropower has plans to construct two 135 megawatt electricity [1 .47 
million pounds per hour (MMlb!hr) of main steam at a pressure of 1 ,985 psi and a 
temperature of 541 oc ( 1 ,005°F)] CFBC units in Bogatynia, Poland. This compares 
to the York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) proposed unit's steam flow of 
2. 1 MMlb/hr of main steam at a pressure of 2,500 psi and a temperature of 541 oc 
( 1 ,005°F). 

Please also see the response to Comment D-39/13 .  
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u n i t  i n  Y o r k , P e n n s y l va n i a , s ch e d u l e d to 

s t a r t  in  o p e r a t i o n  1 9 9 7 .  A 2 5 0  m e g a w a t t  

l a rg e r  u n i t  i n  G r e n o b l e ,  F r a n c e , i s  t h e  

�or l d ' s  l a r g e s t  o p e r a t i ng u n i t . T h i s  u n i t  

!s t a r t e d  i n  o p e r a t i o n  e a r l y  o f  t h i s  y e a r . 

W o r l d - w i d e  t h e  l a rg e s t  u n i t  u n d e r  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n  f o r  f u l l  c o n s t r u c t i o n i s  t h e  

3 0 0  m e g a w a t t  u n i t  i t s e l f  i n  A u s t r a l i a .  

T h e n  w e  g o  to t a b l e  o n e , w h i ch 

g i v e s  y o u  a r u n - d own - - - g i v e s  u s  a l l  a 

r u n - d o w n  i n  t e r m s  o f  th e s e  a r e  wo r l d  u n i t s 

now o f  2 0 0  o n  u p . And  I ' l l c a l l  y o u r  

a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  u n i t  s i z e  h e r e  i n  

m e g a w a t t s . T h e r e ' s  2 5 0  s c h e d u l e d  f o r  

Y o r k , P e n n s y l va n i a . T h e r e ' s  2 5 0  i n  

G r e n o b l e , F r a n c e , 2 5 0  i n  T u r k e y , 3 0 0 i n  

A u s t r a l i a . And  t h e n  i f  y o u  c a n  g o  t o  t h e  

n e x t t r a n s p a r e n c y  p l e a s e , I c a l l  y o u r  

a tt e n t i o n  t o  s o m e t h i n g t h a t  w a s  o m i t t e d , 

d e s i g n  o f  two 2 3 0  m e g a w a t t  r e h e a t  

c i rcu l a t i n g  f l u i d i z e d b e d  bo i l e r s  f o r  

T o r i l e  ( p h o n e t i c )  p o w e r  s t a t i o n i n  P o l a nd . 

T h i s  i s  d a t e d  1 9 9 3  a nd i f  we c a n  m o ve d own 

j u s t  a - - - l e t ' s  s e e . A n d  t h e  a b s t r a c t  

s a y s  i n  J u l y  1 9 9 2  P y r o p o w e r  C o r p o r a t i o n  

S A RA A N N  S A RG ENT 
C O U RT R E PORT I NG S E RV I C E  
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w a s  s e l e c t ed f o r  t h e  d e s i g n ,  s up p l y  a nd 

e r e c t i o n  o f  two 2 3 0  m e g aw a t t  r e h e a t  

c o a l - f i r e d . And  i t ' s  t h e  s am e  C O P  t h a t  

w e ' r e t a l k i n g  a b o u t  h e r e . 

Why w e r e  t h e s e  om i t t e d ?  T h a t ' s  

a c l a r i f i c a t i o n  q u e s t i o n . 

B I LL LAW S O N ; 

I d o n ' t  k n o w  t h a t  we h a v e  a 

r e s p o n s e  t o  t h a t , D r . C l a rk . B u t  we ' l l b e  

G A R Y  F R I G G E N S : 

I b e l i e v e  t h a t  we h a d  s om e b o d y  

c o n t a c t  t h e  P y ropower C o r p o r a t i o n a nd t h e y  

w o u l d  n o t  c o n f i rm f o r  u s  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  i n  

t i me t h a t  t h e  p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  i n  P o l a n d  

i s  s t i l l  v i a b l e .  W e  s p e c i f i c a l l y a s k e d  

t h e m  a bout t h a t  p l a n .  

R I CHARD C LARK : 

The  i n f o rm a t i o n t h a t  we h a v e  i s  

t h a t  i t  i s . 

GARY FRI G G EN S : 

D o  y o u  h a ve s om e t h i n g b e y o n d  t h e  

1 9 9 0  - - - th i s  i s  p a r t o f  a 1 9 9 3  r e p o r t ?  

R I C HA RQ C LARK : 

Y e s , t h e r e  i s . 

S A RA A N N  S A RG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P ORT I N G  S ERV I C E  
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GARY  F R I G G E N S : 

I s  t h e r e  a d d i t i o n a l  i n f o rmat i o n 

t h a t  y o u  c o u l d  p r o v i d e  a s  t o  a s o u r c e  o r  

s o m e t h i ng t h a t  w e  c o u l d  g o  b y ?  

R I C HARD C L A R K : 

I wo u l d  a s k  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  

P l a t t s  t o  a d d r e s s  t h a t . 

BI LL LAWS O N : 

We wou l d  b e  h a p p y  t o  g e t  i nt o  

t h a t  a f t e rwar d s . 

R I C H ARD C LA R K : 

I wou l d  ca l l  y o u r  a t t e n t i o n  t o  

t h e  H a l s t r om ( p h o n e t i c )  F i r e p o w e r  i s  a 

u . s .  c o r p o r a t i o n , s o  i n  t e rms o f  u . s .  

t e c h n o l o g i e s . 

I t  j u s t  s e e m s  t o  me t h a t  t h e  

d r a f t  E I S  h a s  b e e n  h u r r i e d t h r o u g h  a nd 

t h e r e ' s  b e e n  a l o t  o f  t h i n g s  l e f t o u t . 

And  s o me o f  t h e  t h i n g s  t h a t  h a v e  b e e n  l e f t 

o u t  s u g g e s t  t h a t  t h e y  w e r e  - - - h o p e f u l l y ,  

t h e y  w e r e  i n a d v e r t e nt l y  l e f t  o u t  r a t h e r  

than  i n t e n t i o n a l l y  l e f t  out b e c a u s e  i f  

t h e y  w e r e  i n t e n t i o n a l l y l e f t  o u t , t h i s  

a m o u n t s  t o  c e n s o r s h i p . T h a n k  y o u . 

B I L L L A W S O N : 

S A RA A N N  S A RG ENT 
C O URT R EP ORT I N G  S ERV I C E 

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The DEIS was in preparation for approximately 12 months prior to its 
public release in November, 1994. DOE had attempted to generate a DEIS that was 
responsive to issues the Department identified and the relevant comments received 
during the public scoping process. Public and interagency review of the DEIS 
helped to identify areas requiring clarification in the PElS . DOE strives to keep the 
level of response commensurate with the severity of impact and/or the degree of 
public concern or controversy. In response to public comments, DOE has generated 
a lengthy EIS . To keep the document manageable, the Department had to filter 
some of the less important, ancillary, or unsubstantiated information and data. 
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T h a nk y o u , D r . C l a r k . 

T ERRY  P E C K : 

G o o d  e v e n i n g . G o o d  e v e n i n g  

c o n c e r n e d  c i t i z e n s  o f  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  

E n e r g y , f e l l ow t r a d em e n . My n a m e  i s  T e r r y  

P e c k , I a m  v i c e - p r e s i d e n t  o f  t h e  Y o r k  

B u i l d i n g  a nd T r a d e s  a nd b u s i n e s s  a g e n t  o f  

L o c a l 5 2 0  P l u m b e r  a n d  P i p e f i t t e r  U n i o n . 

L o c a l  5 2 0  h a s  b e e n  i n  b u s i ne s s  f o r  8 0  

y e a r s  a p p l y i ng h i g h l y  s k i l l e d  t r a d em e n  f o r  

t h e s e  type o f  p r o j e c t s . 

P e n n s y l v a n i a  b u i l d i n g  t r a d e s  

b u i l d e v e r y  m i n o r  p o w e r  s t a t i o n  i n  t h e  

s u s q u e h a n n a  V a l l ey , P e a c h  B o t t o m  Atom i c  

P o w e r  S t a t i o n , B r e n n e r ' s  I s l a nd ,  S a ve 

H a r b o r , Y o r k  C o u n ty R e s o u r c e  R e c o ve r y  

U n i t s , a m o n g  oth e r s . 

E a c h  o f  t h e s e  p l a nt s  a r e  o f  a 

d i f f e r e n t  d e s i g n a nd a l l  w e r e - c o mp l e t e d  o n  

a t i m e l y  s c h e d u l e . T h e  l o c a l b u i l d i n g  

t r a d e s  h a ve t h e  m a n p o w e r  a nd t h e  

e x p e r i e n c e  a n d  a r e c o r d  s e c o n d  t o  n o n e . 

T h e  s i n g l e  m o s t  c ommu n i ty p r o d u c t i v e  

e v e n t s  o f  s u c h  a pr o j e c t  i s  t h e  i n i t i a l  

c o n s t r u c t i o n , i t  m u s t  b e  d e m a n d e d  b y  a l l  

SARA ANN S A R G E N T  
COURT R EP O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  
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t h a t  t h e  t r a d e sm e n  f r o m  o u r  a r e a  b e  t h e  

t r a d e s m e n  to e r e c t  s u c h  a p r o j e c t . 

A v e r b a l comm i tm e n t  by a Y o r k  

C o u n t y  E n e rgy p a r t n e r  h a s  b e e n  m a d e  f o r  

t h e  l o c a l t r a d em e n . T h e  j o b s  w e  p l e a d  f o r  

a r e  n o t  g l a m o r o u s ,  t o  h a n g  f r o m  t h e  s t e e l  

a nd t h e  c o a l ,  t h e  h e a t  o r  t h e  r a i n . 

Howeve r , t h i s  i s  w h a t  we d o  f o r  o u r  

l i v e l i h o o d . J o b s  f o r  t h e  C e n t r a l 

P e n n s y l v a n i a  bu i l d i ng a n d  c o n s t r u c t i o n  

t r a d e s m e n  w i l l  p r o v i d e  p a y r o l l  a n d  t a x  

r e v e n u e s  f o r  o u r  Commonwe a l t h . T h e  

b u i l d i n g  t r a d e s  w i l l  h a v e  S t a t e  a n d  

F e d e r a l - - - t h e  b u i l d i n g t r a d e s  a l s o  h a v e  

S t a t e  a n d  F e d e r a l a c c r e d i t e d  

appr e n t i c e s h i p  p r o g r a m s , p e n s i o n p l a n s  a n d  

h e a l t h  b e n e f i t  p r o g r a m s . T o g e t h e r  t h e s e  

p r o g r a m s  m a k e  C e n t r a l  P e n n s y l v a n i a  a 

b e tt e r  p l a c e  to l i v e  f o r  a l l  by p r ov i d i n g  

o n - th e - j o b  t r a i n i n g  f o r  t h e  y o u t h f u l  

t r a d e s me n , h e a l t h  c a r e  f o r  t h e  j o u r n e y m e n  

a n d t h e i r  f a m i l i e s  a n d  p e n s i o n f o r  t h e  

p a s t  work e r s . 

Th i s  t y p e  o f  a r r a n g e m e n t  h e l p s  a 

l a r g e  c r o s s  s e c t i o n  o f  C e n t r a l 

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E PORT I N G  S ERV I CE 
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P e n n s y l v a n i a  c i t i z e n s . I t  a l s o  h e l p s  

, a  v o i d  t h e  f l a s h  i n  t h e  p a n  j o b  c y c l e . T h e  

� ro j e ct i s  we l l  p l a n n e d  a nd s t u d i e d  t o  

!m e e t  t h e  n e e d s  f o r  f u t u r e  p o w e r  d e m a n d s . 

Y o rk C o u n t y  E n e r g y  D e p a r t m e n t  i s  t h e  

wh o l l y  o w n e d  s u b s i d i a r y  o f  A i r  P r o d u c t s  

a nd C h em i c a l s  o f  A l l e n t o w n , P e n n s y l va n i a . 

A i r  P r o d u c t s  i s  a v e r y  e x p e r i e n c e d  c o m p a n y  

o f  c o g e n e r a t i o n . Curr e n t l y  A i r  P r o d u c t s  

h a s  s i x o p e r a t i n g  f a c i l i t i e s . A i r  

P r o d u c t s  h a s  p r o v e n  t o  b e  c a p a b l e  o f  

b u i l d i n g  a nd m a i n t a i n i ng s u c h  f a c i l i t i e s . 

I t  i s  i n  our  o p i n i o n t h a t  t h i s  

p r o j e c t  w i l l  d o  v e r y  g o o d  f o r  t h e  l o c a l 

e c o n o m y  a nd l o c a l t r a d e s m e n . T h a nk y o u  

very m u c h . 

B I LL L A W S O N : 

Mr . R o b e r t  B o o k e r . 

R O B ERT B O O K E R : 

My n a m e  i s  R o b e r t  B o o k e r , I ' m 

t h e  P r e s i d e n t  o f  t h e  C o mm u n i t y  Empowerment 

O r g a n i z a t i o n , we are a p u b l i c s u p p o r t e d  

f o u nd a t i o n  t h a t  p r o v i d e s  p r o  b o n o  

c o n s u l t i n g f o r  s m a l l  b u s i n e s s ,  s t a r t  up 

and e x p a n s i o n  and l i m i t a t i o n of  h o m e  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E PORT I NG S ERV I C E  
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own e r s h i p  f o r  work i n g  w o m e n  a n d  m e n . We 

h a v e  s e l f - h e l p  r e sp o n s i b i l i t y  a n d 

emp h a s i z e  n o n - v i c t i m i z a t i o n o f  a l l  t h o s e  

i n  o u r  s o c i e t y . I s t a n d  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  

t h i s  p r o j e c t . W i th o u t  m a k i n g a t e c h n i c a l 

a s s e s sm e n t  I ' d l i k e  t o  s u p p o r t  t h e  

c omme n t s  o f  Mr . M e n z e r  f r om t h e  C i t y o f  

Y o rk t o  s a y  t h a t  work i n g  w o m e n  a n d  m e n  o f  

Y o r k  C i t y a r e  a c t i v e i n  - - - . We h a v e  a 

l a r g e  work i n g  c l a s s  p o p u l a t i o n  i n t e r e s t e d  

i n  p r o v i d i ng i t s  g o o d s  a n d  s e r v i c e s  t o  

th i s  p r o j e c t . We v i e w th i s  p r o j e c t  a s  a n  

e n tr e p r e neur to o p p o r t u n i t i e s  f o r  e x i s t i n g 

bu s i n e s s e s . T h e  p o or p e op l e  - - - i t  c o u l d  

a l s o p r o v i d e  m o r e  j o b s  f o r  l ow e r  i n c ome 

w o rk i n g  w o m e n  and m e n . I t  a l s o p r o v i d e s  

a n  o p p o rtun i t y  f o r  i n c r e a s e d  

a p p r e n t i c e s h i p  t r a i n i n g  wh i ch , o f  c ou r s e ,  

i s  a n  e x c e l l e n t  v e n u e  f o r  g o i ng i n t o  s m a l l  

b u s i n e s s . A g a i n ,  I s t a n d  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  

t h e  p r o j e c t  a s  d e l i m i t e d  a n d  t h a n k  y o u  f o r  

t h e  opportu n i t y t o  s p e a k  w i t h y o u . 

B I L L LAW S O N : 

T h a n k  y o u . J i m  F r i t z . 

J I M  FR I T Z : 

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P ORT I N G  S E RV I C E  
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My n a m e  i s  J i m  F r i t z , I j u s t  

r e p r e s e n t  my s e l f  a n d  m y  f a m i l y .  I w a s n ' t  

g o i n g  t o  c o m e  h e r e  t o n i g h t  t o  t a l k , I e v e n  

a s k e d  o t h e r  p e op l e  w h o  opp o s e d  t h i s  

u n f o rtu n a t e  e n t e r p r i s e  i f  t h e y  wou l d  g i v e  

m e  s o m e t h i n g  t o  r e a d  t o n i gh t . My t h o u g h t  

w a s  t h a t  I 1 h a d  b e e n  a t  m e e t i n g s  a n d  h e a r d  

r e f e r e n c e s  t o  c h e m i c a l s  a nd a l l ow a b l e  

d i s ch a r g e s  i n t o  o u r  a i r h e r e  i n  Y o r k  

C o u nty a n d  o t h e r  t h i n g s  t h a t  I j u s t  w a s n ' t  

f a m i l i a r  w i t h . I ' m n o  c h em i c a l  e n g i n e e r . 

I j u s t  d o n ' t  u n d e r s t a nd t h o s e  t h i n g s . But  

j u s t  b e f o r e  I carne I s a t  d own and  t r i e d  t o  

p u l l  t o g e t h e r  w h a t  i t  w a s a bo u t  t h i s  

p r o j e c t  t h a t  s o  d i s t u r b s  m e  a n d  m y  

n e i g h b o r s . B u t  r i g h t  f r om t h e  b e g i n n i ng I 

h a ve t h i s  p r o b l em . I h e a r d  t h a t  t h e  c o g e n  

p r o p o n e n t s  a n d  t h e  g o v e r n m e n t  g o t  t o g e t h e r  

w i t h  a r e s u l t  a f t e r  t h e  f i r s t  p r o p o s e d  

r e c i p i e n t  o f  t h e  g r a n t  i n  F l o r i d a  d i d n ' t  

work o u t , w a s  t h e  Fe d e r a l t r a n s f e r  o f  

a p p r o v a l t o  t h e s e  p e op l e  w i th o u t  t h e i r  

h a v i n g  t o  g o  t h r o u g h  a c o mp e t i t i ve p r o c e s s  

w i t h  c o mp e t i n g c omp a n i e s . T h e y  k i n d  o f  

s m a c k e d  them a r a i l r o a d  j o b .  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Vohune ll 

Final Enviromnental hnpact Statement 

Response: The City of Tallahassee and the technology vendor, Foster Wheeler 
Corporation, contacted Air Products in 199 1  as a possible host for the proposed 
project. Following this contact, DOE was requested to modify the Cooperative 
Agreement. DOE does not know if the City of Tallahassee contacted any of the 
original bidders to the Round I solicitation. Neither DOE nor the City of 
T�lahassee were required to make such contacts/offers. 

bEC-173 
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A g a i n , I h e a r d  t h a t  u n t i l  

r e c e n t l y ,  m a y b e  e v e n  n o w , t h e  p l a nt w a s  

o p e r a t i n g w i t h o u t  a p r op e r  p e rm i t  f r o m  t h e  

S t a t e , g o o d  g r i e f . I f  t h a t ' s  t r u e  t h e  

r am i f i c a t i o n s  a r e  f r i g h t e n i n g , a p l a n t  t h e  

s i z e  o f  a G l a t f e l t e r , p e r m i t t e d  t o  

c o n t i n u e  o p e r a t i o n  w i t h o u t  a n  a pp r o p r i a t e  

p e r m i t . 

T h e s e  t h i n g s  b o t h e r e d  m e  b e c a us e  

t h e y ' r e j u s t  n o t  r i g h t , they ' r e f l a t  wrong 

a n d  t h e y  s h o u l d n ' t  h a p p e n  and  w e  s h ou l d n ' t  

l e t t h e m  h a p p e n  w i t h o u t  s om e  k i n d  o f  a 

p r o t e s t . We ' r e p r o p a g a n d i z e d  a n d  t h i s  i s  

i m p o r t a n t  b e c a u s e  i t ' s  a n  i s s u e  o f  g o o d  

f a i t h  a n d  how m u c h  tru s t  y o u  c a n  p u t  o n  

t h e  w o r d  o f  t h e  c o g e n  f o l k s  a nd t h e i r  

e x p e r t s . We ' r e p r op a g a nd i z e d  by t h e  

G l a t f e l t e r ' s  p l a n t s  pub l i c r e l a t i o n s t a f f , 

w h a t  a g o o d  t h i n g  t h i s  i s . A n d  g o o d  f a i th 

i s  e v i d e n c e d  by t h e i r  s e r v i c e t o  t h e  

c ommu n i t y , w e  c a n  e v e n  f i s h  d o w n  t h e r e  by 

the p l a n t  but you b e t t e r  not e a t  t h o s e 

f i s h . 

A c c o rd i n g  t o  t h e  n e w s p a p e r s  t h e  

S t a t e  h a s  r e p e a t e d l y  w a r n e d  G l a t f e l t e r  

SARA A N N  SARG ENT 
CO URT R E P ORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Volume II 

Final Envirorunental Impact Statement 

Response: To the best of DOE's knowledge, the P.  H .  Glatfelter Company is currently 
operating within their required environmental permits . P.  H .  Glatfelter Company is in 
the process of preparing applications to modify some permits, based on new pollution 
reduction equipment that has been installed through their recently completed plant 
modernization project and Reasonably Available Control Technology (RACT) 
compliance efforts . They have also initiated a request to PADER for permitted 
authorization to incinerate sludge in their Number 5 Boiler, for which a public hearing 
was recently held (December, 1994) in Spring Grove. 

With respect to P.  H .  Glatfelter Company's NPDES permit, P. H .  Glatfelter Company 
filed an National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit renewal 
application on June 27, 1988. At that time, their existing NPDES permit was due to 
expire on May 22, 1989. This permit renewal application was filed to comply with the 
NPDES permit renewal requirements . P. H .  Glatfelter Company received a letter from 
PADER's Bureau of Water Quality Management dated September 27, 1989. This letter 
described that PADER would be instituting a basin-wide permitting policy and was 
administratively extending the existing NPDES permit until September 30, 199 1 .  In 
addition, in conversations between PADER (NPDES Division) and DOE in 1994, 
PADER stated to DOE that it had decided not to issue a new NPDES permit for P. H .  
Glatfelter Company's facility until revised in-stream toxicity criteria were available for 
application by PADER to all new NPDES permits (so as to minimize "rework" when 
these new criteria became effective) . P.  H .  Glatfelter Company has been operating 
under this administrative extension since September 199 1 .  PADER is currently 
finalizing this basin-wide permitting policy and is expecting to issue the NPDES permit 
renewal . 

Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-82/24 and D-125/12. 

Response: DOE has no authority to regulate the P.  H .  Glatfelter Company and cannot 
account for the company's actions or statements . However, the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit is enforceable by both the Federal 
Government and the Commonwealth of Pe�sylvania. The PADER Bureau of Water 
Quality Management submits a quarterly report to the EPA Regional Administrator that 
lists permittees who have violated final or interim requirements in their NPDES permits 
and states the nature of the violation, enforcement actions proposed or taken, and a 
brief description if appropriate of any circumstances which explain the violation. The 
responsibility for ensuring that dischargers comply with NPDES permits rests, in this 
case, with PADER and with EPA, Region 3 .  Both of these agencies have 
administrative and judicial enforcement authority . While criminal sanctions can be 
applied, the agencies use administrative enforcement actions more often. They can 
issue a warning letter that serves as a notice of violation; they can call administrative 
hearings; they can unilaterally issue orders that contain fines/penalties; they can issue 
a consent assessment (a penalty-only document); and they can issue a consent order and 
agreement that contains penalties for past violations, a schedule for compliance, and 
potential penalties for failure to comply with the order. Both PADER and EPA Region 
3 use all of these options. The P. H .  Glatfelter Company's NPDES permit is in the 
process of being renewed. The draft permit is expected to be issued in five to six 
months; a notice will then be published in the Pennsylvania Bulletin . 

DEt-175 
May 1995 
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a b o u t  t h e  t o x i c i ty o f  t h e  w a t e r  b e c a u s e  o f  

G l a t f e l t e r ' s  v i o l a t i o n s .  A n d  w h e n  th i s  i s  

b r o u g h t  t o  t h e i r  a t t e n t i o n  t h e y  s a i d  they 

n ev e r  r e c e i v e d  the  n o t i c e s . 

T h e r e ' s  b e e n  a l o t  o f  t a l k  a b o u t  

e l e c t r i c i t y , t h e  n e e d  o f  t h e  e l e c t r i c i ty 

t h a t  w e  p r o d u c e d  b y  t h i s  p ro j e c t . A n d  y e t  

t h e  d a i l y n e w s p a p e r s  w e  h a v e  h e r e  r e p o r t  

t h a t  w h e n  t h a t  h e a d  w a s  a p p r o a c h e d  w i th 

t h i s  th e i r  r e s p o n s e  wa s ,  wh a t , w e  n e v e r  

s a i d  th i s , i t ' s  u n t ru e . W e  d o n ' t  w a n t  i t .  

R e m e m b e r  t h e  G l a t f e l t e r  p l a n t  i s  

a p r i m e  p l ay e r  i n  t h i s ,  t h e i r  s t a t em e n t s  

a nd th e i r  u n d e r t a k i n g s  i n  t h e  

E n v i r o n m e n t a l  I m p a c t  S tu d y  a r e  m a j o r  

i s su e s  a n d  s o  t h e i r  h o n e s t y  a n d  t h e i r  g o o d  

f a i t h  a r e  a l s o  a t  i s s u e  h e r e . A g o o d  c a s e  

c a n  b e  m a d e  i f  t h o s e  q u a l i t i e s , h o n e s t y  

a n d  g o o d  f a i th , a r e  i n  s h or t  s u p p l y  over  

t h e  S p r i n g  G r o v e . 

A s  f o r  t h e  S t a t e , I w a s  s t a n d i ng 

r i g h t  t h e r e  w h e n  t h e  h e a d  o f  t h e s ta t e  

a g e n cy p e r s on a l l y  p r om i s e d  t o  h a v e  

s om e body g o  t o  m y  n e i g h b o r ' s  h o u s e  a n d  

v e r i f y  t h a t  t h e  t e r r i b l e  o d o r  f o r  S p r i n g  

S A R A  A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: There has been a documented need for power, as evidenced by reports 
issued by the Pennsylvania Public Util ity Commission (PUC) and through 
Metropolitan Edison Company (Met-Ed) filings under Pennsylvania Code, Title 52, 
Sections 57.49 and 57.50. Based on DOE's independent analysis of available 
information (please see Appendix K of the FEIS), the need for additional power 
appears to be valid, given that a reserve margin of 22 to 24 percent is required for 
peak load periods.  Assuming a base load growth rate of 1 . 85 percent, the reserve 
margin would be below 20 percent for all 16 years (1998 through 2013) .  Assuming 
a lower load growth rate of 1 .5 percent, the reserve margin would still be less than 
20 percent for 15 out of the next 16 years . 

Met-Ed has various strategies and options that they could pursue, based on market 
conditions, to provide electricity to its customers. However, the PUC, which has 
a mandate to protect the consumer's interests, has approved this project and 
approved the signing of a power sales agreement between Met-Ed and York County 
Energy Partners, L.P.  (YCEP). 

The no-action alternative to the proposal to provide funding for the YCEP project 
is that the proposed project would not be built, and that the ramification of this no
action alternative would be that Met-Ed (or some other util ity company) would 
require additional electrical generating capacity. A new scenario has been added 
under the no-action alternative in the FEIS which explores the environmental 
consequences if the proposed facility is not constructed and electrical demand is met 
by purchasing excess short-term electricity on the market. This alternative has been 
based on information received from Met-Ed during the public hearing process . 

It should be noted that the proposed project's role in generating electricity to satisfy 
electrical demand is not synonymous with DOE's need for the proposed project. 
DOE's need, which is fully defined in Section 1 .3 .2 of the EIS , is for the 
demonstration of technology. The need for power is related more to the economic 
feasibil ity and viability of the proposed project from the industrial partner's 
perspective, rather than as a DOE prerequisite for funding. The existing need for 
power gives the proposed project economic feasibility and util ity from the industrial 
partner's point of view. 

Please see Sections 1 .3 .3  and 1 .3 .4 in the EIS for further information regarding 
YCEP and Met-Ed needs for the proposed project. The DOE analysis for power 
need is attached as Appendix K to the FEIS . 

Response: DOE recognizes that the emission of odors from the existing P. H .  
Glatfelter Company affects the existing environment of the North Codorus Site and 
needs to be considered in the FEIS . In addition, an investigation of the source of 
these odors is required in order to determine whether the compounds responsible for 
these odors could possibly be released to the atmosphere as the result of using the 
P. H .  Glatfelter Company's wastewater as cooling water for the proposed project. 
Consequently, Sections 3 . 1 .2 and 4. 1 .2. 10 have been revised in the FEIS to 
incorporate a discussion of odors . The EPA has recognized concerns over foul 

May 1995 
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8 4  

G r o v e w a s  a s  b a d  a s  a l l e g e d . T h a t  

a d m i n i s t r a t o r , I t h i n k h i s  n a m e  w e l l ,  

I w o n ' t  s t a t e  h i s  n a m e , e i t h e r  f o r g o t  h i s  

p r om i s e , h e  l i e d  o r  w a s  t o l d  t o  b a c k  o u t  

o f  i t .  S h a m e  o n  t h e  w h o l e  k i t  a n d  

1c a b o o d  l e . S h a m e  o n  t h e  s t a t e  f o r  n o t  
'e n f o r c i n g t h e s e  r e gu l a t i o n s . S h a m e  o n  

G l a t f e l t e r  f o r  i t s  w i l l i n g n e s s  t o  p o i s o n  

o u r  a i r  a n d o u r  e n v i r o n m e n t  a n d  i n j u r e  u s  

a n d p e r m a n e n t l y  i n j u r e  Y o r k  C o u n t y  wh i c h 

i s  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h e i r  s u c c e s s . S h a m e  

o n  D O E  f o r  t h e  m a n n e r  i n  wh i c h t h e y  

c l e a r e d t h e  w a y  f o r  Y o r k  C o u n t y  E n e r g y  

P a r t n e r s  a n d t h e y  d i d  a l l  t h e y  c o u l d  t o  

i m p e d e  t h e  r i g h t f u l  i n p u t  o f  c o n c e r n e d  

c i t i z e n s . 

W h a t  I ' v e s a i d  up t o  n o w  

a r t i c u l a t e  s ome p r e t ty , I t h i nk 

d i s r e p u t a b l e  c o n d u c t  by t h e  c o g e n s  

a d h e r e n c e , b u t  t h a t  i s n ' t  w h y  I ' m h e r e . 

T h o s e  t h i n g s  p a l e ,  t h e y  p a l e  a l o n g s i d e  

w h a t  b r i n g s  m e  t o  d o  w h a t  I d i d  n o t  i n t e n d  

t o  d o  t o n i g h t . I ' m  t a l k i n g a b o u t  h e a r i ng 

t h e  p h y s i c i a n w h o  r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  Y o r k  

C o u n t y  M e d i c a l  A s s o c i a t i o n . A n d  h e ' l l 

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U RT REPORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

{ 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

odors from pulp and paper mill operations, and has proposed rules (58 FR 66077) 
which, indirectly, should lead to reductions in emissions of total reduced sulfur 
compounds (TRS), which are responsible for the malodors often associated with pulp 
and paper production. 

Response: DOE bel ieves that it has been responsive to concerned citizens, as 
evidenced by the Department's decision to hold both public scoping and hearing 
continuation meetings, as well as providing an extended written comment period . 
The Department has carefully followed its guidelines for execution of the National 
Environmental Pol icy Act (NEPA) process. As such, following the NEPA process 
has allowed for full public involvement and impartial ity of treatment toward all 
participating in this process. DOE has addressed issues through an objective 
analysis of potential impacts, rather than on the basis of the relative popularity of 
the proposed project. 

May 1995 
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s p e a k  o n  t h e i r  b e h a l f  s a y s  f l a t o u t  t h a t  

i f  c o g e n  g o e s  t h r o ug h  i t ' s  g o i n g  t o  h u rt a 

- - - s e r i o u s l y  h u r t  p e o p l e .  C o g e n ' s  

c h em i c a l  e x p e r t s , w h o  w i l l  g a i n  i f  th i s  i s  

a p p r o v e d , o f  c o u r s e ,  d i s a g r e e  w i t h t h o s e  

d o c t o r s  w h o  s a y  t h e r e  a r e  d e f i n i t e  me d i c a l  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n s . T h e y  s a y  i t ' s  g o i ng to 

c a u s e  t e r r i b l e  d i s e a s e  and d e a t h  a n d  

u n t h i n k a b l e  m e d i c a l  e x p e n s e s  t h a t  cou l d  

1 a l t e r  p e o p l e ' s  l i v e s , m a y b e  m a k e  t h em even  

l o s e  t h e i r  h o m e s . G l a t f e l t e r  o f  York 

E n e rgy P a r t n e r s  where  are  y o u r  c o n s c i o u s . 

1 3  T h e  d o c t o r s  s a y  th a t  l i tt l e  k i d s  a r e  g o i ng 

1 4  t o  b e  p o i s o n e d  b y  e m i s s i o n s  i f  t h i s  g o e s  

1 5

1 1 6  

th r o u g h . G l a d f e l t e r  a n d  Y o rk E n e rgy 

D e p a rtm e n t  is  - - - where are your c o n s c i o u s  

1 7  s h a me . I h e a rd a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  f r o m  t h e  

1 8  C a n c e r  A s s o c i a t i o n , o n e  o f  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  

1 9  t h e  a i r p o l l u t i o n  t h a t  th i s  g o e s  t h rough , 

2 0  w h a t  t h e  h e l l  a r e  y o u  try i n g  t o  d o ?  S h a m e  

2 1  o n  y o u . A n d  s h a m e  i s  why I d e c i d e d  to 

2 2  s p e a k  h e r e  t o n i g h t , I h a d  t o . 

2 3  Now , i f  t h e  rep r e s e n t a t i v e s  o f  

2 4  t h e  C a n c e r  A s s o c i a t i o n  a r e  t e l l i n g  t h e  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: In reaching its findings that the proposed project should pose no 
unacceptable risk to human health, DOE considered data provided by both 
proponents and opponents to the proposed project. With regard to estimates of air 
emissions, DOE relied on information submitted to PADER as part of the 
Prevention of Significant Deterioration permit application. DOE verified that 
PADER found no insufficiencies in the emissions data provided with the Prevention 
of Significant Deterioration permit application. With regard to potentially toxic 
emissions, the Human Health Risk Assessment conducted for the project did not 
indicate that emissions would be expected to adversely effect human health. 
However, because of the concerns over children, whose behavior could lead to 
different exposure pathways (for example, greater hand-to-mouth activity), DOE 
reassessed health risks to children for boiler stack and cooling tower emissions . 
DOE believes that the assessment was sound and that it was conducted consistent 
with appl icable EPA risk assessment methodology. As such, the proposed project 
would not be expected to adversely effect the health of children due to toxic 
emissions. 

Response: The American Lung Association and York County Medical Associations 
had specific comments regarding the DEIS , and these have been addressed under 
their specific comments in the FEIS . (Please see the responses to Comments D-
241/ 17, D-241/24, D-242/ 1 1 ,  D-242/ 15, D-242/23, D-243/2, D-24317, D-255/1 1 ,  
D-256/ 1 ,  D-256/ 19, D-257/4, D-257/9, D-257/18 ,  and W-YCMS-1 /30a through h .) 
In addition, Section 4. 1 .2. 1 1  of the FEIS has been updated to include summaries of 
the information contained in the reports provided to DOE by the York medical 
communities . 

DEt-181 
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p h y s i c i a n s  t h a t  c o mpr i s e  t h e  Y o r k C o u nty 

M e d i c a l A s s o c i a t i o n  are  t e l l i n g the  t r u t h , 

i f  t h e y ' r e n o t  l y i n g , I d o n ' t  s e e  h o w  a n y  

p e r s o n  c a n  work to f u r t h e r  t h i s  e n t erpr i s e  

a n d  s t i l l  term t h e m s e l v e s  p e op l e  o f  

i n t e g r i t y . T h a n k  y o u . 

B I L L  LAW S O N : 

E x c u s e  me , Mr . F r i t z , c o u l d  w e  

a s k  y o u  a q u e s t i o n , p l e a s e ?  

J I M F R I T Z : 

C e r t a i n l y  y o u  c a n  a n d  I h o pe I 

c a n  a n s w e r  i t .  

DR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

D u r i n g  y o u r  p r e s e n ta t i o n y o u  

m e n t i o n e d  t h a t  a p l a n t w a s  o p e r a t i n g  

w i t h o u t  a n  a c t i v e p e r m i t  a n d  I w a s n ' t  

c l e a r  o n  wh i c h p l a n t  y o u  w e r e  r e f e rr i ng 

t 6 . 

J I M  FR I T Z : 

S i r , I w a s  r e f e r r i n g t o  t h e  

G l a t f e l t e r  p l a n t  d o w n  t h e r e  i n  S p r i n g  

G r o v e . 

D R . JAN  K .  WAC H T E R : 

T h a n k  y o u . 

J I M  F R I T Z : 

S ARA A N N  S ARGENT 
CO URT R E PORT I N G S E RV I C E  
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A n d  I s h o u l d  i n  a l l  h o n e s t y  s a y  

t h a t  I d o n ' t  k n ow i f  t h a t  i s  - - - o f  

c o u r s e , I d o n ' t  work f o r  t h e  S t a t e  s o  I 

c a n ' t  s a y  �t w a s  e v e r  t h e  t r u t h  b u t  i t  w a s  

n o t  c o n t e sfe d . A n d  t h a t  w a s  a s i tu a t i o n  

w h e n  t h i s  ra s  d i s c u s s e d  s om e  m o n t h s  a g o , 

i s  i t  s t i l f t h e  s i t u a t i o n ,  s i r , I d o n ' t  

k n ow , but  e v e n  i f  i t ' s  n o t  a n d w a s , i t ' s  a 

d a m n  s h a m e . 

B I L L LAW S O N : 

Th a nk you . Mr . B l a c k w e l l .  

W I L L I A M  B L A C K W E L L : 

G o o d  e v e n i n g  l a d i e s a n d  

g e n t l em e n , I r e p r e s e n t I n t e r n a t i o n a l  

B r o t h e r h o o d  o f  B o i l e r m a k e r s , L o c a l  1 3 . 

A n d  o n  b e h a l f  o f  B o i l e r m a k e r s  L o d g e  1 3  a nd 

9 2 4  membe r s , w e  a r e b r o t h e r s  i n  t h e  t r a d e  

t h a t  c o n s t r u c t e d  every t y p e  o f  p o w e r  

f a c i l i t y  w h e t h e r  nu c l e a r , g a s , o i l , h y d r o  

or c o a l  f i r e  a l l  over  t h e  E a s t e r n  U n i t e d  

S t a t e s . Th i s  p r o j e c t  emp l o y s  t h e  very 

best in  s a f e t y  and a d v a n c e d  t e c h n o l o gy . 

I t  w i l l  b e  b e n e f i c i a l  t o  a l l  c o n c e r n e d  

b o t h  e n v i r o n m e n t a l l y a nd e c o n om i c a l l y .  

T h i s  p r o j e c t  w i l l  d e m o n s t r a t e , r e d u c e d  � 5 1 �--------------------------------------------------� 

DEC-184 
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em i s s i o n s  o f  p a r t i c u l a t e s  a n d  o x i d e s  o f  

n i t r o g e n  d u r i n g o p e r a t i o n s  f a r  a b ove t h a t  

wh i c h  i s  b e i n g  g e n e r a t e d  d o wn by t h e  

n u m b e r  f o u r  bo i l e r  a t  G l a t f e l t e r  

p a p e r m i l l .  

I n  a d d i t i o n , i t  i s  w e l l  k n own 

that every t o wn s h i p  w i t h i n  Y o r k  County h a s  

e x p e r i e n c e d  p o p u l a t i o n g r owth a n d  

i n c r e a s e d  h o u s i n g  c o n s t r u c t i o n . T h i s  o n l y  

i n c r e a s e s  t h e  n e e d  f o r  m o r e  f u t u r e  e n e r g y  

s o u r c e s . T h i s  p r o j e c t  w i l l  b e  p a r t  a n d  

w i l l  m e e t  p a r t  o f  t h e  n e e d s  o f  t h i s  r a p i d  

e x p a n s i o n . A f t e r  r e v i e w i n g  t h e  d r a f t  i t  

a p p e a r s  t h a t  a l l  o r  m o s t  p o t e n t i a l  

p r o b l e m s  h a v e b e e n  a d d r e s s e d . T h e r e  i s  

n o t h i n g  t o  j u s t i f y n o t  a p p r o v i n g  t h i s  

p r o j e c t , i t ' s  s a f e  a n d  n e c e s s a r y . 

T h e r e f o r e , Bo i l e r m a k e r s  L o d g e  1 3  a n d  i t s  

m e m b e r s h i p , m a n y  o f  wh i c h a r e r e s i d e n t s  o f  

Y o r k  C o u n t y  a n d  s u r r o u n d i n g  c o u n t i e s  

a p p r o ve a n d e n d o r s e  t h i s  p r o j e c t  

wh o l e h e a r t e d l y .  T h a n k y o u  v e r y  m u c h . 

B I L L LAW S O N : 

T h a n k  y o u , Mr . B l a c kw e l l . Mr . 

L e r o y S t i n s m a n . I s  M r . S t i n s m a n  n o t  h e r e ?  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  
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L E R O Y  S T I N SMAN : 

No , I ' m  h e r e . I h a v e  n o t h i n g  to 

s a y . 

B I L L  LAW SON : 

T h a nk y o u . Mr . G e o r g e  W o o d s ?  

Mr . W o o d s ?  
I 
G E O R G E  WOO D S : 

Y e s , t h e  n a m e i s  G e o r g e  W o o d s , I 

r e p r e s e n t  n o  o n e  but my s e l f  a n d  my f a m i l y . 

A s  a l o n g - t i m e  r e s i d e n t  i n  York C o u n t y  I 

s p e a k  - - - j u s t  to m a k e  a f e w  b r i e f  

c o mme n t s  a bout t h e  q u a l i ty o f  l i f e  t h a t  we 

h a ve or d o n ' t  h a v e , wh i c h  s e ems  t o  b e  t h e  

- - - wou l d  s e em to h a pp e n  m o s t  o f  t h e  t i m e  

n o w a d a y s . W h e n e v e r  we p i c k  up t h e  p a p e r  

w e  r e a d  a b out Y o rk C o u n ty p r o b l em s . W e  

h a ve P e a c h  B o t t o m . W e  h a v e  s u p e r f u n d  

s i t e s . W e  h a v e  a m o d e r n  l a n d f i l l .  We  

h a v e T M I . We  h a v e  G l a t f e l t e r . W e  h a v e  

B l a ck R o c k  o r  B l a c k  R i d g e  R o a d  

i n c i n e r a t o r . We h a v e  h u n d r e d s , h u n d r e d s  

o f  t r a c t o r - t r a i l e r s  c o m i n g s o u t h  o n  8 3  

e a c h  d a y . I f  y o u  w a n t  t o  k n ow w h e r e  York 

C o u n t y  is  y o u  f o l l o w  the  g a r b a g e  t r u c k s  to 

Y o r k C o u n t y , t h a t ' s  h o w  y o u  f i n d u s . 

S A RA ANN S A R G E N T  
C O URT R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Cumulative effects are addressed in Chapter 6 of the EIS . 
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i n  r e t r o s p e c t  o r  a s  a f i n a l c o m m e n t  j u s t  a 

f ew b r i e f  w o r d s , Y o r k C o u n t y  i s n ' t  i n  n e e d  

o f  a c o a l b u r n e r . Y o r k C o u n t y  d o e s  n o t  

w a n t  a c o a l  b u r n e r . Y o rk C o u n t y  d e s e r v e s  

b e t t e r . 

B I LL LAW S O N : 

T h a n k  y o u . G e r r y  B a k e r ?  
I 
G E RRY B A K E R : 

I ' m  G e r r y  B a k e r  r e p r e s e n t i n g  

my s e l f ,  I ' m a v e r y  c o n c e r n e d  c i t i z e n a b o u t  

t h i s  f r om d a y  o n e . I l i v e  i n  t h e  f o r e s t , 

S h e r w o o d  F o r e s t  D e v e l op m e n t , i f  w e  g e t a l l  

t h e s e  w o n d e r f u l  f u m e s  f r om P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r , I h a v e  l i v e d  i n  t h e  S p r i n g 

G r o v e  a r e a  a l l  my l i f e a n d  I h a v e  a c c e p t e d  

t h i s  b e c a u s e  I t h o u g h t  t h e r e  i s  n o  w a y , n o  

w a y  y o u  c a n  f i g h t  b i g  bu s i n e s s  a nd y o u  

c a n n o t  f i g h t  s om e bo d y  - - - s om e  p o l i t i c i a n s  

w h o  a r e  t r y i n g  t o  b u y  t h e i r  w a y  i n . 

A n d  t h e  w a y  I ' v e h e a r d  m o s t  o f  

t h e s e  p e o p l e  s a y  w h o  a r e  n o t  c o n c e r n e d , 

t h e y ' r e o n l y  wo r r i e d a b o u t  t h e i r  m o n e y  i n  

t h e i r  p o c k e t  wh i c h  I c a n n o t  u n d e r s t a n d  

t h i s . I a m  d o c t o r i n g  f o r  a l l e r g i e s  a n d  

t h e  l a s t  t w o  t i m e s  I h a v e  b e e n  i n  t h e  

S ARA A N N  S ARG E N T  
C O URT R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
Project need 

Volwne II 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: As with all fuel conversion technologies, there are both advantages and 
disadvantages with coal-based technologies . The EIS explores these advantages and 
disadvantages for a particular technology considering specific site characteristics . 
The programmatic need for coal-based technologies is provided in Chapter 1 of the 
EIS . In addition, the Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (DOE, 1989a) 
explores the impacts of the Clean Coal Technology Demonstration Program from 
an overall perspective. 
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S p r i ng G r o v e  i n  S p r i n g G r o v e  I 

c o u l d n ' t  I h a d  t o  l e a ve b e c a u s e  o f  

9 1  

w h a t e v e r  y o u  w e r e  t h r o w i n g  o u t , I c o u l d  

s e e  i t  w a s  c om i ng d o w n , y o u  k n o w , wha t e v e r  

i t  w a s  t h r ow i ng o u t  I h a d  t o  g o  h o m e  

b e c a u s e  i t  w a s  d r a i n i n g  d o w n  m y  t h r o a t  a n d  

o u t  m y  n o s e  a n d  I d o n ' t  k n o w  w h a t  i t  w a s . 

B u t  a nywa y ,  I h a v e  wr i t t e n  t o  T o m  N o r r i s , 

t h e  p r e s i d e n t  o f  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r , w h i c h  I 

g u e s s  m a y b e  I s h o u l d  me n t i o n h i s  n a me , b u t  

I h a v e  t h e  l e t t e r  a t  h o m e , h e  d o e s n ' t  s e em 

to r e a l l y  c a r e  a nd I t h o u g h t  h e  was r e a l l y 

a f r i e nd o f  Y o rk c o u n t y  b e c a u s e  h e  i s  

l o c a l . And  I ' v e a l s o w r i t t e n  t o  t h e  

v i c e - p r e s i d e n t  b e c a u s e  w h e n  h e  w e n t  i n  

o f f i c e  h e  s a i d  h i s  c o n c e r n  i s  t h e  

e n v i r o n m e n t . N o w , t h e y  m i gh t  b o o  me , y o u  

k n o w , b u t  t h e  v i c e -p r e s i d e n t  s a i d t o  me , 

f i g h t  i t  a l l  y o u  c a n  b e c a u s e  y o u  a r e  

l i v i n g  i n  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t  a nd t h i s  i s  w h a t  

y o u ' r e b r e a t h i n g . 

I ' m  n o t  c o n c e r n e d  a bo u t  b i g  

m o n e y  a n d  I ' m  n o t  - - - a n d  I ' m  n o t  

c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  h o l d i n g  b a c k  p r o f i t s , b u t  

p r o f i t s  h a s  t o  b e  n o t  a t  o u r  e x p e n s e  o f  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Please see the response to Comment D-84/3 . 
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w h a t  w e ' r e br e a t h i n g o n l y  t h i nk i ng o f  t h e  

m o n e y . Th i s  i s  w h a t  I c a n n o t  u nd e r s t a n d  

w h y  m o n e y  i s  b r o u g h t  i n t o  i t . T h e  m a n  w h o  

j u s t  s p o k e , I t h i nk h e  s a i d  h e  r e p r e s a n t s  

t h e  p l u m b e r s  o r  t h e  b o i l e r s . W h a t  d o e s  h e  

c a r e  a b o u t  w e  p e o p l e  l i v i ng w h e r e  t h a t  a i r  

i s  c om i n g ?  A n d  T o m  N o r r i s , h e  d id n o t  

l i k e  i t  v e r y  w e l l  t h a t  I s a i d  - - - I wou l d  

n o t  h a v e  w r i t t e n  t o  h i m  b u t  I s a i d ,  i t  h a s  

s a i d  i n  t h e  p a p e r  t h a t  t h e y  w e r e  n u m b e r  

o n e  p o l l u t e r s  o r  n u m b e r  t h r e e , I h a v e  t o  

I h a ve t o  b r i ng h i s  l e t t e r  a l o n g , i n  

P e n n s y l va n i a . H e y , a n d  I h a ve r e l a t i v e s  

w o rk i ng h e r e  a n d  I d o n ' t  s a y  t o o  m u c h , y o u  

k n o w , t o  t h e m  b e c a u s e  t h ey ' r e i n  o n  t h i s . 

A n d  i t ' s  a b i g  - - - a nywa y , h e  s a i d  t h e  

o n l y  r e a s o n  t h e y  a r e  r e p o r t e d  i s  b e c a u s e  

t h e y  t e l l  t h e  t r u t h , c a n  y o u  b e l i e v e  t h i s  

t h a t  t h e y ' r e t h e  o n l y  o n e s  - - - t h a t  

t h e y ' r e n u m b e r  o n e  p o l l u t e r s  b e c a u s e  t h e y  

t e l l  t h e  t ru t h ?  T h a t  I c a n ' t  b e l i e v e . 

I ' l l h a v e  t o  b r i n g  t h e  l et t e r  a l o n g  w i t h  

m e . A n d  I h a ve t o  b r i n g  t h e  

v i c e - p r e s i d e n t ' s  l e t t e r  a l o n g . I f  y o u  

t h i nk I ' m  s om e  k i n d  o f  a n u t t y  f o o l , w e l l ,  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E PORT I NG S ERV I C E  
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t h e  v i c e - p r e s i d e n t  d i d n ' t  t h i nk s o .  T h a n k  

y o u . 

B I LL LAW S O N : 

D a v i d  P a l m e r ?  

DAV I D  PALM E R : 

I ' m  D a v e  P a l m e r , I ' m 

r e p r e s e n t i ng m y s e l f . I ' ve b e e n  f i gh t i n g  

g o v e r n m e n t  c o r r up t i o n  s i n c e  1 9  - - - s i n c e  

Y o r k  C o u n t y  I n c i n e r a t o r  s t a r t e d  o u t . A n d  

t h e r e ' s  o n e  qu e s t i o n  h e r e  t h a t  y o u r  

E n v i r o nm e n t a l  I m p a c t  h a s  n o t  a d d r e s s ed , I 

wou l d  l i k e  t o  k n o w  how m a n y  h u n d r e d s  o f  

s q u a r e  m i l e s  o f  o x y g e n  t h i s  p l a n t  c o n s u m e s  

o n  a d a i l y b a s i s . W e  o p e r a t e ,  o u r s e l f  

l i ve o f f  t h e  n i t r o g e n  a n d  oxy g e n . T h e  

p l a n t  i t s e l f  c a n n o t  o p e r a t e  a l l  - - - w h a t  

c o m e s  o u t  o f  t h e  s t a c k . 

A l s o ,  I ' d  l i k e  t o  f i l e  

u n d e r n e a t h T i t l e  5 U S C S  5 5 2  F r e e d om o f  

I n f o r ma t i o n , I w a n t  p r o o f  t h a t  t h i s  p l a n t  

i s  g o i ng t o  c o s t  e x a c t l y  t o  t h e  p e n n y  $ 3 8 0  

m i l l i o n  t a x  e x e m p t  d ev e l o p m e n t  b o n d s  t o  

i s s u e . c a n  y o u  g i v e m e  t h a t  i n f o r ma t i o n ?  

I w a n t  p r o o f  t h a t  t h i s  p l a n t  i s  g o i ng t o  

c o s t  e x a c t l y ,  d o w n  t o  t h e  p e n n y  $ 3 8 0  

SARA ANN S A R G E N T  
C O U RT R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Volwne U 

Final Environmental hnpact Statement 

Response: Table 4. 1 -1 ,  shows the maximum amount of air (using nitrogen gas as 
a surrogate for air consumed) consumed by the proposed York County Energy 
Partners , L.P. (YCEP) project to be 1 ,770,387 lbslhour (i .e.,  42,489,288 lbs/day). 
However, in order to translate an oxygen consumption of 42,489,288 lbs/day into 
"square miles" the following calculation can be made. The average pressure at the 
Earth's surface is approximately 14.7 pounds per square inch, representing the force 
exerted by the column of air above one square inch of the Earth's surface. Oxygen 
comprises about one fifth of that air column. This translates into about 1010 pounds 
of oxygen per square mile of the Earth's surface. In turn 42,489,288 lbs/day of 
oxygen translates into approximately 0.004 "square miles" of the Earth's surface per 
day. 

Oxygen is the most abundant of all elements on Earth, and forms about one-fifth of 
the atmosphere. Since the carboniferous era some 300 million years ago, oxygen 
levels in the atmosphere have been maintained at a fairly fixed and constant level . 
Oxygen that is consumed by a variety of processes--that include breathing by life 
forms, and combustion--is replaced by natural cycling processes (e.g. , expiration of 
oxygen by plants following absorption and conversion of carbon dioxide) . 

Response: York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) has not completed the 
detailed design necessary to provide the estimate to the accuracy requested. 
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m i l l i o n . 

B I L L  L A W S O N : 

I f  y o u  wou l d  s e e  u s  l a t e r  we ' d  

b e  h a ppy t o  e x p l a i n  t o  y o u  h o w  t o  a p p l y  

u n d e r  t h e  F r e e d om o f  I n f o rma t i o n  A c t  f o r  

a nyth i ng t h a t  y o u  w a n t . 

QAV I P  PALME R : 

I ' l l  b e  g l a d  t o . 

B I L L  LAW S ON : 

T h a n k  y o u . Mr . W i l l i am S h a f f e r ?  

And I ' m s o r r y , Mr . S h a f f e r ,  I 

i na d ve r t e n t l y  w e n t  by y o u r  n a m e  h e r e  a 

c o u p l e  o f  peop l e  a g o , wh i ch w a s  p o i n t e d  

o u t  t o  m e . My a p o l o g i e s . 

W I L L I AM S H A F F E R : 

I h a v e  a 9 : 3 0 m e e t i n g  t o  g o  t o  

s o  i f  y o u  s e e  m e  runn i n g  t h r o u g h  t h e  d o o r  

a f t e r  t h i s  l i t t l e  s t a t e m e nt i s  o v e r , i t ' s  

n o t  b e c a u s e  I ' m  a f r a i d  i t ' s  b e c a u s e  I h a v e  

o t h e r  c o m m i t m e n t s .  

My n am e  i s  W i l l i a m  S h a f f e r , I ' m  

a m e m b e r  o f  t h e  I s a a c  W a l t o n  L e a g u e  o f  

Amer i c a . I b e l o n g  t o  t h e  Y o r k  C h a p t e r  

N u m b e r  6 7 . At t h e  p r e s e n t  t i m e  I s e rve o n  

t h e  N a t i o n a l l e v e l  a s  t h e  e l e ct e d  r e g i o n a l 

SARA A N N  S ARG ENT 
C O U RT R E P O RT I NG S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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g o v e r n o r  or R e g i o n  S i x .  I t  m a y  n o t  m e a n  
I 

m u c h  t o  y o u  b u t  m y  t e r r i t o ry r u n s  f r o m  

M a i n e  d ow n  t o  t h e  N o r t h  C a r o l i n a  b o a r d e r . 

T h i s  b o i l e r  t h a t  y o u  p r o p o s e  t o  p u t  o n  

l i n e  i s  i n  m y  j u r i s d i c t i o n . I ' v e s t o o d  

b e f o r e  y o u  b e f o r e  a n d  h a v e  s p o k e n , m a d e  

s e v e r a l s t a t e m e n t s  a n d  I ' d s i mp l y  l i k e  t o  

s a y , t o  s t r i v e  f o r  t h e  p u r i t y  o f  w a t e r  a n d  

t h e  c l a r i ty o f  a i r a n d  t h e  w i d e 

s t ew a r d s h i p  o f  t h e  l a nd a n d  i t s  re s o u r c e s , 

t o  k n ow t h e  b e a u t y  a n d  u n d e r s t a n d i ng o f  

n a t u r e  a n d  t h e  v a l u e  o f  w i l d l i f e , 

w o o d l a n d s  a nd o p e n  s p a c e s , t o  t h i s  

p r e s erva t i o n  a n d  m a n ' s  s h a r i n g  i n  i t ,  I 

p l e d g e  my s e l f  a s  a m e m b e r  o f  t h e  I s a a c  

W a l t o n  L e a gue o f  Amer i c a . We a r e  5 5 , 0 0 0  

m e m b e r s  s t rong . We ' ve a l l  t a k e n  t h i s  

p l e d g e . A n y o n e , a n d  I h o p e  t h a t  t h e s e  

p e op l e  w h o  a r e  h e r e  t h i s  e v e n i n g  a r e  n e w l y  

e l e c t e d  p o l i t i c i a n s  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  o l d  

p o l i t i c i a n , t h e  M a y o r  w h o  d i d n ' t  s e e  f i t  

t o  s t i c k  a r o u n d  a n d  h e a r  a n y  c omme n t s , t h e  

m a n  th a t  wa s i n  c h a r g e  o f  t h e  P l um b e r s  

L o c a l ,  t h e  B o i l e r m a k e r s  L o c a l ,  e t  a l .  I 

h o p e  t h e y  h e a r d  w h a t  I r e a d  t o  y o u  p e o p l e  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U RT R E P ORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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b e c a u s e  t h i s  i s  l i f e . E v e r y b o d y  t a l k s  

a b o u t  t h e  b i g  b u c k  a n d  t h a t ' s  wh a t  t h i s  

p r o j e c t  i s l a l l  a b o u t  i s  b i g  b u c k s . 

I t  s e e m s  l i k e ,  a n d  I d o n ' t  w a n t  

t o  b e  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  t o  y o u r  E I S , but  i t  

s e ems  l i k e ' y o u  f o l k s  a l r e a dy h a v e  i t  o n  

l i n e  a n d  i t ' s  n o t . 

O u r  m o t t o  o f  t h e  I s a a c  W a l t o n  

L e a gu e , w e  a r e  d e f e n d e r s  o f  w o od s ,  w a t er s , 

s o i l ,  a i r  a n d  w i l d l i f e . A n d  i t  m a y  s o u n d  

r e p e t i t i o u s , I ' v e s a i d  t h e  s a m e  t h i n g  

t w i c e  j u s t  i n  a d i f f e r e n t  t o n e  a n d  a 

d i f f e r e n t  t e rm i n ol o gy . B u t  i t ' s  m o r e  t o  

l i f e  t h a n  j u s t  b i g  buc k s , i f  t h e r e  i s  

l i f e ,  a f t e r  we ' v e comp l e t e l y  g r o o m e d  o u r  

e n v i r o n m e nt a n d  t h i s  we ' r e w e l l  o n  o u r  w a y  

t o  d o . 

A s  I s t a n d  h e r e  b e f o r e  y o u  t h i s  

e ve n i n g a n d I w r o t e  t h i s  s p e e c h  b e f o r e  I 

r e a l i z e d t h a t  we w e r e  g r a n t e d  a n  

e x t e n s i o n ,  t h a nk G o d  f o r  t h a t  b e c a u s e  I ' ve 

b e e n  i n  G a i t h e r s bu r g , M a r y l a n d  f o r  two 

days w i t h H e n ry B r e l i n ( p h o n e t i c )  who ' s  

o u r  c o n s e r va t i o n  a s s o c i a t e  d o w n  t h e r e  a t  

t h e  N a t i o n a l o f f i c e a n d  w e  w e r e  t r y i ng t o  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I NG S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: DOE has strived to generate an EIS that is comprehensive, objective, 
and in accordance with the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA). Both positive and negative impacts are presented in this Statement. No 
decisions regarding the outcome of this process have yet been made, since the 
Federal decision-making occurs through the signing of the Record of Decision after 
the issuance of the FEIS . 
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d e c i p h e r  a nd pu l l  a p a r t  t h i s  d o c u m e n t , I 

r e a d  i t  i n  i t s  e n t i r e t y . A n d  n o t  b e i ng a 

w e l l  l e a r n e d  i nd i v i d u a l ,  I h a v e  t r ou b l e  

u n d e r s t a n d i ng w h a t  I r e a d . A f t e r  I g o t  

f i n i s h e d  I s i t  t h e r e  a n d  s c r a t c h  m e  h e a d  

a nd m y  w i f e i s  s i t t i ng o n  t h e  c o u c h , 

b e l i e ve i t  o r  n o t  I t o o k i t  a l o n g  o n  a two 

w e e k s  v a c a t i o n  and th a t ' s  w h a t  I d i g e s t e d  

i n  t w o  w e e k s , a n d  a f t e r  I r e a d  i t  I d i d n ' t  

k n ow w h a t  I r e a d . 

We ' r e h a v i ng t r o u b l e  t ry i ng t o  

g e t  s o m e  o f  t h e  m a t e r i a l ,  I g u e s s , i n  

s h i p p i ng i t  t o  u s  o r  o b t a i n i ng m a t e r i a l  t o  

p r e p a r e  a n  a d e q u a t e  s t a t e m e n t . A n d  a ga i n ,  

I t h a nk y o u  f o r  t h e  e x t e n s i o n t o  J a nu a ry 

3 1 s t  s o  t h a t  t h a t  c a n  g e t  t o  y o u  p e op l e  we 

hope by the d e a d l i n e . 

W e , t h e  m e m b e r s  o f  t h e  Y or k  

C h a p t e r  h a ve b e e n  b e f o r e  y o u , q u i t e  a f ew 

o f  u s ,  I w on ' t  m e n t i o n  t h e  n a m e s  b u t  w e  

h a v e  b e e n  h e r e . A n d  w e  a r e  o pp o s e d  t o  

t h i s  p r o j e c t  b e c a u s e  t h e  b e s t  t e c h n o l og y  

a v a i l a b l e  w e r e  n o t  u s e d . W e ' r e o p p o s ed t o  

t h e  p r o j e c t , w e ' r e n o t  o p p o s e d  t o  t h e  

c o g e n  b u t  we ' r e o p p o s e d  t o  t h e  p r o j e c t  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Volwne U 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-252/9. 

Response: In order to address concerns on the adequacy of response times, DOE 
extended the comment period to January 3 1 ,  1995, and provided an additional 
opportunity for comment in a public forum (by conducting another public hearing 
on January 1 8, 1995). Problems with delivery of source documents to the public 
reading rooms were remedied when brought to DOE's attention or during DOE's 
audits of these rooms. 

Please see the responses to Comments D-59/22 and D-60/2. 

Response: Please see the responses to comments D-37/ 16  and D-100/9 for 
information on technology alternatives and the currency of atmospheric circulating 
fluidized bed (ACFB) technology. 

Response: Because of concerns for the health of children living in the area 
potentially affected by the proposed project, DOE reassessed risks to children 
potentially exposed to cooling tower and boiler stack emissions. The resulting 
assessment of foreseeable impacts to the health of children in the EIS did not 
indicate an unacceptable level of risk. For noncarcinogenic substances, the expected 
concentrations were below levels at which adverse impacts would be expected to 
result. For known and suspected carcinogenic substances, including radionuclides, 
the upper bound excess lifetime cancer risks were on the order of 3 in 1 million. 

DEC-205 
May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

bEC-206 
May 1995 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  
I 

2 5  

9 8  

b e c a u s e  y o u ' r e g o i ng t o  s p e n d  o u r  $ 7 5  

m i l l i o n  o f  m y  t a x  b u c k s  a n d  e ve r y b o d y ' s  

t a x  buc k s  i n  t h i s  r o o m  t o  p u t  s o me t h i ng u p  

t h a t ' s  g o i ng t o  b e  d e t r i m e nt a l  t o  t h e  

h e a l t h  o f  o u r  c h i l d r e n . I w a s  s u p p o s e d  t o  

g e t  t o  y o u  a s t a t e m e n t  f r om D r . B ak e r  o n  

t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  m e rcury , s h e  wo u l d n ' t  s i g n  

i t  b e c a u s e  i t ' s  n o t  s u b s t a n t i a t e d  a n d  t h e  

r e s e a r c h  i s  n o t  i n - d e p th e n o u g h  t o  s a y  

t h a t  t h e  f o u r t h  a nd f i f t h  g e n e r a t i o n s  

b e h i n d  u s  w i l l  b e  s u f f e r i ng b i r t h  d e f e c t s  

b e c a u s e  o f  t h e  m e r c u r y  t h a t  t h i s  m o n s t e r  

i s  g o i n g  t o  t h row i n t o  o u r  e n v i r o n m e n t  a n d  

t h i s  i s  w h y  y o u  d i d n o t  r e c e i ve t h a t  

s t a t e m e n t . B u t  w e  f e e l t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  

b e t t e r  bo i l e rs o u t  t h e r e . T h e r e  a r e  

bo i l e r s  o u t  t h e r e t h a t  a r e  m o r e  e f f i c i e n t . 

T h e r e  a r e  bo i l e r s o u t  t h e r e w i t h  a l o w e r  

p o l l u t i o n  r a t e  t h a n  t h e  o n e  p r o p o s e d  h e re 

f o r  Y o rk C o u n ty . A n d  w e  wo u l d  r e a l l y l i k e  

t o  s e e  t h o s e  c o n s i d e r e d  i f  t h e r e  h a s  t o  b e  

o n e . I t h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  t i m e . A n d  j u s t  

t h i n k  o f  t h e  c h i l d r e n . H e y , m o s t  o f  u s  i n  

t h e  r o o m , b e l i e v e  i t  o r  n o t , w e ' r e o n  t h e  

d o wn s i d e  o f  t h e  h i l l .  I t ' s  t h e  l i t t l e  

S A RA A N N  SARG ENT 
CO URT R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

This means that the chances of an individual developing cancer sometime during his 
or her lifetime because of exposure to substances emitt:ed by the proposed project 
would be 3 in 1 million. (By comparison, the chances that an individual would die 
in an automobile accident during any 6 month period is approximately 1 in 10,000) . 
Based upon the generally accepted methodology for assessing risks to human health 
due to exposure to potentially hazardous substances, the proposed project would not 
be expected to be detrimental to the health of children. 

Response: The effects of mercury emissions from coal-burning power plants are a 
matter of much research because of the potential for mercury to accumulate in the 
environment - particularly in fish. Moreover, because mercury is easily volatilized, 
current pollution controls on coal-burning power plants are less effective in reducing 
emissions of mercury when compared to other potentially toxic substances, such as 
lead. In assessing the impacts due to mercury emissions from the proposed project, 
the capture efficiency of the proposed air pollution control equipment was assumed 
to be zero. In other words, all mercury present in the coal was assumed to be 
released during combustion, and all mercury so released was assumed to pass 
through the baghouse filters and be released through the stack. These assumptions 
are consistent with recommendations by the EPA in estimating sources of mercury 
emissions (EPA, 1993b) . 

For the purpose of conducting a health risk assessment, mercury emissions from 
coal combustion can be accurately estimated based on the trace element analysis for 
the feed coal and the coal feed rate to the combustion chamber. The estimated 
annual mercury emissions from the proposed project are 0. 1 27 tons/year (lx10"5 
lbs/mill ion BTU) . As noted in the Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) 
permit application filed with the PADER, the mercury emission rate for the 
proposed project would be lower than two other cogeneration facil ities identified in 
the Best Available Control Technology (BACT)/Lowest Achievable Emission Rate 
(LAER) Clearinghouse database on which BACT determinations are based. 

The lower mercury emissions for the proposed project are achieved through the 
quality of the feed coal . .  The resulting emission rate (lx1o-s lbs/million BTU) is 
approximately 30 percent lower than the uncontrolled mercury emission rates for 
coal-fired boilers as measured and reported by the EPA (EPA, 1989c). Mercury, 
as a trace element in coal , has a strong affinity for mineral matter contained in the 
coal (Boron, 1990). As such, mercury content in feed coal would be readily 
reduced by cleaning methods aimed at reducing mineral matter. The coal proposed 
for use at the proposed facility is washed coal with a sulfur content of 2 percent or 
less. The washing process designed to reduce sulfur-containing mineral matter 
would also be expected to reduce mercury concentrations. Thus, the estimated 
annual emissions rate of 0. 1 27 tons/year for the proposed project appear to be 
reasonable and objectively estimated . 

DEC-207 
May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

DEC-208 
May 1995 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  
I 

2 5  

9 9  

o n e s  b e h i n d u s  t h a t  w e  g o t  t o  b e  c o n c e r n e d  

w i t h . T h a n k  y o u . 
I 
B I LL LAW S O N : 
i 

J o h n  C a r l i s l e . 
I fOHN CARLI S L E : row a r e  y o u  d o i n g ?  M y  name  i s  

J o h n  c a r l i r l e  m a k i n g  a c o u p l e  o f  s h o r t  

commen t s . O n e , I t h i n k  i t ' s  a r e a l l y g o o d  

i d e a  a p o w e r  p l a n t  b e i ng p l a c e d  w h e r e  i t  

i s ,  t h e r e ' s  a l r e a d y  a p o w e r  p l a nt t h e r e , 

n o b o d y  w a n t s  o n e  i n  t h e i r  b a c k y a r d , a 

p e r f e c t  s p o t  f o r  i t . T h e  p e o p l e  h e r e  

c o mp l a i n  a b o u t  p o l l u t i o n . I d i d n ' t  n o t i c e 

a n y  h o r s e  a n d  bugg i e s  w h e n  I p u l l e d u p  

t o n i g h t , e v e r y b o d y  d r o v e  h e r e . I ' d j u s t  

l i ke t o  put m y  name  i n  t h e  p u b l i c  r e c ord 

i n  s u p p o rt of  t h e  pr o j e c t . T h a n k  y o u . 

B I LL LAWS O N :  

Tho s e  a r e  a l l  t h e  s p e a k e r s  t h a t  

prer e g i s t ered . I s  t h e r e  a n y o n e  w h o  w o u l d  

l i k e  t o  s p e a k  w h o  h a s  n o t  y e t  s p ok e n  

t o n i g h t ?  Y e s , s i r ?  

WARR EN EVAN S :  

My n a m e  i s  W a r r e n  E va n s , I l i v e  

i n  H a l m  ( p h o n e t i c )  Town s h i p  i n  Y o rk 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT R E PORT I N G  S E RV I C E . 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Envirorunental Impact Statement 

As noted in the comment, mercury is a concern because it can accumulate in the 
environment and, through the process of bioaccumulation, can essentially move up 
the food chain and ultimately effect humans. The maximum estimated mercury 
concentration predicted by an EPA-approved model is 0.000056 mg/L. This value 
refers to the estimated surface water concentration of a hypothetical lake located at 
a point of maximum impact from the proposed YCEP facility. As a comparison, 
the background concentration of mercury in freshwater is 0.000025 mg/L 
(Ducatman. 1992). In addition, the primary drinking water standard for mercury 
is 0.002 mg/L. The expected concentration from the proposed project is well below 
levels which would be expected to pose a risk to human health. The results of the 
risk assessment indicates that the risk from mercury from all ingestion and inhalation 
pathways would not be expected to adversely affect human health. 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-37/16.  
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C o u n ty , s p e a k i n g  a s  a p r i va t e  i n d i v i d u a l  I 

wou l d  j u s t  l i k e  t o  a d d r e s s  t h e  u n i o n s , a s k  

t h a t  t h e y  c o n s i d e r  a n o t h e r  a s p e c t  o f  wh a t  

t h e y ' r e s a y i n g . They ' r e s a y i n g  t h e y  w a n t  

t o  b u i l d a p l a n t  a n d  t h e y  w a n t  t o  h a v e  

j o b s , n o  o n e  w a n t s  t o  d e n y  a n y b o d y  a j o b .  

W e  a l l  h a v e  t o  f e e d  o u r  k i d s  a nd o u r  

f a m i l i e s . B u t  t h e r e ' s  n o  r e a s o n  why w e  

c a n ' t  b u i l d  a g o o d  p l a n t . W,h Y  d o  w e  h a v e  

t o  bu i l d a p l a n t  th a t , f i r s t  o f  a l l ,  i s  

wa s t i n g  t a x p a y e r s d o l l a r s  b e c a u s e  i t ' s  

a l r e a d y  ob s o l e t e ?  We ' v e a l r e a d y  p o i n t e d  

o u t  t o  y o u  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  o t h e r  

t e c h n o l o g i e s  t h a t  a r e  a l re a d y  s u rp a s s i n g  

t h i s  o n e . T h e  p i p e f i t t e r s a n d  t h e  u n i o n s  

c a n  bu i l d th o s e  e x c e l l e n t  n e w  p l a n t s , why 

do they have t o  b u i l d a n  o b s o l e t e p l a n t ?  

Th e s e c o n d  t h i n g i s ,  t h e y  t a l k  

a b o u t  j o b s , t h e y  t h i n k  a b o u t  t h e i r  - - -

o n l y  th e i r  own j o b s , w h a t  a b o u t  t h e  r e s t  

o f  u s  i n  Y ork C o u n t y  w h o  m i g h t  s u f f er i f  

t h e s e  po l l u t i o n  s t a n d a r d s  a r e  n o t  m e t  a s  

y o u  w e r e  s a y i n g  a n d  a s  y o u  w e r e  b e i n g  

c h a l l e n g e d  t o n i g h t ?  T h e r e  a r e  o th er 

p e op l e  who wou l d  l i k e  t o  g o  t o  w o r k  b u t  i f  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O URT R E P O RT I N G S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I 
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: There are other technologies in development comparable to atmospheric 
circulating fluidized bed (ACFB) technology as far as cost, efficiency, and 
environmental characteristics . ACFB technology has been widely demonstrated 
since the mid-1980s for smaller-scale units (35 to 70 MW) and is emerging as a 
possible choice for larger-scale production of electricity due largely to the fuel 
flexibility and reliability which have been proven for this technology at this smaller 
scale. DOE is promoting the development of several different clean coal 
technologies . ACFB technology is one of several technologies that DOE believes 
can be further developed to meet the reliability of and improve on the efficiency and 
environmental responsiveness of existing, widely-used technologies . 

Response: Based on the information presented in the Environmental Impact 
Statement, the risk of adverse health effects to both construction and operation 
workers due to emissions generated by the proposed plant would be in an 
"acceptable" range. 

As noted in the EIS, because of the curtailment of P. H.  Glatfelter Company's 
Power Boiler No. 4 under a federally enforceable permit, a net reduction in oxides 
of nitrogen (NOx), sulfur dioxide (S02), and particles would be expected to occur 
once the proposed project goes on-line. Because of these net reductions in those 
pollutants which could most directly affect the health of York County residents, 
economic impacts due to lost productivity would not be expected to occur. 
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t h e y  c om e  d o w n  w i th s i c k n e s s e s  a n d  

i l l n e s s e s  t h e y  w i l l  n o t  be a b l e  t o  g o  t o  

t h e i r  j o b s . Wh i l e  t h e  p i p e f i t t e r s  m a y  b e  

a b l e  t o  g o  t o  t h e i r  j o b s  a n d  m a y b e  s o m e  o f  

t h e m  w o n ' t ,  m a y b e  t h e y ' r e g o i n g  t o  n e e d  

m o r e  m e d i c a l be n e f i t s  i n  t h e i r  u n i o n s  t o  

h e l p p a y  f o r  t h e  d i s e a s e s  t h a t  m i ght 

r e s u l t  f r o m  t h i s . I t h i n k  t h a t  t h e y  n e e d  

t o  c o n s i d e r  t h e  who l e  p i c t u r e  n o t  j u s t  

t h e i r  o w n  n a rrow p i ct u r e . T h a n k  y o u . 

B I LL LAW S O N : 

A n y o n e  e l s e  t h a t  h a s n ' t  s p o k e n  

y e t  t o n i g h t  t h a t  wou l d  w i s h  t o  m a k e  a 

comm e n t ?  I f  n o t  t h e n , Mr . K l u n k , I t h i n k  

w e ' l l r e c og n i z e  y o u . 

JOHN KLUNK : 

T h a nk y o u . T h a n k s  v e r y  m u c h . I 

f e e l  - - - I ' m  r e a l l y s a d  t h a t  I c a n ' t  m a k e  

a n y m o r e  c omme n t  o n  t h e  dra f t  E I S  a s k e d  

t h a n  I w a s  a b l e  t o . T i m e  h a s  n o t  a l l ow e d  

m e  t o  a d d r e s s  t h a t . A n d  I r e a l l y  d o  f e a r 

a n d  I d i d n ' t  a l l ud e  t o  t h i s  b e f o r e  t h a t  

t h e r e ' s  a p ro b l e m  w i t h  t h i s  t i m i ng a n d  t h e  

f a ct t h a t  o u r  wr i t t e n  c o m m e n t s , t h e y  m i ght 

b e  s u bm i tt e d  l a t e r , w i l l  n o t  c a rry t h e  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O URT R E P O R T I N G  S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Enviromnental bnpact Statement 

Response: From a mechanistic point of view, oral comments are translated into 
written comments (derived from public transcripts). These comments are added to 
the other written comments for resolution. The origin of these comments is 
immaterial to DOE. Please see the response to Comment D-61123 . 
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s am e  w e i g h t  o r  b e  i n  t h e  p u b l i c  re cord . 

I ' d  l i k e  t o  g o  b a c k  t o  t h e  - - - o n e  o f  t h e  

i t ems  t h a t  I s p o k e  a b o u t  w i th r e s p e c t  t o  

t h e  f o g g i n g . C o u l d  y o u  t e l l  m e  j u s t  w h a t  

y o u  d o  - - - r e g a rd a s  d o c u m e n t a t i o n  o n  a 
I 

m a t t e r  l i k e  t h a t ?  
I 
i 

PR .  JAN K .  WACHTER : 

T h e r e  i s  a n u m b e r  o f  t h i ng s  w e  

c a n  d o , o n e  i s  t o  l o ok a t  t h e  e x i s t i ng 

w e a t h e r  s t a t i o n s  a r o u n d  h e r e , 

m e t e o r o l o g i c a l  r e p o r t s , t h i n g s  l i k e  t h a t . 

W e  h a v e  t o  b e  c a r e f u l  f o r  b a s e l i n e , 

e n v i r o n m e n t  a n d  c h a p t e r  y o u ' r e t a l k i n g  i s  

C h a p t e r  T h r e e  a n  e x i s t i ng e n v i r o n m e n t . 

The i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  f o g g i ng a n d  i c i n g  i s  

s o m e t i m e s  v e r y  d i f f i cu l t  t o  a l l ud e  t o . 

O k a y . And  t y p i c a l l y i t ' s  m e t e o r o l o g i c a l 

s t a t i o n s  t h a t  p r o v i d e  u s  t h e  i n f o rm a t i o n , 

m e t e o r o l o g i c a l r e p o r t s , h a v e  a t e n d e n c y  t o  

g o  t o  S t a t e  a g e n c i e s  t o  g e t  t h i s  

i n f o r ma t i o n . A l o t  o f  t i m e s  i t  i s  n o t  

a va i l a b l e . 

JOHN K LUNK : 

Y e s , I a g r e e  w i t h  t h a t . 

DR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO URT R E PORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I (continued) 
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-62/8. 
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B u t  b a s i c a l l y t h e  a n a l y s i s  t h a t  

w e  d i d  f o r  t h e  p r o j e c t , p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  

i t s e l f ,  w e  l o o k e d  e x t e n s i v e l y  a t  f og g i n g  

a n d  i c i n g  a n d  p l ume s h a d o w i ng o f  that  

e n t i ty a n d  w e  h a v e  o u r  a n a l y s i s  in  h e r e . 

UNI D E N T I F I ED S P EAKER : 

I s a w  i t . 

DR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

S o  a n d  w e  h a v e  s u pp o r t i n g  

i n f o rmat i o n . 

JOHN KLUN K : 

S u� p o r t i n g  i n f o rma t i o n w h i ch i s  

comp u t e r  m o d e l i n g ?  

D R . J A N  K .  WACHT E R : 

Y e s . 

JOHN K LUN K : 

A s  f a r  a s  I ' m  c o n c e r n e d  t h a t ' s  a 

b u n c h  o f  mumbo j um b o . I d o  n o t  u n d e r s t a n d  

i t . I d o n ' t  h a v e  t h e  e x p e r t i s e . I h a v e  

b e e n  t o l d  y o u  c a n  d o  a n yt h i n g  w i t h  

m o d e l i ng .  A n d  I f i nd i t  j u s t  o u t r a g e o u s  

that  y o u  d o n ' t  w a n t  t o  c o n s i d e r  

p h o t o g r a p h i c  e v i d e n c e  o f  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i t  

d o e s  e x i s t  s t a r t i n g  n o w . We w i l l  n o t  h a v e  

v i d e o t a p e . I h a v e  add i t i o n a l  p h o t og r a p h s  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C OURT R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-62/8. A videotape of the Spring 
Grove area made during the latter part of 1994 was received by DOE, and is 
discussed in the response to Comment D-153/15. Also, please see the discussion 
of fog and ice issues in Section 3 . 1 .2 of the EIS . 
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t h a t  I ' v e t a k e n  sin c e  t h e  b a t c h  t h a t  I 

s e n t  t o  Dr . V a n  O o t e g h e m . 

pR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

We w i l l  t a k e  t h a t  a g a i n  i nt o  t h e  

r e co r d  w i t h  r e s p e ct t o  r e vis i n g  C h a p t e r  

Thre e ,  t h e  b a s e line s e c tion t o  l o o k  a t  t h e  

q u e s tion a bo u t  f o g ging . 

JOHN KLUNK : 

T h e  p r o b l e m  I h a v e  with it is , 

t h e  f a c t  t h a t  I ' ve lived in t h e  a r e a  I 

k n o w  w h a t  h a p p e n s , I k no w  t h e  w a s t e  w a t e r  

t r e a t m e n t  a r e a  is t h e  o n e  t h a t  c r e a t e s  t h e  

m o s t  f o g . T h e r e  a r e  a l o t  o f  vo c s  in t h e  

w a s t e  w a t e r . T h a t  f o g  d ri f t s  d o w n  Cr e e k  

Va l l e y . I t ' s  t h e re ma ny , m a n y  m o r ning s .  

T h e  f a ci lity you ' r e p r o p o sing wil l 

e v a p o r a t e  t h a t  w a s t e  w a t e r  j u s t  w e s t  o f  

K e s s l e r  P o n d , up t o  2 . 8  bil l i o n  g a l l o n s  a 

d a y . T h a t ' s  g oing t o  p l a c e  a t r e m e n d o u s  

a m o u n t  o f  f o g  u n d e r  c e r t ain w e a t h e r  

c o n ditio n s  rig h t  in t h e  c o mp l e x a r e a  o r  

righ t  n e a r  t h a t  u n c o n v e ntio n a l  

int e r s e c tio n , rig h t  w h e r e  t h e r e  a r e  

a l r e a d y  a l o t  o f  a c cid e nt s . I c a n  s a y  

t h a t  I find t h e  a s s umptio n s  a n d  t h e  

S A R A  A N N  S AR G E N T  
C O URT REPORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I 
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Final Enviromnental hnpact Statement 

Response: The Seasonal Annual Cooling Tower Impacts (SACTI) modeling was 
performed to help assess the potential for fogging or icing as a result of the 
proposed cooling tower associated with the York County Energy Partners, L.P.  
(YCEP) project (see Section 4. 1 .2.9 of the EIS) . The results of the SACTI analysis 
predicted that operation of the proposed cooling tower would produce no off-site 
occurrences of fogging or icing. The model indicated that along York Road (Route 
1 16), located 300 meters (9 15 feet) southeast of the proposed cooling tower, there 
would be no plume fogging or road icing (Section 4. 1 .2.9) . The only areas where 
cooling tower-induced fogging and/or icing would be expected to occur would be 
to the southeast and south-southeast of the cooling tower within the site boundaries. 

Any model is merely that--a model or a tool--that may be used to help make an 
assessment or decision in the most quantifiable or objective manner available in the 
absence of other quantitative metrics . To this end, models use the best available 
input data and assumptions to make their findings as sound as possible. As 
discussed in Section 3 . 1 .2 of the FEIS ; the best meteorological data available as 
weather input to the SACTI model was assembled by creating a hybrid 
meteorological data base from the wind speed, wind direction, and stability 
classifications collected at the West Manchester site, approximately 10  km (6 miles) 
to the northeast, for the 1-year period, January to December 1992, merged with the 
data recorded by the U.S .  National Weather Service at Harrisburg 40 km (25 miles) 
to the north-northeast. The National Weather Service (NWS) Harrisburg site is 
located in the valley of the Susquehanna River and could be considered as a 
reasonable surrogate for the topography and fogging potential of the Spring Grove 
area. In addition, coincident mixing heights were derived by merging surface 
temperatures with the twice daily upper wind data obtained from Dulles Airport in 
Virginia. Dulles is the nearest site that collects wind data. The results of the 
SACTI modeling are considered to be sound within the context of the demands 
placed upon them to provide quantifiable information to decision makers. 

Chloroform was the only volatile organic compound (VOC) identified above 
detection l imits in the make-up water entering the proposed cooling tower. The 
chloroform concentration was estimated to be 0.081 mg/L. The maximum amount 
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1 0 5  
1 f i n d i n g s  o f  t h a t  m o d e l i n g  j u s t  t o  b e  
2 a b s o l u t e l y  r i d i c u l o u s . 
3 B I LL LAWSON : 
4 T h a n k  y o u . D o  y o u  h a v e  s o m a  
5 f u r t h e r  p o i n t s ?  
6 JOH N  K LUNK : 
7 I h a v e  a g i f t  f o r  y o u , a 
8 C h r i s t m a s  p r e s e n t . Y o u  g a v e  u s  t h e  d r a f t  
9 E I S , I h a ve o n e  f o r  y o u . P l e a s e t a k e  i t  

1 0  b a c k  t o  M o r g a n t own w i t h  y o u . From S a n t a  
1 1  C l a u s , y o u r  l um p  o f  c o a l . 
1 2  B I LL LAWSON : 
1 3  A r e  t h e r e  a n y  o t h e r  s p e a k e r s ?  
1 4  C a n  I a s k  y o u  t o  h o l d  y o u r  c omme n t  j u s t  
1 5  o n e  m o m e n t  wh i l e  w e  c h a n g e  t h e  p a p e r  u p  
1 6  h e r e  s o  w e  c a n  h a v e  i t  f o r  t h e  p u b l i c  
1 7  r e c o r d ?  
1 8  S HORT B R EA K  T A K E N  
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B I L L  LAW S O N : 
Y e s , s i r ,  w e ' r e r e a d y . 
WI LLIAM B LA C KW E LL : 
W i l l i a m  B l a ck we l l ,  B o i l e r m a k e r s  

L o c a l 1 3 , I j u s t  w a n t  t o  m a k e  a s t a t e m e n t  

a b o u t  b o i l e r n u m b e r  f o u r ,  t o  t r y  a nd g i ve 

s o m e  p e o p l e  h e r e  a l i t t l e  b i t  o f  i n s i g h t . 

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E PO RT I NG S E RVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

of water supplied from the P. H.  Glatfelter Company's wastewater treatment plant 
to the proposed cooling tower is estimated to be 4.67 million gallons per day. The 
chloroform emission rate is based on releasing 100 percent of the chloroform from 
the 4.67 million gallons per day supply. As discussed in Section 4. 1 .2.9 of the EIS, 
when conservatively high assumptions were applied, a total of 0.57 tons/yr of 
chloroform was estimated to be emitted from the cooling tower, and the expected 
maximum air concentration at ground level was estimated to be 3 nanograms per 
cubic meter. 

Please see also the response to Comment D-62/8. 
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T h e r e ' s  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  a d o z e n  o f  m y  

c o l l e a g u e s  h e r e  a n d  t h e r e ' s  s o m e  o f  my . 

b r o t h e r s  i n  t h e  p i p e f i t t e r s  t r a d e  h e r e  a nd 

v i r t u a l l y every o n e  o f  u s  o v e r  t h e  l a s t  2 0  

y e a r s  h a ve w o r k e d  i n s i d e , o u t s i d e  o r  o n  

t o p  o f  b o i l e r n u m b e r  f o ur a t  S p r i n g G r o v e . 

Thi s 3 0  p l u s  y e a r  o l d  b o i l e r a n d  i f  y o u  

i f  y o u  c o u l d  j u s t  g e t  i n s i d e  o n e  

t i m e , i n s i d e t h e  d u c t  w o r k  j u s t  o n e  t i m e  

a n d  s e e  t h e  p a t c h e s  o n  t o p  o f  p a t ch e s  a n d  

w a t c h  t h e  d u s t  c o m e  o u t  a t  s t a rt - u p , you 
wou l d  k n ow why th a t  b o i l e r h a s  t o  c om e  o f f  
l i n e . T h a t ' s  a l l  I w a n t e d  t o  s a y . We ' l l 
p r o b a b l y  run l e s s  t h a n  two w e e k s  a y e a r  
f o r  s h u t d o w n s  i f  t h a t  a s  o pp o s e d  t o  3 6 5  
d a y s  a y e a r . C o u n t  i t  u p . 

B I LL LAW S ON : 
Y e s , s i r .  I s  t h e r e  a n y o n e  e l s e ?  

Y e s , s i r ,  p l e a s e , g o  a h e a d . 
WARREN EVANS : 
A ga i n , W a r r e n  Eva n s , H a l m  

T o w n s h i p . I n  your o p e n i ng p re s e nt a t i o n  i n  
t h e  s l i d e  t h a t  w a s  p r e s e n t e d , i n  o n e  o f  
t h e  c h a r t s  i t  s a i d  t h a t  u n d e r  w a s t e  
g e n e r a ti o n ,  i t  s a i d  t h a t  t h e r e  w a s  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  COURT R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  ( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
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Hazardous waste 

Volwne D 

F1nal Enviromnental hnpact Statement 

Response: The P.  H .  Glatfelter Company has recently installed low oxides of 
nitrogen (NOx) burners on Power Boiler No. 4 at a cost of around $ 1 .2 million as 
required by the State Implementation Plan pursuant to the Clean Air Act (CAA). 
These burners are part of the continuous maintenance and upgrading of boilers by 
the P.  H .  Glatfelter Company. Furthermore, P. H .  Glatfelter Company has stated 
that the boiler is in good condition and has an indefinite productive operational 
lifespan (i .e. , 25 years) [see letter dated December 15,  1 993, from R.W. Wand, 
Vice President of Administration, P. H .  Glatfelter Company to Richard C. Kenner, 
Jr. , York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP)] . If the proposed project proceeds, 
Power Boiler No. 4 would be l imited to 720 hours of simultaneous operation each 
year when the proposed project is on-line. 

In addition, the P. H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 4 is permitted and 
inspected pursuant to PADER regulations. Additional information has been 
provided in Section 2. 1 .3 of the FEIS regarding the history of operation for P.  H.  
Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 4.  

Response: Please refer to Section 4. 1 .6.2 for a complete discussion of the 
hazardous materials that would be stored and used at the proposed facility. Briefly, 
the hazardous materials include oil and grease, diesel fuel, solvents (for degreasing 
equipment), caustics and sulfuric acid, water treatment chemicals, and aqueous 
ammonia. The degreasing solvents would be removed for recycling by the 
contracting firm supplying the materials. Approximately 70 percent of the spent 
solvents would be recycled, with the remaining 30 percent being incinerated at a 
permitted hazardous waste incinerator (e.g . ,  oil and sediments sent to a cement kiln 
operation where it would be incinerated as part of a fuel augmentation program). 
The diesel fuel would be combusted for powering emergency equipment. The water 
treatment and pollution control materials would be consumed in the daily operations 
of the proposed facility, precluding the need for land disposal . 
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h a z a r d o u s  wa s t e  g e n e r a t i o n . T h e r e  were n o  

d e t a i l s  g i v e n  o n  t h a t . I l o o k e d  t h rough 

the r e p o r t  and c o u l d  you r e f r e s h  u s  o n  

e x a c t l y  what t h e  h a z a r d o u s  w a s t e  i s ?  The  

s e c o n d  q u e s t i o n  i s ,  h o w  w i l l  that w a s t e  b e  

d i sp o s e d ?  

J A N  K .  WACHTER : 

T h e  h a z a r d o u s  w a s t e s  t e n d  to b e  

t h i ng s  l i k e  d e g r e a s e r s  a n d  s o l v e n t s  and 

c l e a n i ng f l u i d s , t h i n g s  l i k e  t h a t . They 

s h o u l d  b e  v e r y  l i t t l e  v o l um e  w a s t e s  a nd 

WARR E N  E VA N S : 

What  i s  l o w  v o l um e ?  

QR . J A N  K .  WACHTER : 

I w o u l d  h a v e  t o  l o ok i n  h ere 

w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  the n u m b e r s . I m ea n , i n  

c ompar i s o n  t o  t h e  t o n n a g e  o f  a s h e s  i t ' s  

f a i r l y  m i n o r . T h e  m e t h o d  o f  g e t t i ng r i d  

o f · t h e  w a s t e  i s  t h r o u g h  a h a z a r d o u s  w a s t e  

l a n d f i l l . 

WARR E N  EVAN S : 

Wh e r e  i s  t h a t  l o c a t e d ?  

QR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

I d o  n o t  k n o w  r i gh t  n o w . I w i l l  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: As stated in Section 4. 1 .6.2, the proposed facility would be considered 
a small quantity generator of hazardous waste (i .e, less than 1 ,000 kg per month). 
It should be noted that the classification of materials as hazardous does not 
necessarily imply that those materials would, in fact, pose a hazard to individuals 
or the community. For instance, Federal statutes, such as the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) classify any material that is ignitable, 
caustic, toxic, or explosive as hazardous. However, many substances that satisfy 
this definition do not pose a threat to human safety when used properly. The 
gasoline routinely handled by millions of individuals for automobile fuel is an 
excellent example. 

Most of the materials classified as being hazardous would be consumed by the 
process (such as fuel or water treatment chemicals), rather than resulting in the 
generation of a hazardous waste. The only hazardous waste that would be generated 
by the proposed facility would be 41  kg (90 lbs) of spent degreasing solvents which 
would be contained in an enclosed parts washing unit. Approximately 70 percent 
of these spent solvents would be recovered by an outside firm. The remaining 
residue (oils and sediments) would be incinerated by the outside firm in a permitted 
cement kiln. It is anticipated that no more than 1 1  kg (25 lbs) of residue per month 
would be incinerated. 

Response: The verbal statement by DOE presented in the comment was erroneous; 
no hazardous waste landfills would be required for disposal of the hazardous waste 
generated by the proposed facility. As discussed in Section 4. 1 .6.2 of the FEIS, the 
only hazardous waste generated by the proposed facility would be spent solvents that 
would be handled by a private vendor (e.g., Safety Kleen). This vendor would 
recycle the solvents and incinerate the residual oils and sediments in a cement kiln 
in accordance with applicable permits . 

Please see also the response to Comment D-108/ 10. 
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h a v e  t o  g e t  b a c k  t o  y o u . 

WARREN EVAN S : 

W e l l ,  s h o u l d n ' t  t h a t  h a v e  b e e n  

s p ec i f i e d  tn t h e  r e p o r t ?  W h y  w a s  t h a e 

u n s pe c i f i er i n  t h e  r e p o r t ?  fiM JOHNSON : 

I c a n  l o ok a t  i n f o rma t i on u p  f o r  

y o u . 

WARREN EVANS : 

D o  t h e  p e op l e  t h a t  l i v e n e a r  

t h a t  h a z a r d o u s  d u m p  k n o w  t h a t  t h i s  w a s t e  

i s  g o i n g  t h e r e ?  

BILL LAW S O N : 

I t ' s  s om e t h i n g  we ' l l h a v e  t o  g o  

b a c k  a n d  a d d r e s s , s i r .  

WARREN EVAN S : 

I s  i t  i n  t h e  r e p o r t ?  I s  a n y  o f  

t h a t  i n f o r ma t i o n i n  t h e  r ep o rt , t h o s e  

d e t a i l s ?  

PR . JAN K .  WAC HT E R : 

I w o u l d  r e f e r  t o  S e c t i o n  4 1 6 2 . 

A n d  I t h i nk i t  g i v e s  y o u  t h e  a m o u n t  o f  

i n f o rma t i o n w i th r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  a m o u n t s  o f  

w a s t e s  t h a t  w i l l  b e  g e n e r a t e d  f r o m  t h e  

p r o j e c t . 

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S ER V I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Volwne ll 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-107/ 19.  

Response: As explained in the response to Comment D-1 07 I 19, no hazardous waste 
landfills would be used to dispose of the sediments and oils associated with the spent 
solvent wastes. 
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WARREN EVA N S : 

A r e  t h e y  c a r c i n o g e n i c  w a s t e s ?  

oR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

L o o k i ng a t  t h e m , t h e y  t e n d  t o  b e  

t ox i c  w a s t e s . 

WA RREN EVAN S :  

A r e  t h e y  c a rc i n og e n i c ?  

JIM JOH N S ON : 

N o t  t h a t  I b e l i eve l o ok i ng a t  

th i s  r i g h t  now . Y o u ' r e t a l k i ng a bo u t  s om e  

s u l f u r i c  a c i d , c a u s t i c  a m m o n i a , th i ng s  

l i k e  th a t , c h l o r i n e .  

WAR R EN EVAN S : 

N o  c a r c i n o g e n s . 

PR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

I c a n n o t  s a y  t h a t  r i g h t  n ow 

l Qok i ng a t  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n . 

WARR E N  EVA N S : 

H a s  a n y o n e  b r o u g h t  a ny d a ta t o  

y o u  s a y i n g  t h a t  t h e re w o u l d  b e  

c a r c i n o g e n i c  a g e n t s  i n  t h e r e ?  

oR . S UELLEN VAN OOTEGHEM : 

Cou l d  y o u  j u s t  g i v e  u s  y o u r  

c om m e n t s  b e c a u s e  w e  r e a l l y w a n t  t o  b e  a b l e  

t o  r e s p o n d  t o  y ou . 

S ARA A N N  S ARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 

I 

Volume D 



D-109/2 

KEYWORDS: 
Carcinogens 
Hazardous waste 

D-109/19 

KEYWORDS: 
Carcinogens 
Hazardous waste 

Volwne ll 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The Hazardous Substance Database (HSDB) maintained by the National 
Institute of Health, National Library of Medicine, was searched for the materials 
expected to be stored at the proposed facil ity, as described in Section 4. 1 .6.2 of the 
EIS . In addition, trace constituents of low volume solvents used in degreasing 
operations were searched for health impacts . The HSDB provides ratings of 
chemicals by EPA and the World Health Organization (WHO). EPA and WHO 
have not rated sodium hydroxide (NaOH), propane, alum, 1 , 1 ,  1 -trichloroethane, 
ammonia, hydrated lime (calcium hydroxide), or petroleum naphtha for 
carcinogenicity. Sodium chlorite (NaClOJ, sodium hypochlorite (NaOCl), 
hydrochloric acid (HCl), xylenes, and toluene are rated Class D: not classified as 
carcinogenic to humans due to insufficient evidence iinking these chemicals to 
cancer. Sulfuric acid's (H2S04) rating indicates occupational exposure to strong
inorganic-acid mists is carcinogenic to humans. Benzene is rated Class A:  a human 
carcinogen. This rating, however, does not indicate a level of carcinogenicity for 
benzene, only that evidence suggests the chemical is a probable cause of cancer in 
humans. All of the substances listed here would be present at the York County 
Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) facility in very limited quantities (see Section 4. 1 .6.2 
of the EIS), would !!Q! be generated by the proposed facility, and would be stored 
and handled in accordance with OSHA guidelines to prevent exposure to YCEP 
personnel and the general public. 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-109/2. 
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B I L L  LAW S O N : 

W e  a r e n ' t  g o i n g t o  b e  a b l e  t o  d o  

i t  o n  t h e  c o n f l i c t .  A n d  t h a t  i s n ' t  t h e  

i n t e n t  h e r e . B u t  i f  y o u  h a v e  a c o n c e r n  

a b o u t  t h a t  y o u  s h ou l d  e n t e r  i t  i n t o  t h e  

r e c ord . 

WARR EN EVA N S : 

I w a s  a f o r m e r  c a n c e r  r e s e a r c h e r  

a t  t h e  N a t i o na l C a n c e r  I n s t i t u t e  s o  I a m  

c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  p r od u c t i o n  o f  a n y  

c a r c i n o g e n s , w h e t h e r  l i q u i d , s o l ve n t  o r  

D R . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

T h e y  a r e  n o t  p r od u c e d  by t h e  

p l a n t . I t ' s  typ i c a l l y c l e a n e r s  a n d  

c l e a n s e r s  a n d  t h e  l i k e  t h i n g s  wh i c h  a r e  

c l e a n e r s  a r e  t h e  t yp i c a l o n e s . 

WARREN EVA N S : 

The  c l e a n e r s  c a n  be 

c a r c i n o g e n i c ?  

DR . J A N  K .  WACH T E R :  

Y e s ,  but  I d o  n o t  be l i e ve t h a t  

t h e  p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  i s  d e n a t u r i n g  t h e m  i n  

a n y  way . I f  y o u  i n t r o d u c e  t h e m  a s  

c h e m i c a l s  wh i ch h a p p e n  t o  b e  c a n c e r  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The only hazardous wastes expected to occur are spent solvents, which 
would be containerized and disposed of by the commercial supplier of the solvent. 

Other known or suspected human carcinogens (such as chloroform) would be 
released as emissions to the ambient air. As detailed in the Human Health Risk 
Assessment (Section 4. 1 .2 . 1 1) ,  these substances would not be expected to pose an 
unacceptable risk to the exposed population .  Please see also the response to 
Comment D-109/2. 

Response: Yes. The solvent is a petroleum naphtha with trace ( < 1 percent) 
concentrations of solvents such as xylene, toluene, 1 ,  1 ,  1 -trichloroethane, and 
benzene (which is the component suspected to be a human carcinogen) . 
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c a u s i n g c h em i c a l s  a n d  t h e  p r o c e s s  d o e s  n o t  

d e n a t u r e  t h e m . 

WARREN EVAN S : 

O n e  l a s t  q u e s t i o n . W h a t  w a a  t h e  

p e e r  r e v i ew a s  w e  k n o w  a n y body w h o ' s  a 

s c i e n t i s t  wh i c h  I am , I h a ve a P h . D .  i n  

b i o c h e m i s t r y , a n y body w h o ' s  a s c i en t i st 

j u s t  k n o w s  t h a t  t h e r e  s h o u l d  b e  p r o p e r  

p e e r  r e v i ew o f  a n y  s c i e n t i f i c  d a t a  a n d  i t  

s h o u l d  b e  d o n e  by peop l e  who a r e  n o t  

c o n n e c t e d  w i t h t h e  p r o j e c t  t h a t ' s  b e i n g 

r e v i ewed . Who a r e  t h e  p e e r  r ev i ew p e o p l e  

t h a t  y o u  u s e d  f o r  y o u r  s c i e nt i f i c d a t a  

w i t h r e g a rd t o  t h e  t o x i c  c o n d i t i o n s ?  Who 

g e n e r a t e d  t h e  data a n d  who r e v i e w e d  i t ?  

I s  t h a t  i n  t h e  r e p o r t ?  

D R . JAN K .  WA CHTER : 

T h e  m e t h o d o l o g y  by w h i c h  we 

g e n e r a t e  the i n f o rm a t i o n  a nd va l i d a t e  t h e  

i n f o rma t i o n  i s  n o t  e x p l i c i t l y i n  t h e  

r e p o r t . Ba s i c a l l y  w h a t  w e  d o  i s  w e  h a ve a 

number o f  d i f f e r e n t  p e op l e  i n  g r o u p s  

va l i d a t e  t h e  i n f o rm a t i o n , w e  h a ve l i k e  

t h r e e  o r  f o u r  f u l l  r e d u n d a nc y . W e  have 

c o n t r a c t o r s  w o r k i n g f o r  u s . W e  h a ve a l o t 

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P ORT I N G S E R V I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-125/12 for an explanation of the 
processes for information generation and review. Authors of information are cited 
where appropriate in the EIS and included in Chapter 10, References. 

Please see the response to Comment D-1 12/15 .  
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o f  g o v e r n m e n t  a g e n c i e s  w o r k i n g  f o r  u s . We 

h a ve c o n t r a c t o r s  work i ng for o t h e r  

g o v e r n m e n t  a g e n c i e s  work i n g  f o r  u s . W e  

h a ve p e o p l e  i n  h e a dqu a r t e r s , t h r e e  t i e r s  

o f  r e v i e w  t h e r e  w h o  o ve r l o o k  t h e  

i n f o rma t i o n w i t h i n  th i s  E I S . S o  t h e r e  i s  

a l o t  o f  p e op l e ,  a n d  a ct u a l l y d i f f e r e n t  

a g e n c i e s , i n  f a c t , w h o  l o o k  a t  t h i s  a n d  d o  

q u a l i t y  c o n t r o l c h e c k s  f o r  u s . 

WARREN EVANS : 

Now , w h e n  I s u b m i t t e d  a p a p e r  

f r om t h e  N a t i o n a l  C a n c e r  I n s t i tu t e  o n  t h e  

K ey n e r  ( p h o n e t i c )  r e s e a r c h  i t  u s u a l l y t o o k  

o n e  y e a r  t o  r e v i ew t h a t  p r o c e s s ,  t o  r e v i ew 

t h a t  p a p e r . W h a t  w a s  t h e  t im e  p e r i o d  t h a t  

w a s  a l l owed f o r  t h i s  r e v i ew p r o c e s s ?  

QR . JAN K .  WA C HT E R : 

I wou l d  s a y  t h a t  - - - a g a i n , i t ' s  

e x t r a p o l a t i ng t o  a d i f f e r e n t  s i t u a t i o n  

y o u r  r e v i ew wa s p r o ba b l y  - - - wa s p r o b a b l y  

a r e s e a r ch e f f o r t , t h i s  i s  a c o mp i l a t i o n  

o f  i m p a c t  a n a l y s i s  w h i c h  i s  s l i g h t l y  

d i f f e r e nt . From s t a r t  t o  f i n i s h , I m e a n  

w e  r e a l l y s t a r t e d  t h e  d e v e l op m e n t  o f  t h i s  

E I S  a y e a r  a nd a h a l f  a g o  a n d  d u r i ng t h a t  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S ER V I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The review process for information generated for the EIS began in 
October 1993 with the sufficiency review of the Draft Environmental Information 
Volume (EIV) for the Proposed York County Energy Partners Cogeneration Facility 
(North Codorus Township, PA) by the Morgantown Energy Technology Center (a 
field office of DOE), the Army Corps of Engineers, and their support contractors. 
This review process identified informational deficiencies and supplemental 
information needs. Sufficiency review of subsequent draft supplemental information 
began in January 1994 and continued through November 1994, but varied for each 
document. All source documents were reviewed in parallel with their composition, 
as opposed to in a serial manner upon their completion. Thus, finalization of a 
document includes the successful passage of the document through the sufficiency 
review process .  

The length of review time varied with respect to the document received (e.g., 
document length; complexity of document; criticality of document in providing 
information), when it was received, and how many people were reviewing the 
document. Since time logs were not specifically kept with respect to the amount of 
hours spent reviewing each source document, it is difficult to provide precise time 
measurements for this request. However, DOE is confident that the multiple 
reviews instituted for review of these documents (by various contractors and 
agencies) ensured that quality reports were generated. 

Also, please see the response to Comment D-1 25/12 .  
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y e a r  a n d  a h a l f  r e v i e w  p r o c e s s  w e  h a v e  

c o n t i nu a l  r e v i e w  o f  t h e  i n f o rm a t i o n , i t ' s  

n o t  l i k e  t h e  e n d  p r o d u c t  i s  r e v i ewed . 

O ka y . B u t  t h e  q u a l i ty c o n t r o l c h e c k s  

h a p p e n  a l o n g  t h e  way a s  o p p o s e d  t o  t h e  

v i t a l p r o d u c t  l i k e  i n  y o u r  c a s e . 

WARREN EVAN S : 

C a n  y o u  g i v e  m e  a s p e c i f i c 

a m ou n t ?  What  w a s  t h e  t i m e  t h a t  w a s  

a l l owed f o r  t h e s e  f a c t s  a t  i s s u e ?  How 

m u c h  t i m e  w a s  a l l owed for t h e i r  r e v i e w ?  

B I LL LAWSON : 

E x c u s e  m e . T h i s  i s  n o t  g e t t i n g 

u s  t o  w h e r e  w e  n e e d  t o  b e  wh i ch i s  - - - w e  

u n d e r s t a n d  y o u r  c omme n t  but  w e  a r e  

WARREN EVAN S : 

What  I ' m  a d d r e s s i ng i s  t h e  h a s t e  

i n  w h i c h  t h i s  w a s  d o n e , w a s  a d e q u a t e  t i m e  

i n  y o u r  o p i n i o n ,  a n d  I ' d l i k e  t o  h e a r  e a c h  

o n e  o f  y o u , i n  y o u r  o p i n i o n d o  y o u  t h i n k  

a d eq u a t e  t i m e  w a s  g i v e n  f o r  p e e r  r e v i e w  o f  

t h e  d a t a , f o r  t h e  t o x i c s  a t  i s s u e s ?  

B I L L LAWS O N : 

I wo u l d  s a y  t h a t  r i g h t  n o w  t h a t  

i s  a n  u n f a i r  qu e s t i o n . I f  y o u  w a n t  t o  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I NG S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-1 12/15.  

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-1 12/15.  
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d i s c u s s  t h i s  w i t h u s  a f t e r w a r d s  I t h ink 

t h a t ' s  f i n e . I f  J a n  w a n t s  t o  r e s p o n d  I 

p o s e  n o  o b j e c t i o n ,  b u t  I d o n ' t  t h i nk 

t h a t ' s  v e r y  r e a l i s t i c  q u e s t i o n . 

DR . JA N  K .  WACHTER : 

A l l  I k n o w  i s  b a s e d  o n  m y  

e x p e r i e n c e  w i t h r e s p e c t  t o  h o w  m u c h  

i n f o rma t i o n a nd p e e r  r e v i e w  a n d  r e du n d a n c y  

w e  d o  t o  d e v e l o p  e i t h e r  a n  E n v i r o n m e n t a l 

I m p a c t  S t a t em e n t  or a r e  w e  t a l k i ng a b o u t  
- - - ? 

WARREN EVAN S : 

I ' m  t a l k i n g a b o u t  t h i s  o n e . 

DR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

Th i s  o n e  w e  h a v e  p r o ba b l y  

g e n e r a t e d  m o r e  e n v i ronm e n t a l  i n f o rm a t i o n 

f o r  r e v i ew a n d  r ev i ew a n d  r e v i e w  t h a n  

p r o b a b l y  m o s t  p r o j e c t s  I ' ve e v e r  w o r k e d  o n  

j u s t  b e c a u s e  o f  t h e  �u b l i c  s e n s i t i v i t i e s . 

WARREN EVA N S : 

T h e  q u e s t i o n w a s  t i m e , i t  w a s  

n o t  t h e  a m ou n t . 

DR . J A N  K .  WACHT E R : 

We h a v e  b e e n  d o i n g r ev i ew s  o n  

t h i s  f o r  a y e a r  a n d  a h a l f .  

S A RA ANN SARG E N T  
C O URT R E P O R T I N G  S ER V I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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WARREN EVA N S : 

A y e a r  a n d  a h a l f ?  

D R . JAN K .  WACHT E R : 

Y e s . 

WARREN EVANS : 

s o  y o u ' v e r e v i e w e d  t h e  d a t a , y o u  

h a v e  r e v i ew s , p e o p l e  r e v i e w i n g  t h i s  f o r  a t  

l e a s t  a y e a r ,  t h e  t o x i c  e m i s s i o n  d a t a ?  

D R . J A N  K .  WACHTER : 

I c a n ' t  s e g r e g a t e  o n e  s e c t i o n 

b e c a u s e  we d o  i t  i n  b a t c h e s , i t ' s  h a r d  t o  

s a y . 

B I L L LAWSON : 

R i g h t  n o w  y o u  d o n ' t  h a v e  a n  

a n s w e r  t o  t h a t ?  

D R . J A N  K .  WACHTER : 

A n d  r i g h t  n o w  w e  wou l d  n o t  h a v e  

a n  a n s w e r . T h a nk y o u . 

B I L L LAWSON : 

T h a n k  y o u . M r . P l a t t s . 

T O D D  P LAT T S : 

T h e y ' r e n o t  a s  d e v e l o p e d  a s  s ome 

o f  m y  t h o u g h t s , I ' m  t ry i n g t o  c o n c e n t r a t e  

o n  s p e c i f i c  a r e a s  i n  a d e q u a t e l y  r e v i ew i n g 

D r a f t  E I S . F i r s t , i t ' s  a qu e s t i o n a b o u t  

S A RA A N N  S A RG ENT 
COURT R E PO R T I NG S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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VollDJle II 

Flnal Environmental bnpact Statement 

Response: DOE believes that the review times allocated for specific types of 
information were sufficient for the types of information being reviewed. It should 
be noted that the aggregate amount of manhours used to review information, rather 
than the duration of time passage required for completion of review, is probably a 
more accurate indicator of the sufficiency of review. 

Response: The public hearing transcripts have been made available to the public in 
the public reading rooms. These transcripts are presented in their entirety in the 
FEIS . The specific comments contained in the oral testimony are presented and 
addressed in the FEIS. Written communications (comments) provided during the 
comment period (November 25, 1994, through January 3 1 ,  1995) are part of the 
public record and are included in the FEIS along with DOE's responses to specific 
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p r o c e d u r e  a n d  t h e  comm e n t s  t h a t  a r e  b e i n g 

s u bm i t t e d  h e r e  t o d a y  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  

w r i t t e n  comme n t s , o n c e  t h e  d e a d l i n e  c l o s e s  

J a nu a r y  3 1 s t , am I a c c u r a t e  t h a t  w e  w i l l  

a s  m e m b e r s : o f  t h e  pu b l i c  h ave a c c e s s  t o  

a n y  o f  t h e  c o m m e n t s  t h a t  a r e  m a d e , a n y  

h e a r i n g s , a s  w e l l  a s  a l l  t h e  w r i t t e n  

comm e n t s  t h a t  a r e  s u bm i t t e d  p u r s u a nt t o  

t h e  h e a r i n g s ?  

DR . S U ELLEN VAN OOT EG H E M : 

T h e y  w i l l  a l l  b e  pu b l i s h e d  i n  

t h e  t e x t  o f  t h e  E I S , a l o ng w i t h  r e s p o n s e s  

t o  qu e s t i o n s  a n d  c o n c e r n s . 

T O D D  P LATT S :  

A n d  t h a t  w i l l  i n c l u d e  t h e  

w r i t t e n  comm e n t s  a s  w e l l ?  

DR . S U E LLEN VAN OOTEGHEM : 

A b s o l u t e l y . 

T O D D  P LAT T S : 

How a b o u t  t h e  w r i t t e n  c omm e n t s  

p u r s u a n t  t o  t h e  s c op i n g  h e a r i n g s  l a s t  

y e a r ?  

D R . S U E LLEN VAN O O T EG H EM : 

T h o s e  a r e  n o t  p a r t  o f  t h e  

c om m e n t  o n  t h e  E I S  i t s e l f .  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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F1nal Enviromnental Impact Statement 

comments contained in the communications. For definition purposes, written 
comments are those related to the review of the DEIS on the York County Energy 
Partners, L.P. (YCEP) Cogeneration Facility and provided to DOE during the public 
hearings or sent, according to pre-established procedure, during the public comment 
period, to Dr. Suellen Van Ooteghem at the Morgantown Energy Technology 
Center, DOE, between November 25, 1994, and January 3 1 ,  1995. However, to 
the extent practicable and to the degree that comments would aid in the 
understanding of relevant issues associated with the proposed project, some written 
comments submitted before and after the comment period have been included for 
resolution in the FEIS. 

Please also see the response to Comment D-125/15 .  

Response: All written communication (as defined in the response to Comment D-
1 15/25) has been included in the FEIS . Specific comments have been extracted 
from all written communication, and these comments have been addressed through 
DOE responses in the FEIS . 

Response: Written comments pertaining to the scoping meetings held in August and 
October 1993 are not considered to be part of the written communication related to 
the review of the DEIS . As such, these written comments are not contained in the 
FEIS . However, written comments and comments made during the scoping 
meetings for both the West Manchester and the North Codorus sites were the basis 
for much of the content of the DEIS. If a commenter who believes that the DEIS 
failed to adequately address a comment provided during the public scoping process 
communicated this deficiency to DOE during the public hearing period, the comment 
is contained in the FEIS for resolution. 

Please see the response to Comment D-61/14 .  
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TODp PLATT S : 

S o  i f  t h e r e  w a s  s u bm i t t e d  

c o mm e n t s  o r  s u bm i tt e d  wr i t i ng , t h e r e ' s  n o  

freedom o f  i n fo r ma t i o n  a l l ow a n c e  t o  g e t  

t h o s e  w r i t t e n  comme n t s  f r om t h e  s cop i ng 

p ro c e s s ?  

QR . SUELLEN VAN OOTEG H EM :  

I don ' t  k n o w  h o w  y o u  wou l d  

r ea l l y d o  t h a t  r i g h t  now . 

TO D D  P LATT S : 

T h a t  w a s  a c o n c e rn , a 

c o n s t i tu e n t  brought t o  m e . My 

u nd e r s t a n d i ng w a s  s o m e  of t h e  w r i t t e n  

c om m e n t s  w i t h  t h e  s c o p i ng p ro c e s s  w e r e  

d e n i e d  a c c e s s  t o  a s  n o t  b e i ng a va i l a b l e  

f o r  you a nd i t  s ou n d s  l i k e  t h a t ' s  n o t  

a c cu r a t e . 

BILL LAWSON : 

Any t h i n g  t h a t  w a s  w r i t t e n  i n  

t h a t  w a s  s u bm i t t e d  t o  u s  o r  t h a t  w a s  i n  

a n y  o f  t h e  s c o p i ng p r o c e d u r e s  w a s  f o r  t h e  

r e c o r d  a nd t h a t  i s  a va i l a b l e  f o r  y o u . 

QR . S UELLEN VAN OOTEGH EM : 

I k n o w  o f  n o  s i t u a t i o n w h e r e  

t h i ng s  w e r e  e v e r  a s k e d  o r  

SARA ANN SAR G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental hnpact Statement 

Response: As far as DOE is aware, all public scoping comments are and have been 
available to the public. Transcripts of the public scoping meetings were available 
in the public reading rooms. Written comments received during the public scoping 
process are part of the public record and would be available (barring inclusion of 
any proprietary information) to the public. A summarization of comments is 
contained in DOE's Implementation Plan for the preparation of an EIS for the 
Proposed York County Energy Partners Circulating Fluidized Bed Cogeneration 
Project (1994). 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-1 17 /2. 
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1 1 8  

TODD PLATT S : 

T h a t ' s  my u n d e r s t a n d i ng f r o m  a 

c o n s t i t u e n t . I w i l l  d o u b l e - c h e ck b u t  t h a t  

w a s  t h e  i n f orm a t i o n  I w a s  g i v e n  a n d  i t  

m i g h t  b e  a m i s u n d e r s t a n d i ng .  A c o up l e  

o t h e r  p o i n t s  t h a t  w e r e  m a d e  e a r l i e r  i s  

a b o u t  t h e  e n e rg y  n e e d s  i n  t h e  E I S  s i t e s , 

M e t - Ed ' s  n e e d  f o r  e l e c t r i c i t y , t w o  

imp o r t a n t  p o i nt s  a b o u t  t h a t  i n  r e f e r e n c e  

t o  o t h e r  comm e n t s  t o n i gh t  t o o , t h a t  a 

n u m b e r  o f  s p e a k e r s  t a l k a b o u t  t h e  

brown o u t s  l a s t  y e a r  w e  h a d  i n  Y o rk C o u n t y  

a n d  t h e  n e ed f o r  s o m e  a r e a s  t o  b e  - - -

b r o w n ou t s . T h e  H o u s e  o f  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  

C o n s u m e r  A f f a i r s  Comm i t t e e  d i d  e x t e n s i v e  

r e v i ew a n d  s t u d y  o f  t h a t  i s s u e  o f  t h e  

brown o u t s  t h a t  o c c u r re d . And t h e  f i nd i ng s  

w e r e  n o t  - - - t h e  r e c o mm e n d a t i o n  w a s  t h a t  

w e  s h o u l d  n o t  b u i l d m o r e  f o s s i l  f u e l  p o w e r  

g e n e r a t i o n  p l a nt s  b e c a u s e  t h e  p r o b l em s  

w e r e  t h a t  t h e  o i l  cou l d n ' t  g e t  t o  t h e  

p l a nt s  b e c a u s e  o f  f ro z e n r i v e r s  w i t h  

t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  a n d  h i g h w a y s  a n d  t h e  c o a l  

t h a t  w a s  a t  t h e  p l a n t s  w a s  f ro z e n s o l i d , 

i t  c o u l d  n o t  b e  u s ed . A n d  i t  w a s  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Volwne ll 



D-118/17 

KEYwORDS: 
Need for power 

D-118/25 

KEYWORDS: 
Energy management 

Volwne ll 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-83/5. 

Response: Demand side management (energy conservation) is an important strategy 
in estimating the supply of electricity that would be required by utility companies, 
and is a typical component of most forecasts and plans . Natural gas facilities, 
depending on the availability of gas and its cost, are also viable options to providing 
additional electricity. Using coal as a component of the strategy for meeting United 
States' energy needs is described in Chapter 1 of the EIS . 

DEC-247 
May l995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

DEC-248 
May 1995 

2 

3 

4 

7 

8 

9 

1 

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 5  

1 1 9  

r e c ommended t h e  d e m a n d  s i d e  m a na g e m e n t  b e  

b e t t e r  i m p l em e n t e d  b u t  a l s o  t h a t  w e  l o ok 

at o t h e r  s o u r c e s  of power g e n e r a t i o n , 

n a tu r a l  g a s  b e i n g c i t e d  s p e c i f i c a l l y .  And 

as  w e  k n ow that c e r t a i n l y w o u l d  b e  much 

c l e a n e r  o n c e  h e r e . S o  i n  re f e r e n c e  t o  

t h o s e  c omme nt s , b r o w n o u t s , t h e  

r e c ommend a t i o n  o f  t h e  S t a t e  o f  

P e n n s y l va n i a  t h r ough t h e  H o u s e  o f  

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  i s  n o t  t o  bu i l d m o r e  

p l a n t s  o f  t h i s  n a t u r e . A n d  a l s o  i t  i s  t h e  

f a c t  t h a t  M e t - Ed I d o n ' t  t h i n k f r o m  m y  

r e a d i ng o f  t h e  D r a f t  E I S ,  maybe I m i s s e d 

i t ,  b u t  i t ' s  c l e a r  t h a t  t h i s  p r o j e ct w a s  

n ot w e l c omed by M e t - Ed . I n  f a c t , M e t - E d  

o p p o s e d  i t  a n d  t h i s  p r o j e c t  b y  g o i ng 

t h r o u g h  t h e  j u d i c i a l  o r d e r  c i r c u m v e n t e d  

M e t - Ed ' s  c ompe t i t i v e  b i d  p r o c e s s  f o r  

s e e k i ng o u t  p o w e r  s u p p l y . S o  t h i s  w a s  n o t  

s ometh i ng w e l c omed by M e t - Ed a s  f u l f i l l i ng 

t h e i r  p o w e r  n e e d s  b u t  c i r c u m v en t e d  t h e  

c ompe t i t i v e  p r o c e s s . 

A qu e s t i o n  w i t h t h e  m o d e l i n g  o n  

t h e  a i r  e m i s s i o n s , I ' m  n o t  c e r t a i n  i f  I 

c a u g h t  w h e r e  t h e  a t m o s p h e r i c  c r i t e r i a  i s  

S A RA ANN S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I NG S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

(continued) 

I 
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D-119/11 

KEYwORDS: 
Met-Ed 

D-119/23 

KEYwoRDS: 
Air modeling 

Volwne ll 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-83/5. The mechanism by which 
the agreements were reached between the industrial partner and Metropolitan-Edison 
Company (Met-Ed) is beyond the purview of analysis in the EIS . An order was 
issued by the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (PUC) which made the 
proposed project feasible for the Industrial Participant. It should be noted that the 
Pennsylvania PUC has a mandate to protect the interests of consumers with respect 
to issues such as electric utility rates and the need for additional resources . Issues 
of public convenience and necessity, such as the competitiveness of the entire 
process or whether the facility is appropriate for Met-Ed customers, are subject to 
the Pennsylvania PUC's jurisdiction. 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-155/ 1 1 .  Also, please see a 
discussion of modeling in Section 4. 1 .2.6 of the FEIS . 
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b e i ng u s e d , w h a t  s i t e  i s  i t  b e i ng u s e d , i s  

t h a t  t h e  H a r r i s bu r g  l o c a t i o n f o r  t h e  b a s e  

c r i t e r i a  i n  t h i s  - - - ? 

And a c t u a l l y my qu e s t i o n  wc u l d 

b e , w h e r e  i s  i t  f o r  t h e  r e cord a nd I 

r e c ommend t h a t  i t  b e  s p e c i f i c a l l y i n  

S p r i n g  G r o v e  i n  N o r t h  C o d o r u s  Town s h ip s o  

t h a t  t h e  a tm o s p h e r i c  c r i t e r i a u s e d  f o r  a n y  

m o d e l i n g  i s  t r u l y  t h e  imme d i a t e  a r e a  a n d  

t h e  g r e a t e r  N o r t h  C o d o r u s  T o w n s h i p  a r e a  

t h a t ' s  g o i ng t o  b e  a f f e c ted by t h i s  p l a n t . 

I r e m e m b e r e d  a t  t h e  W e s t  M a n ch e s t e r  s i t e  

t h a t  t h e re w a s  s o m e  d i s c u s s i o n  a b o u t  b e i ng 

e i t h e r  a t  t h e  H a r r i s bu r g  I nt e r n a t i o n a l  

A i rport o r  e v e n  a t  t h e  W e s t  M a n c h e s t e r  

s i t e , b o t h  o f  w h i c h  a r e  n o t  t h e  s i t e  

p l ant . And i f  i t ' s  n o t  b e i ng u s e d  t h a t  

- - - c o n s i d e r a t i o n  b e i ng g i v e n  t o  m a k e  

t h a t  c h a n g e . T h e  a l t e r n a t i ve t e c h n o l o g i e s 

t h a t  a r e  c omp a r i n g u n d e r  t h e  n o  a c t i o n  

a l t e r n a t i ve s ,  t h e  u s e  o f  a g a s  f i r i ng 

c o m b i n e d  cyc l e  f a c i l i ty o r  a t w i n  b o i l e r  

c o a l  f i r e  f a c i l i t y , b o t h  o f  t h em r e j e c t  

t h e  p o s s i b i l i ty o f  s t e am , a n  i n d u s t r i a l  

s t e am b e i ng a b e n e f i t  o f  t h o s e  f a c i l i t i e s  

SARA ANN SARGENT 
C O U R T  R E PORT I NG S E RVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

(continued) 
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D-120/19 

KEYWORDS: 
Alternatives analysis 

Volwne ll 

F1nal Envirorunental hnpact Statement 

Response: The no-action alternative in the EIS explores the most reasonably 
foreseeable courses of action that would occur if the proposed action is not 
undertaken. DOE has examined what has been judged to be the most probable 
actions that would result in the event of a decision not to co-fund the proposed 
project, as is noted in Section 2.2.4, "No-Action Alternative, " of the EIS . 

DOE has no knowledge of any plans to develop a gas-fired cogeneration facility and, 
therefore, has based the no-action alternative on the facilities which were previously 
and recently considered by the Metropolitan Edison Company (Met-Ed), which did . 
not include cogeneration. 

Please see the responses to Comments D-205/1 and D-205/17. 

DEC-251 
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a n d  p e r h a p s  n e t  r e d u c t i o n s f r o m  a n  d i e s e l  

p l a n t  s u c h  a s  i s  b e i ng p r o p o s e d  h e r e  w i t h  

G l a t f e l t e r  g e t t i n g  s t e a m . We h a v e  

e v i d e n c e  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  S t a t e , A i r  

P r o d u c t s  t h em s e l ve s ,  s upp l y  s te a m  a t  o t h e r  

c o g e n  f a c i l i t i e s , p r o d u c e  e l e c t r i c i t y  a n d  

s upp l y  s t e am t o  a n  i nd u s t r i a l  r e c i p i e n t  or 

a c o m m e r c i a l  r e c i p i e n t  wh i ch may a f f o r d  

r e du c t i o n s  i n  t h a t  r e c i p i e n t s  a i r  

em i s s i o n s , t h a t ' s  n o t  g i v e n  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  

i n  t h o s e  a l t e r n a t i ve comp a r i s o n s  a n d  I 

t h i nk i t  s h ou l d  b e  t o  h a v e  a t r u e  

c o mp a r i s o n  o f  t h o s e  e m i s s i o n s . 

T h e  a l t e r n a t i ve s i t e  r e f e r e n c e s  

W e s t  M a n c h e s t e r  T o w n s h i p , I f i n d  i t  

a ma z i ng t h a t  we ' ve t a k e n  a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  

s i t e  t h e n  t o  b e  lo c a t e d  t h e r e , w e ' d  h a v e  

t o  v i o l a t e  t h e  l o c a l  o r d i n a n ce f o r  s t a c k  

h e i g h t . T h a t ' s  n o t  e v e n  a l eg a l  s i t i ng a s  

o u r  l a w s  e x i s t e d  i n  W e s t  M a n ch e s t e r  

Town s h i p , t h a t ' s  p r o b a b l y  - - - y o u ' r e u s i ng 

i t  m a y b e  m o r e  a s  a g e n e r a l l o c a l i ty .  B u t  

I f o u n d  i t  f u n n y  t h a t  t h e  s i t e  y o u  c h o s e  

i s  o n e  t h a t  d o e s  n o t  c u r r e n t l y  u n d e r  t h e i r  

e x i s t i ng o rd i n a n c e s  a l l o w  t h i s  t y p e  o f  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C OURT R E P OR T I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

(continued) 
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D-121/14 

KEYWORDS: 
Alternative site 
Ordinances 

Volwne ll 

Flnal Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The West Manchester Site was selected as a comparable alternative in 
this analysis for various reasons : (1)  it was the initial location selected by the 
Industrial P articipant in York C ounty for the proposed project; (2) a significant 
amount of site-specific environmental information had been recently gathered for this 
site, inc luding a realistic assessment of potential impacts expected to result from a 
simi lar facility; and (3) the site was in close proximity to the currently proposed site, 
and presented a similar 11 affected environment, II from which comparisons of impacts 
could be made. The baseline existing resource and socioeconomic conditions such 
as ambient air quality, geology and soils, climate and topography, transportation and 
infrastructure, land uses, cultural resources, and population/economic conditions 
were very similar for both sites. 

The township ordinance control ling the height of new faci lities (such as stack height ) 
does not invalidate the inc lusion of this alternative for analysis or the projection of 
potential environmental impacts that could occur if a faci lity of this nature were to 
be sited there. In preparation of environmental impact statements, it is usual and 
customary to evaluate a proposed project's potential environmental impacts prior to 
acquisition of necessary permits and regulatory agency/authority approvals. 

In the case of the W est Manchester Township site, York C ounty Energy P artners, 
L.P . (YC E P ) was pursuing the possibility of obtaining a zoning variance from the 
West Manchester Township Board of Supervisors for stack height, a legal and not 
entirely uncommon practice for businesses to pursue. Simultaneously, YC EP  was 
in the process of completing the environmental information assessment for the 
project. This is not to say the West Manchester Township Board of Supervisors 
would have ultimately granted YC E P  a variance, but neither does it invalidate the 
site as a viable alternative. 

For these reasons, the West Manchester Site remained a viable alternative for 
comparison purposes in the EIS, and presented the reviewing agencies and pub lic 
a more comprehensive picture of potential alternatives to the proposed action. 

DEC-253 
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f a c i l i t y t o  b e  b u i l t .  

The  f i n a l  p o i n t wou l d  b e  

c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  e l e c t r i c  c o r r i d o r  f o r  t h e  

t r a n s m i s s i o n  l i n e s . I k n o w  t h e  Army Corp 

of  E n g i n e e r s  is  i n vo lv e d  in  t h i s  a n d I 

a p p r e c i a t e  t h e i r  r e f e r e n c e  i n  c a r e f u l l y 

r e v i e w i n g t h e  d i f f e r e n t  a l t e r n a t i v e s . I n  

t h e  D r a f t  E I S , t h e  l a n g u a g e  i s  r e p e a t ed l y  

u s e d  p r e f e r red c o rr i d o r , n o t  t h e  b e s t  

c o r r i d o r  b u t  t h e  p r e f e r r e d  c o r r i d o r  a n d  I 

t h i n k t h e  we i g h t  s h o u l d  b e  g i v e n  t o  w h a t  

i s  t h e  b e s t  e n v i r o n m e n t a l c o r r i d o r  g i v e n  

a l l  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  a s p e c t s  a n d  n o t  

n e c e s s a r i l y  w h a t ' s  t h e  c h e a p e s t  b e c a u s e  

when  I r e a d  s o m e  o f  t h e  D r a f t  E I S , s o m e  o f  

t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e s , a n d  o n e  o f  t h e  l et t e r s  

t h a t  wa s r e f e r e n c e d  by D r . R i ch a rd C l a rk , 

t h e  Game  Comm i s s i o n  a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  

i n i t i a l  c o r r i d o r  o f  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s  i s  

a n o t h e r  a l t e r n a t i ve , T h e  M e c o  c o r r i d o r  w a s  

t h e  r e c o m m e n d e d  o n e  a n d  t h a t ' s d i s m i s s ed 

in  t h e  D r a f t  E I S  b e c a u s e  of  some p o s s i b l e  

l o c a t i o n  t o  p r o p e r t i e s  a n d  r e s i d e n c e s . 

And t h a t  may b e  a c c u r a t e  b u t  t h e  D r a f t  E I S  

d o e s n ' t  a d d r e s s  w h e t h e r  t h o s e  r e s i d e n t s  

SARA A N N  SARGENT 
C O U RT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

J (continued) 
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KEYwoRDS: 
Land use 
Routes 
Utility corridor 

Vohone ll 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Various routes were analyzed by the Industrial Participant for location 
of the electrical interconnection. These are outlined in Chapter 2 of the EIS . A 
comparison of these routes for criteria such as siting guidelines, affected vegetation, 
visual impacts, and construction access road impacts is also contained in Chapter 2. 
DOE reviewed these routing options, visited these sites, and reached the conclusion 
that the Flood Control Property (FCP) route (the route that was the most extensively 
analyzed in the EIS) was the preferred corridor. 

This preference was based primarily on the following four major considerations: (1) 
achieve Metropolitan-Edison Company's (Met-Ed's) siting guidelines for new 
electric transmission lines, (2) satisfy land use objectives, (3) minimize 
environmental impacts, and (4) provide accessibility for construction and 
maintenance. The construction "cost" of the corridor alternatives was not a criterion 
in DOE's analysis . The Pennsylvania Game Commission initially questioned the 
choice of the FCP route as the preferred alternative from an environmental point of 
view. Following initial consultations, Game Commission personnel inspected each 
of the alternative alignments in the field and completed their own evaluation of 
potential impacts. A meeting among DOE, York County Energy Partners, L.P. 
(YCEP), and the Game Commission was held in January 1995 to discuss the 
findings of the Commission's field evaluation. The Game Commission's issues were 
largely resolved through their own site evaluation. Also, the "Section 4f' 
evaluations originally thought to be required were determined to be unnecessary, 
because the electrical interconnection does not involve actions regulated by this 
section of the U.S .  Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (amended in 1968) . 
Acknowledgement of this condition is made in recent correspondence from the Game 
Commission. 

With respect to the potential "Rails to Trails" recreation trail that is proposed for 
this section of York County, the FCP route (preferred route) parallels the proposed 
trail alignment for approximately 0.8 km (0.5 mile). This is the minimum distance 
(0.8  km) of parallel alignment of any corridor alternative terminating at the Bair 
Substation. The Maryland and Pennsylvania Railroad (MPR) route and the other 
three variations of the FCP route also approximate this same distance and impact. 
The Met-Ed Trolley Line (MECO) corridor alternative would provide the greatest 
distance of parallel alignment and potential impact, due to its location parallelling 
the trolley line route for approximately 4 km (2.5 miles). The Western Maryland 
Railroad (WMR) corridor alternative would produce the least impact on the 
proposed Rail/Trail ,  because this utility corridor route terminates at the Jackson 
Substation, and it only parallels the old trolley route for less than 0 .8  km (0.5 mile) . 
The "Section 4f' evaluations referred to with respect to Army Corps of Engineers 
lands leased to the Game and Fish Commission, also are not applicable for the 
proposed trail route. 

bEC-255 
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w o u l d  b e  i nt e r e s t e d  i n  s e l l i ng , 

r e l o c a t i ng , s o  t h a t  t h o s e  c o r r i d o r s  were  

v i a b l e  a n d  l e s s  h a r m i n g  t o  the  

e n v i r o n m e n t . A n d  I t h i nk t h a t  t h e  Ga�e 

Comm i s s i o n  l et t e r  a n d  a n a l y s i s  p o i nt s  out , 

D r . C l a r k  r e f e r e n c e d  t h a t  t h e  S e c t i o n  4 F ,  

I be l i e v e  s i n c e  t h i s  l a n d  i s  c l a s s i f i e d  

t h a t  wa y ,  r e c r e a t i o n a l  u s e  a s  we l l  a s  I 

w o u l d  i m a g i n e  t h e  t r o l l e y l i n e  w i l l  b e  i f  

t h e r e ' s  a b i k e  t r a i l  p l a n n e d  f o r  i t , o n l y  

i f  t h e r e  i s  n o  o t h e r  r e a s o n a b l e  o r  

f e a s i b l e  a l t e r n a t i v e  r o u t e  s h o u l d  i t  b e  

u s e d . A n d  I t h i n k  g r e a t  w e i g h t  s h o u l d  b e  

g i v e n  t o  t h a t  i n  t h e  D r a f t  E I S  t h a t  t h e re 

a r e  o t h e r  f e a s i b l e  rout e s , i t  m a y  c o s t  

m o r e  m o n ey t h a n  prop o n e n t s  b u t  t h a t  

d o e s n ' t  m e a n  t h e y ' re n o t  f e a s i b l e .  A n d  

t h e  D r a f t  E I S  d o e s n ' t  s e em t o  g i v e  s t r o n g  

w e i ght t o  t h a t  a s  I g a t h e r  f r o m  my 

i n t e r a c t i o n  w i th t h e  Game  C o mm i s s i o n  and 

other o f f i c i a l s . T h a t ' s  a l l  I h a v e  f o r  

n o w . I a g a i n  a p p r e c i a t e  t h e  c h a n c e  t o  add 

s ome comme n t s . 

B I L L  LAW S O N : 

Y e s . 

SARA ANN S A RG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I NG S E RV I C E 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

(continued) 
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Volwne ll 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Each route evaluated in the EIS was determined to be feasible. However, based on 
the preferential siting criteria, the preferred alternative remains the best choice. 
This recommendation is further strengthened by the independent, on-the-ground site 
review completed by the Pennsylvania Game Commission. In addition, this was the 
best route to meet Met-Ed's siting guidelines, which is necessary for a utility route 
to be considered feasible. Displacement of residences and/or interference with 
current land uses due to acquisition of easements could be viewed or resolved in 
economic terms; however, both the DOE and YCEP viewed this as a substantial 
negative impact to local residents, and unnecessarily disruptive. In the final 
analysis, the DOE determined that the FCP route was the preferred route, based in 
large part on environmental considerations such as minimal disruption to local 
residents, minimizing loss of wildlife habitat, concerns about potential EMF effects, 
visual impacts, and effect of corridor placement on (the function of) restricted units 
being very important criteria in reaching the decision. 

Information in Chapter 2 of the DEIS centered around the number of residences, 
easement requirements, and visual considerations. This information has been 
expanded to provide more detail on environmental topics, such as the amount of 
influence each alternative route imposes on the Rail/Trail bike route. In addition, 
the potential effects of the proposed electrical interconnection on the use of the bike 
trail are also included in Chapter 4 of the FEIS . 

The effects of use of Game Commission recreational lands have been analyzed in the 
EIS .  There is some loss of habitat related to the placement of the electrical 
interconnection across lands leased by the Game Commission from the Army Corps 
of Engineers . Mitigation of this loss of habitat would be required and is noted in 
Section 4. 1 . 14.5 of the FEIS. 
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DR . S U ELLEN VAN O O T E GH EM : 

S i r , c o u l d  I a s k  y o u  who 

t e s t i f i e d  - - - ?  

TODD PLATT S : 

I t ' s  t h e  r a i l  t r a i l  i n  Y o rk 

C o u n t y , p r o b a b l y  T i m  F u l t o n  - - - we l l ,  I 

t h i nk p r o b a b l y  t h r o u g h  t h e  C o u n t y  

Comm i s s i o n e r s , t h e y  c a n  s u p p l y  e x a c t l y  who 

m i g h t  be a good c o n t a c t  f o r  t h a t . But  t h e  

g e n t l ema n , T i m  Fu l t o n  i s , I t h i n k o n e  o f  

t h e  l e a d i n g o r g a n i z e r s  o f  t h a t  e f f o rt . 

A n d  my u n d e r s t a n d i n g  i t  i s  p l a n n e d , t h e  

f u r t h e r  s t a g e s  a r e  a l o n g  t h a t  r o u t e  t h a t  

y o u ' r e l o ok i n g  a t  u s i n g f o r  t h e  u t i l i t y  

c o r r i d o r . 

Y e s , s i r ?  

B I LL LAW S O N : 

T h a n k  you , M r . P l a t t s . 

TODD P LATTS : 

T h a nk you . 

B I LL LAW S O N : 

A r e  t h e r e  a n y  o t h e r  s p e a k e r s ?  

R I CHARD D A B B : 

I h a v e  a q u e s t i o n . I ' m R i ch a r d  

D a bb , a p h y s i c i a n  i n  t h e  c ommu n i t y . T h e  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO URT R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  
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q u e s t i o n  I h a ve i s  i f  I s p e a k  n o w  c a n  I 

s t i l l  q i v e  a p r e p a r ed s p e e c h  o n  F r i da y ?  

B I LL LAWSON : 

Y e s , s i r .  

R I CHARD DAB B : 

I ' d  l i k e  to s p e a k  a s  a p hy s i c i a n  

a nd a s  a m e m b e r  o f  t h e  commu n i ty , n o t  a s  

my p o s i t i o n n e c e s s a r i l y a s  p r e s i d e n t  o f  

t h e  C o u n t y  M e d i c a l S o c i e t y , I r e v i ewed t h e  

s t a t e m e n t  a n d  we ' ve h o n e s t l y  t r i e d t o  

r e v i e w  a nd l o ok a t  t h i s  e v e r  s i n c e  i t  

e n t e r e d  W e s t  M a n c h e s t e r  Town s h i p . I t h i n k  

o n e  o f  t h e  comm e n t s  t h a t  w a s  m a d e  e a r l i e r 

t h a t  y o u  d i d  n o t  a d eq u a te l y  r e s p o n d  t o , 

w h i c h  w a s  t h e  n a t u r e  i n  wh i c h  t h i s  

r e s e a r ch w a s  c a r r i e d  o u t , i t  n o t  o n l y  wa s 

c a r r i e d  out a h d w a s  r e v i ewed . I t ' s  v e r y  

i n h e r e n t  i n  t h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  a n d  i t ' s  b e en 

v e r y  i nh e r e n t  i n  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h i s  

comm i t t e e  f rom d a y  o n e  t h a t  w e  orqa n i z e d  

o v e r  a y e a r  a n d  a h a l f  aqo , a n d  t h a t  wa s 

t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  n a t u r e  a n d  m e r i t  o f  t h e  

s t u d i e s  a n d  t h e  way t h e y  wou l d  b e  a pp l i e d 

t o  t h i s  co mmu n i ty . 

I f  I c a n  qo b a c k  t o  wh e n  m a n y  o f  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P ORTING S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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Response: Information was both reviewed and specifically generated for 
development of the EIS. The industrial partner developed much of the specific 
information through the use of contractors. In most cases, the statements or scope 
of work for these actions were developed in response to D OE request, input, or 
commentary. 

There are many layers of review of this information: the Industrial Participant, the 
Morgantown Energy Technology Center (a field office of DOE) and EG&G, Inc. 
(its site support contractor), the Army Corps of Engineers and its contractor, 
D ynamac Corporation (who have oversight and review responsibilities for the 
development of the EIS) and DOE, Headquarters, W ashington, D C  (whose review 
team includes three different offices). In addition, much of the information that has 
been generated for use in the EIS has dual use for regulatory purposes. Regulatory 
agencies also review (much of the same) information for sufficiency and accuracy. 
In particular, PAD ER as a regulatory agency has reviewed much of the information 
that has been used as source material in the EIS's section on air quality. 

The development of an EIS tends to have similarities, yet distinct differences, from 
the writing of peer- reviewed journal articles. The main generic difference between 
the two processes is that the development of an EIS relies primarily on information 
gathering and analysis skills, while scientific articles typically rely on information 
synthesis and comparison with existing precepts. The quality assurance and control 
needs for these two processes could be different. 

Chapter 11 of the EIS contains the list of preparers as well as their qualifications. 
This list indicates the years of diverse expertise that have been used for preparation 
of the EIS. 
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my p a t i e n t s  who w e r e  s i t t i n g i n  t h i s  r o om 

w e r e  a c t i n g s omewhat h y s t e r i c a l ,  s h a l l  I 

s a y , a t  t h e  m e e t i n g  a t  W e s t  M a n ch e s t e r . 

And we o f f e r e d  o u r  s e r v i c e s  t o  t ry t c  g i ve 

s om e  o b j e c t i ve d a t a  o r  i n  s o m e  o b j e c t i v e  

l o ok a t  t h i s  work , i n  t e rm s  o f  w h a t  w e  

t h o u g h t  t h e  h e a l th i m p a c t  m i g h t  b e . I 

r e m em b e r  b e i n g  p r e s e n t e d  w i th a v e r y , I 

a p o l o g i z e , f l a s h y  s t u d y  w i t h  t h e  c o mp u t e r  

g e n e r a t ed s l i d e s , wh i ch i n  my m i nd a s  a 

p h y s i c i a n  a n d  s p e c i a l i s t  a n d  p r e v i o u s l y  

p h y s i c a l  c h em i s t . I s o u g h t  n o  a c a d em i c  

c re d i b i l i t y . A n d  t h e n  a y e a r  l a t e r , w e l l ,  

t h i s  s t u d y  wa s n ' t  comp l e t e d  a n d  th e n  w e ' l l 

g i v e  f u r t h e r  d a t a . A n d  t h e n  w e  g o t  

a n o t h e r  s t u d y  to r e v i e w . I m u s t  a d m i t  

s p e n d i n g a p p r o x i m a t e l y  t w o  to f o u r  h o u r s  

p e r  n i ght , o n e  n i gh t  a w e e k  r e v i ew i n g t h i s  

w i th a g r o u p  o f  e i ght o t h e r  s p e c i a l i s t s , I 

do b e l i e v e  we h a d  b e t t e r  t h i n g s  t o  d o  f o r  

t h i s  commu n i t y  t h a n  t o  c o n t i nu e  t o  r e v i ew 

t h i s  d i f f e r e n t  t y p e  o f  d a t a . B u t  I do 

have c o n c e r n s  in  t h e  true a b i l i t y of  o u r  

g o v e r nm e n t a l a g e n c i e s a n d  t h e  s i n c e r i t y  o n  

t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  m e r i t  b a s i s  o f  how t h i s  

S ARA A N N  SARGENT 
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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Response: See the response to Comment D-125/12. 
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d a t a  w a s  g e n e r a t e d  a n d  h ow i t  w a s  a c t u a l l y 

r e v i e w e d  a n d  i n d e e d  d a ta t h a t  wou l d  b e  

g e n e r a t e d  b y  a p r i m a r y  s p o n s o r  o f  s u c h  a 

p r o d u c t  a n d  t h e  p r i m a r y  a u th o r s o f  s u c h  

d a t a  b e  work i n g  f o r  t h e s e  g r o u p s  c a n  h a v e  

t h e  s a m e  k i n d  o f  s c i e nt i f i c  m e r i t  t h a t  w e  

wou l d  w a n t  t o  m a k e  a t r u l y  o b j e c t i v e  d a t a . 

I p l e d g e d  my s e l f  a y e a r  a n d  a h a l f  a g o  t o  

t r y  t o  b e  o b j e c t i v e  a n d  t h e  m o r e  I g o t  

i n t o  t h i s  t h e  l e s s  o b j e c t i v e  I p e r s o n a l l y 

f o u nd m y s e l f  b e i ng b e c a u s e  I f e l t  t ha t , a t  

l e a s t  a s  a p h y s i c i a n  a n d  a s p e c i a l i s t  w i t h  

a n  i nt e r e s t  i n  c a n c e r , w i th a n  i nt e r e s t  i n  

c o ng e n i t a l a n oma l i e s  t h a t  q u i t e  h o n e s t l y 

we w e r e  t a l k i ng a b o u t  t h e  - - - w e  m a d e  a 

s t a t e m e n t  p r e v i o u s l y  t h e s e  t y p e  o f  

h e a r i ng s  t h a t , you  k now , I ' m r ep r e s e n t i ng 

t h e  comm i t t e e  a n d  I ' m n o t  s p e a k i ng i n  

t h o s e  t e r m s  j u s t  f o r  my s e l f ,  I ' m 

r ep r e s e n t i ng t h e  c omm i t t e e  who r e p r e s e n t e d  

6 0 0  p h y s i c i a n s  i n  t h e  c ommu n i ty a nd t h a t  

comm i t t e e  who h a d  r e p r e s e nt e d  6 0 0  

p h y s i c i a n s o f  a t  l e a s t  e a c h  t i m e  w e  

p r e s e n t e d  - - - h a d  p r e s e n t ed t o  u s  h a d  n o t  

b e e n  c o n v i nc e d  by a n y  s t a t em e n t  o r  t h e  

S A R A  ANN SARG ENT 
COURT R EPORT I N G S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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s t r u c t u r e  o f  t h e s e  r e p o r t s , wh i c h  I d o  

b e l i ev e  i t  i s  t h e  o n u s  o f  t h i s  p r o j e c t  t o  

d o  t o  p r o v e  t o  u s  t h a t  t h i s  wou l d  n o t  h a v e  

a n e g a t i ve i m p a c t  o n  o u r  c ommu n i ty ' s  

h e a l th . 

I ' ve s e e n  t h e  r e p o r t ,  I ' v e s ee n  

t h e  s t a t em e n t s  s o  f a r  a n d  I s t i l l  d o  n o t  

b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h i s  organ i z a t i o n  h a s  s h own 

us t h a t  they ' r e not g o i n g  to f u r t h e r  

i m p a c t  on wh a t  w e  b e l i e v e  t o  b e  a n  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l l y impa i r e d  c ommun i ty . I 

went to a m e e t i n g  w i th D r . A r c h e r  

( p h o n e t i c )  a n d  O r . A r c h e r  s ug g e s t e d  t o  m e  

t h a t  w e  wr i t e  t h e  S e c r e t a r y  o f  t h e  

D e p a r tment o f  H e a l th a n d  D r . N o o n a n . And 

I wrote h i m  our c o n c e r n s . Q u i t e  h o n e s t l y , 

i t  w a s  r a t h e r  d i s c o n c e r t i n g  t o  m e  t h a t  

w i t h i n  f o u r  d a y s  o f  w h e n  I w r o t e  t h e  

l e t t e r  I had  a f o u r - p a g e  l et t e r  b a ck . I n  

m y  w i l d e s t  i ma g i n a t i o n I c o u l d n ' t  g e n e r a t e  

t h a t  l e t t e r  i n  t h a t  s p e e d a n d  I d o n ' t  

b e l i e v e  t h a t  a s e r i o u s  c o mm i tt e e  c o u l d  

h a ve u n l e s s  t h e  a n s w e r s  w e r e  a l r e a d y  

wr i t t e n . And t h e  th i n g  t h a t  w a s  

i n t e r e s t i ng t o  m e  i s  t h e  d a t a  w a s  s t i l l  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S ER V I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Information contained in C hapter 4 of the EIS, specifically Section 
4. 1 .2. 1 1  - Health Risk Assessments, indicates that the p roposed project should not 
have a negative impact on human health. In addition, articles received from York 
C ounty's medical societies have been incorporated and analyzed in this revised 
section. The expanded, revised Section 4. 1 .2. 1 1  in the FEIS provides additional 
clarifying information to help ensure a better understanding of the findings presented 
in this section. 
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c o m i ng i n .  

S o  I r e a l l y h a v e  c o n c e r n s  a bout 

t h e  c r e d i b i l i ty o f  t h i s . I d o n ' t  h a v e  a 
I 

c l e a r  s c i ent i f i c op i n i o n . But I a l s o  

d o n ' t  be l i �ve t h a t  we ' r e l o o k i n g  f o c a l l y 

a t  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  commu n i t y . We ' r e  

l o o k i n g  a t j d o e s  t h i s  f u l f i l l  t h e  E P A  

r equ i re m e n t s  a n d  we c l e a r l y  k n o w  w h a t  

H a r v a r d  S i x  s tu d i e s  a n d  o t h e r  s tu d i e s  t h a t  

t h e  E P A  requ i r e m e n t s  i n  m a n y  a r e a s  m a y  n o t  

b e  a p r o t e ct i o n  t o  the h e a l th o f  t h e  

c ommun i t y . T h e y  s h o w  - - - t h a t s tu d y  

s h o w e d  t h a t  mu l t i p l e  c i t i e s  i n  t h i s  

c o u n t r y , t h a t  c i t i e s  t h a t  f u n c t i o n  a t  6 0  

p e rc e n t  o f  E P A  s t a nd a r d s  w h e r e  i t  requ i re d  

p o l l u t i o n  l eve l s  p e o p l e  w e r e  d y i ng a t  a 

h i g h e r  r a t e  th a n  they s h ou l d . 

We k n ow a s  p r a c t i c i ng p hy s i c i a n s  

h a n d s - o n  i n  t h i s  c ommu n i t y  t h a t  w e  h a v e  

m a n y  a s thma t i c  c h i l d r e n , e xt r e m e l y  

r e c a l c i tr a nt c o m p a r e d  t o  o t h e r  c e n t er s . 

We ' ve h a d  P r o f e s s o r  M e r i t u s  o f  C h i l d ' s  

H e a l t h  ( ph o n e t i c )  a nd s p e c i a l i s t  f r o m  

P e d i a t r i c  A l l ergy t e l l  u s  t h e  o n l y  t r u l y  

r e c a l c i t r a n t  a sthm a t i c s  t h a t  h e  h a d  i n  h i s  

SARA ANN SARG E N T  
COURT � E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-125/12. 

Response: DOE has reviewed the health effects and/or epidemiological literature 
supplied through the York County Osteopathic Medical Society, the York County 
Medical Society, and the EPA (Region 3), including the Harvard Six City study. 
This information generally indicates that there is a positive relationship between 
increases in air pollution levels and increases in mortality levels . In particular, this 
association was found to be more prevalent and/or statistically robust for total 
suspended particulates and/or particulate matter (PM10), rather than other pollutants 
such as sulfur dioxide (S07). In addition, there seems to be enough information to 
indicate that the effects of particulates tend to be acute in nature . 

Chapter 4. 1 .2. 1 1 , Health Risk Assessments, has been rewritten to reflect the 
summarization of these articles and the effect of the information on the health effects 
analysis. Two tables have been incorporated into this section which reflect the new 
information (Tables 4. 1-17 and Table 4. 1 -18). The most pertinent information 
criteria from these articles for application to assessing population risk to the 
proposed Cogeneration Facility were: dose-response curves (concentration of 
pollutant versus observed effect) and threshold pollutant concentrations in the 
ambient environment (the lowest concentration for which an effect was observed) . 

Even with this new information, the contribution of the highest modeled 24-hr 
particulate matter (PM10) Concentration (above background levels) due solely to the 
proposed project would be - 1 p.g/m3, which is - 0.7 percent of the 24-hour 
National Ambient Air Quality Standard. The effect of this increment on mortality 
would probably not be easily measurable or discernible based on the concentration 
levels referenced in the epidemiological studies provided to DOE for review. The 
highest cumulative ground level concentration of particulate matter (proposed project 
+ background) would be approximately 60 percent of the 24-hour standard. It 
should be noted that these analyses did not incorporate the reduction in particle 
loadings attributed to the curtailment of P. H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler 
No. 4 (based on analysis of permitted levels), since there should theoretically be a 
net improvement in air quality due to particle removal from the York air basin. 

Response: DOE has reviewed all relevant health data submitted to it. While 
comments such as this one suggest a reason for ·  concern, the Department can find 
no health data on which to base a conclusion that the population in York County is 
at a higher risk of respiratory problems than either the state or national populations 
at large. 
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p r a c t i c e c a m e  down t h e  r o a d  f r om Y o r k . 
I W h y ?  W e  h a v e  a d i r t y  c ommu n i ty . W e  h a v e  

a n  i nd u s t r �a l l y d i r t y  commu n i ty . I ' ve 

b e e n  a c c u srd o f  b e i n g a n t i - bu s i n e s s , I ' m 

v e r y  p r o - bfs i n e s s . W e  d o n ' t  wo r k  e i th e r  

i f  t h e  b u s  n e s s  i n  Y o r k  i s n ' t  v i a b l e .  W e  

d o n ' t  w o r k  e i t h e r . W e  d o n ' t  c o l l e c t  f e e s  

e i th e r  i f  t h e  p i p e f i t t e r s  a r e n ' t  w o rk i ng . 

B u t  I t h i nk we h a v e  t o  l o o k  a t  t h e  l o ng 

term i m p a c t , 4 5  p e r c e n t  o f  o u r  commu n i t i e s  

a r e  a g r i cu l t u r a l a nd w e  d o n ' t  e v e n  h a v e  a 

c l e a r  s t a t e m e n t  o r  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  o f  what  

t h e  h e avy m e t a l d e p o s i t i o n  in  t h i s  r e g i on 

a n d  a v e r y  h e a v i l y a gr i cu l t u r a l d a i r y  

f a r m i n g  r e g i o n  i s  g o i n g t o  d o  t h e  f o o d  

c h a i n  i n  th i s  a r e a  b e c a u s e  a s  we k now t h i s  

i s  e x p e r i m e n t a l i n  t e r m s  o f  t h e  m a g n i t u d e  

o f  t h i s  p ro j e c t . I ' m s t i l l  v e r y  

u n c o m f o r t a b l e  a s  a n  i nd i v i du a l .  A n d  y o u  

h av e  k n own - - - a n d  s om e o n e  who ' s  l o o k e d  a t  

t h i s  v e r y  s e r i o u s l y  h a v e  a n  i m p r o v e m e n t  t o  

m a k e . 

I s a t  two d a y s  a g o  a n d  t o l d  o n e  

o f  my b e s t  f r i e n d ' s  who i s  - - - b e c a m e  m y  

f r i e n d  a s  a m a j o r  b u r n  p a t i e n t 1 2  y e a r s  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G  S E RVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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In its Breath in Danger II report, the American Lung Association (ALA) identified 
populations which are at higher risk of lung disease because these populations live 
in areas which are in nonattainment of National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) for at least one of the six criteria pollutants . Populations deemed "at
risk" by the ALA include pre-adolescent children, the elderly (age 65 or older), 
pediatric asthmatics, adult asthmatics, and those suffering from Chronic Obstructive 
Pulmonary Disease (COPD). With respect to York County, these respective 
populations (as reported by the ALA) are: 

pre-adolescents: 
the elderly: 
pediatric asthmatics : 
adult asthmatics: 
COPD: 

64,755 
44,443 
4,738 
9,338 
1 9,38 1 .  

The data provided by the ALA indicated that 66 percent of the U.S .  population is 
" at-risk" . York County is in a nonattainment area for only one criteria pollutant 
(ozone) and nonattainment is only marginal . Thus, it does not appear that the York 
County population would be at greater risk than other populations cited in the ALA 
report. 

This information has been added to Section 3 . 1 .6. 1 of the FEIS. 

Response: The Human Health Risk Assessment (Environ, 1994b) conducted for the 
proposed project estimated the concentrations of heavy metals and other potentially 
hazardous substances that would be expected to occur in agricultural products 
(vegetables, milk, beef) as a result of the proposed Cogeneration Facility. The 
effects of these concentrations in agricultural products on human health are 
summarized in Tables 4. 1-20, 4. 1 -2 1 ,  and 4. 1-23 in the EIS . 

The uptake of metals in vegetables considered uptake through both leaves and roots 
based on the atmospheric deposition of metals at the point of maximum modeled air 
concentrations. The estimated mercury concentration in leafy vegetables resulting 
from the proposed facility would be 8.3 x 1()4 micrograms per gram. This is less 
than 1 part per billion. The maximum concentration of lead in leafy vegetables 
would be expected to be 9.5 x 1<t6 micrograms per gram. This is approximately 10 
parts per trillion. Concentrations of other heavy metals were also assessed in a 
similar manner. 

DEC-271 
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1 3 1  
I a g o , w o r k i n g  o n  a p r o j e c t  l i k e  t h i s ,  h e  

w a s  g o i ng t o  d i e  o f  m a l i g n a nt m e l a noma , a n  

e n v i r o nm e nta l c a u s e d  s k i n  c a n c e r . O n e  i n  

8 0  Ame r i c a n s  b y  t h e  y e a r  2 0 0 0  a r e  g o i ng t o  

s u c cumb t o  ma l i g n a n t  m e l a n om a , o n e  i n  8 0  

o f  s k i n  c a n c e r . I f  t h e y  m o v e  t o  P a t o g o n i a  

w h e r e  w e ' ve l o s t  t h e  o z o n e  l a y e r , a n d  s h e  

wou l d  h a v e  c a t a r a c t s , a l l  f i v e  y e a r  o l d s  

h a v e  t o  w e a r  s u n g l a s s e s  t o  a v o i d  g e t t i ng 

c a t a r a c t s . I n c i d e n t s  o f  s k i n  c a n c e r  i s  

p r o b a b l y , I d o n ' t  k n o w  w h a t  t h e  e xa c t  

n u m b e r  i s , b u t  i t ' s  s o  c om m o n  i t ' s  

s t a g g e r i ng . I d o n ' t  u n d e r s t a n d  o u r  l a c k  

o f  p e r c e p t i o n . 

T h e  v e r y  f i r s t  m e e t i n g i n  W e s t  

M a n c h e s t e r  Tow n s h i p  I a s k e d  t h e  p a n e l 

w h e t h e r  t h e y  r e a d  a b o o k  by L e o n a r d  S l a n e  

( p h o n e t i c ) , c o - a r t  i n  p h y s i c s . I d on ' t  

k now i f  y o u  r e m e m b e r  t h a t  o r  n o t , y ou 

p r o b a b l y  d o n ' t .  L e o n a r d  S l a n e  i s  a v e r y  

i n t e r e s t i ng m a n , h e ' s  a g e n e r a l s u r g e o n  

a nd h e ' s  a n  a r t i s t  a n d  a l s o  h a s  a n  av i d  

i nt e r e s t  i n  p h y s i c s . And  h e  w r o t e  a 

f a s c i n a t i n g  b o o k  w h i c h  d o c u m e n t e d  c l e a r l y  

t h a t  t w o  t o  t h r e e  y e a r s  p r i o r t o  e v e r y  

S A R A  ANN SARG ENT 
COURT R E PORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

The expected concentration of heavy metals in beef and milk were estimated using 
biotransfer factors recommended by the EPA in their guidance documents . The 
expected concentrations of heavy metals in beef and milk which would be expected 
to result from the proposed project were included in the Human Health Risk 
Assessment. The maximum expected mercury concentration in beef resulting from 
the proposed project would be expected to be 6.5 x 10·2 milligrams per kilogram. 
This is less than 10  parts in 100 million. The maximum mercury concentration in 
milk resulting from the proposed project would be expected to be 1 .5 x 104 
milligrams per kilogram. This is less than 1 part per billion. Expected 
concentrations of lead in beef and milk resulting from the proposed project would 
be 6.2 X 10"6 milligrams per kilogram and 6.5 X 1 0"6 milligrams per kilogram, 
respectively .  Both of these concentrations are less than 10  parts per trillion. 

DEC-273 
May 1995 
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e xp r e s s ed h a t  i n  h i s  p a i n t i n g  o r  w o r k  o f  

a rt o r  p t u r e . I f  y o u  l o o k  a t  c u b i sm 

t h e o r y  C b r i s t  o n  t h e  c r u c i f i x ,  cub i sm 

t d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h e  f ou r t h  

p o we r , m a t  emat i c a l l y ,  i t  w a s  d o n e  t w o  

y e a r s  b e f o  e i t  w a s  d e s c r i be d  

m a t h em a t i c a l l y . Y o u  c a n  g o  t h r o u g h  

m u l t i p l e  t h i n g s . But  t h e  p o i n t  I w a n t  t o  

m a k e  i s , i n  t h i s  comm u n i t y  t h e  p h y s i c i a n s  

a r e  t h e  a r t i s t s i n  t e rms o f  t a k i n g c a r e  o f  

p e o p l e . W e  s t i l l  c a r e  a b o u t  o u r  p e op l e  

h e r e . W e  s t i l l  c a r e  a b o u t  t h e  p o p u l a t i on 

h e r e . W e ' r e n o t  - - - m a y b e  i t ' s  h u n g  u p  i n  

n u m b e r s  t h a t  i s  a s s i g n e d  u s  l i k e  f r om a n  

I H .  B u t  w e  d o  h a v e  a p u l s e  i n  o u r  

commu n i ty , w e  a r e  v e r y  w o r r i ed a b o u t  o u r  

c ommun i t y . And  I t h i nk q u i t e  h o n e s t l y  w e  

k n o w  b e t t e r  t h a n  d o  numbe r s  a n d  I t h i nY. w e  

k n o w  b e t t e r  t h a n  D r . N o o n a n  i n  H a r r i s b u rg . 

And  I d o n ' t  t h i nk t h e  n u m b e r s  s p e a k  w h a t ' s  

g o i n g o n  h e r e . And  y o u  h a v en ' t  p r ov e n  t o  

m e  t h a t  t h i s  i s n ' t  g o i n g  t o  m a k e  m a t t e r s  

w o r s e . And  we w i l l  h o p e f u l l y ,  t h e  m e d i c a l  

s o c i e t y  w i l l  g i v e  a f o rm a l s t a t em e n t , t h i s  

S ARA ANN S A R G E N T  
C O URT R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The EIS was based on numerous source reports with very specific 
information contained in each report. DOE attempted to utilize quantitative analyses 
whenever possible to describe a situation or impact. If the numbers provided did 
not describe the situation or impact accurately to the commenter, then specific 
comments are required to reanalyze the specific numbers in question. 

Depending on the specific topic, there are both positive and negative aspects 
associated with the proposed Cogeneration Facility. It is not expected nor has it 
been portrayed that the proposed facility would make matters entirely better or 
worse. 

bEC-275 
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1 3 3  

i s  a p e r s o n a l s t a t e m e n t , i t ' s  n o t  f ro m  t h e  

m e d i c a l  s o  i e t y . 

u t  I t h i nk t h o s e  p hy s i c i a n s  i n  

t h i s  commu i t y  a nd I t h i n k  t h e  m a j o r i ty o f  

t h e  6 0 0  p h  s i c i a n s  i n  t h i s  commu n i t y  a r e  

c o n c e r n e d , s o m e  o f  t h e m  h a v e  e x p r e s s e d  

t h e y  d o n ' t  f e e l  l i k e  a n y  o t h e r  g r o u p . B u t  

w e  h a v e  a c om m i t t e e  o f  s p e c i a l i s t s , 

g a s t r o e n t e ro l o g i s t s , p u l m o n a r y  

s p e c i a l i s t s , c o mm u n i c a t i n g c r ew , t h e  

Ame r i c a n  L u n g  A s s o c i a t i o n , l o o k i n g a t  o u r  

o w n  n u m b e r s , l o o k i n g a t  o u r  own p a t i e n t  

popu l a t i o n s . A l l  I k n o w  i s  e v e r y o n e  o n  

t h a t  c omm i t t e e  i s  s c a r e d  t o  d e a t h  o f  what  

t h i s  m a y  do a n d  w e  d o n ' t  a c c ep t  i t . 

W h a t  I w i s h  y o u  w e r e  d o i n g  u p  

h e r e  i s  c o m i n g  i n  a n d  p i ck i ng a p a r t  t h i s  

c o mm u n i t y  a n d  c l e a n i n g  i t  u p  r a t h e r  t h a n  

m a k i n g  i t  d i rty . I t h i n k t h a t ' s  y o u r  

r e s p o n s i b i l i ty a s  o u r  r ep r e s e n t a t i v e s  a n d  

g o v e r n m e n t . 

A n d  w h a t  m a k e s  t h i s  s o  d e s i r a b l e  

a n d s o  p o t e n t  t h a t  w e  c a n  r e a l l y a dv a n c e  

e c o n om i c a l l y o n  a n  i n d u s t r i a l  b a s e  t h a t ' s  

r e a l i s t i c  w h e r e  o u r  k i d s  m a y  s t i l l  b e  a b l e  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Please see the response to Comment D-85/23. 
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t o  l i v e  h e  e ,  I t r u l y  p r e d i c t  t h a t  t h ey ' l l  

b e  mu l t i p l �  f am i l i e s  w i t h  a s th m a t i c  

c h i l d r e n  t a t  w i l l  l e a v e  t o w n , who ' l l n e e d  

t o . I t r u  y b e l i e v e , a g a i n ,  t h i s  i s  a 

p e r s o n a l  o � i n i o n  a n d  I b e l i e v e  h e r e  t o o , I 

t r u l y  b e l i � v e  t h a t  t h e  s t r e e t s  - - - l i k e  I 

h a v e  o n e  p � t i e n t  o n  w h e r e  3 7  p e r c e nt o f  

t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  h a s  s o f t  t i s s u e  c a n c e r s  

w i l l  i n c r e a s e . T h e  E PA ' s  r e s p o n s e  t o  � n e  

w o m a n  o n  t h a t  s t r e e t , by t h e  w a y , wh e n  I 

a s k e d  h e r  t o  c a l l  a n d  s e e  w h a t  t h e  s ta tu s  

o f  h e r  g r o u n d w a t e r  w a s , y e s , w e  h a ve h e a vy 

m et a l s  i n  w a t e r , b u t  d o n ' t  w o r r y  d e a r , i f  

y o u ' ve l i ve d  h e r e  2 0  y e a r s , m o r e  t h a n  2 0  

y e a r s  i t  d o e s n ' t  m a t t e r  a nd t h e y ' v e a l l  

l i ve d  t h e r e  m o r e  t h a n  2 5  y e a r s . M o s t  o f  

t h a t  s t r e e t  i s  d ow n  f r om t h e  p r e s e n t  

i n c i n e r a t or . 

S o  I t h i nk y o u  c a n  d o  a n  aw f u l  

l o t  w i t h  t h e  d a t a , a w f u l  l o t  w i t h  h o w  m a n y  

h u n d r e d  p a g e s  w e  h a v e  h e r e . A n d  w e ' v e 

l o oked a t  i t , w e ' ve r e v i ew e d  i t , I ' ve 

r e v i ew e d  i t  a n d  y o u  h a v e n ' t  c o nv i n c e d  u s . 

And  I a l s o  t h i nk t h e  e x i s t i n g  p r o b l e m s  w e  

h a v e , l i k e  t h e  p er s i s t e n t  d i o x i n  wa r n i ng 
2 

5 1 L---------------------------------------------------� 

UEC-278 
May 1995 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
C O U RT R E PORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I 

Volwne ll 



D-134/24 

KEYWORDS: 
Dioxin 
Water quality 

Volwne ll 

Final Enviromnental hnpact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-266/9. 
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o n  c o r d o r u s  c r e e k , i s  u n a c c ep t a b l e . How 

can y o u  p o s s i b l y  b r i n g  an a dd i t i o na l 

s t r u c t u r e  i n  u n t i l  w e  r e s o l ve t h e  e x i s t i ng 

p r o b l em s  t h a t  a r e  h e r e ?  Re s o l ve t h o s e  a n d  

t h e n  w e  m i ght l i s t e n  t o  a l t e r n a t i ve s  but I 

d o n ' t  s e e  a ny o f  th i s  r e s o l v i n g  t h a t  

p r o b l em . So  I j u s t  - - - a n d  f r o m  w h a t  

w e ' ve u n d e r s t o o d  i t  wou l d  m a k e  i t  w o r s e . 

T h e r e  a r e  t h i ng s  t h a t  h a v e  b e e n  b l a t a nt l y  

i g n o r e d . What  I f e l t  wa s g o o d , emp l o y e e s  

t h a t  w o r k e d  f o r  t h em , a l o t  o f  t h em a r e  m y  

p a t i e n t s  a n d  t h e y ' r e g r e a t  p e o p l e  a nd t h e y  

w o r k e d  h a r d a nd t h e  c om p a n y  d o e s  v e r y  w e l l  

b y  t h em . A n d  I t h i nk t h e y  h a v e  a s i n c e r e  

c o n c e r n , b u t  I d o  n o t  b e l i e v e  i n  t h i s  

p a r t i c u l a r i s s u e  i t ' s r e a l i s t i c  f o r  t h e  

c ommu n i t y a s  a wh o l e . 

B I LL LAWSON : 

T h a n k  y o u , D r . D a b b . I s  t h e r e  

a ny o n e  e l s e  t h a t  w i s h e s  t o  s p e a k ?  Y e s , 

s i r ?  

D I C K CLARK : 

Ag a i n ,  my n a m e  i s  D i c k  C l a rk a n d  

I wo u l d  l i k e  t o  f o l l ow u p  a nd I a p p r e c i a t e  

t h e  opportu n i t y  t o  f o l l ow u p  o n  s om e  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
COURT R E PORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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t h i n g s . I n  t h e  E I S  t h e r e  i s  a r e f e r e n c e  

m a d e  a n  i nd e p e n d e n t  s t u d y  t h a t  t h e  D O E  d i d  

o n  t h e  n e e d  f o r  e l e c t r i c i t y  a n d  I wou l d  

l i k e  t o  a s k  f o r  a c o p y  o f  t h a t . W i t h  

r e g a r d  t o  f o l l o w i n g  u p  o n  t h e  D r a f t  E I S  I 

wou l d  r e i t e r a t e  w h a t  R e p r e s e n t a t i ve P l a t t s  

h a s  m e n t i o n e d  r e l a t i v e  t o  t h e  

c o n s i d e r a t i on ,  a d e q u a t e  c o n s i d e r a t i on o f  

a l t e r n a t e  c o r r i d o r s  f o r  t h e  t r a n s m i s s i on 

l i n e s . 

W i t h  r e g a rd t o  f e a s i b i l i ty o f  

u s i ng t h e  w a s t e  w a t e r  a s  a c o o l a n t , h a v e  

t h e r e  b e e n  - - - h a s  t h i s  b e e n  d o n e  b e f o r e  

o r  i s  t h i s  s o me t h i n g n e w ?  T h a t  w a s  a 

q u e s t i o n . W i t h r e g a rd t o  t h e  u s e  o f  t h e  

w a s t e  w a t e r  f o r  t h e  c o o l a n t  p r o c e s s .  

DR . S U E L L E N  VAN OOT EGHEM : 

What w e  w i l l  d o  i s  we w i l l  

r e s p o n d  t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  r a t h e r  t h a n  j u s t  

e x t emp o r a n e o u s l y  g i v i n g  y o u  a r e sp o n s e  a n d  

t h e n  

D I CK C LA R K : 

S o  y o u  p u t  i t  i n  t h e  r e c o r d  a n d  

t h e n  I ' l l g e t  a r e s p o n s e  l a t e r . 

QR . S U ELLEN VAN OOTEGHEM : 

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
Need for power 

D-136/4 

KEYWORDS: 
Routes 
Utility corridor 

D-136/11 

KEYWORDS: 
Cooling tower 
Wastewater 

Volwne II 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: The results of this independent analysis by DOE are included in 
Appendix K of the FEIS . This analysis has also been provided directly to the 
commenter. 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-122/2. 

Response: At least one other facility, the Cedar Bay Cogeneration Plant, is known 
to use wastewater effluent from a paper mill for its cooling tower make-up. 
Furthermore, as described in the Wastewater Reuse Feasibility Study, York County 
Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) conducted a pilot plant study and laboratory studies 
to assess the suitability of P. H.  Glatfelter Company's secondary effluent as 
recirculation water in the cooling tower and to determine if additional treatment 
would be needed before reusing the wastewater. A technical analysis was also 
conducted to determine the expected impacts of wastewater reuse to in-stream water 
quality of Codorus Creek. Please also see Section 4. 1 .4.2.5. of the EIS . 
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I f  y o u  w o u l d  we ' d  a p p r e c i at e  i t .  

D I CK CLARK : 

O k a y . T h a n k  y o u . W i th r e g a r d  

t o  s ome t h i ng t h a t  w a s  o m i t t e d  i n  t h e  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  D r a f t  E I S ,  a b s o l u t e l y  

n o th i ng w a s  s a i d  a bo u t  t h e  i n d e p e nd e n t  

t a s k  f o r c e  r e p o r t  t h a t  w a s  p r o d u c e d  by t h e  

Y o rk f o r  the Y o rk A r e a  C h a m b e r  o f  

C o m m e rc e . Th i s  i s  k n o w n  c o mmo n l y  a s  t h e  

O u t  o f  L a b o r  C o u r t , I O S U E , a n d  I f e e l  t h a t  

t h a t  n e e d s  t o  b e  a d d r e s s e d  i n  t h e  f i na l  

s t a t e m e n t . C o m m e n t  w a s  m a d e  e a r l i e r  a bo u t  

t h e  t w o  f o r  o n e  t r a d e - o f f s  i n  t e r m s  o f  

a u t o  em i s s i o n s  a n d  th a t  w a s  c a l l ed f o r  i n  

t h e  I O S U E  r e p o r t  t h a t  t h a t  r e p o r t  w a s  

t o t a l l y a d m i t t e d  f r o m  t h e  D r a f t  E I S .  

W i th r e g a rd t o  t h e  e c o n o m i c s  o f  

t h e  e l e c t r i c i t y w o u l d  l i k e  t o  s e e  t h a t  

a d d r e s s e d , I t h i n k  i t ' s  m o s t  a p p r o p r i a t e  

u n d e r  the s o c i o e c o n o m i c  a s p e c t s . 

B e i ng m o r e  s p e c i f i c a d d r e s s i ng 

t h e  qu e s t i o n  o f  w h e t h e r  i f  th i s  p r o p o s e d  

p r o j e c t  i s  bu i l t ,  w h e t h e r  t h e  M e t - E d  r a t e  

p a y e r s  a r e  a p t  t o  g e t  a s  g o o d  a d e a l f rom 

th i s  p l a n  wh i c h Rep r e s e n t a t i ve P l a t t s  

SARA A N N  S ARG ENT 
COURT R EPORT I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
Iosue Report 

D-137117 

KEYWORDS: 
Electric utility rates 
Energy economics 

Volwne D 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The "Recommendation Made to the York Area Chamber of Commerce 
on the Construction of a Cogeneration Plant by Air Products by the Independent 
Task Force to Study the Proposal , "  commonly known as the Iosue Report after the 
name of its principal author, is not a binding document to which DOE, York County 
Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) (Air Products), or any other organization, 
governmental agency, or corporation must adhere. It is a recommendation to the 
York Area Chamber of Commerce on the terms by which the Chamber should 
support construction of the proposed facility. The Iosue Report focuses on extra
governmental "environmental tariff[s], a set of conditions that must be met by Air 
Products . . .  " for Chamber approval . While these environmental tariffs are well
intentioned, and if enforced, may produce "a discernable improvement in the area's 
environment, " as the task force hopes, DOE cannot make adoption of these tariffs 
a condition of funding the proposed project (unless it is decided by DOE that an 
adverse impact requires mitigation of the kind presented in this report). That the 
Iosue Report's recommendations admittedly exceed "governmental standards [that] 
are the . . .  minimum threshold conditions, " is precisely why DOE cannot enforce 
these tariffs. On the other hand, DOE has accepted the report as public testimony 
as part of the scoping process. Thus, while specific recommendations cannot be 
adopted, the issues (e.g.,  water quality, air quality) raised by the Iosue Report were 
incorporated into the Implementation Plan for the EIS . Therefore, while the Iosue 
Report is not specifically referenced by name, the concerns of the task force as 
conveyed by the report have been addressed in the EIS . 

It should be noted, however, that in the December 1994 issue of News & Views, 
the York Area Chamber of Commerce stated: 

"A large number majority of the Chamber's members support the project and the 
Chamber believes the planned construction of the $380 millionfadlity complies with 
the findings of an independent task force appointed by the Chamber in 1992. " 

Response: Section 4. 1 . 12.3 on utilities (under Public Services) in the FEIS has been 
modified to describe, in general terms, the expected effect of the proposed project 
on the economics of electricity or electric rates . The principal reason the discussion 
must be general in nature is that it is extremely difficult, if not impossible, to 
accurately predict the future effect of a proposed project on local electric utility rates 
in any specific area. Rapidly changing externalities, such as future energy market 
supply and demand conditions throughout the grid, prices of various fuels, 
inexpensive hydropower from Canada entering the northeastern United States, and 
the like, could all have an influence, and would be needed for a definitive analysis 
of future electric rates. An attempt to make such predictions would be outside the 
scope of this EIS . The Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (PUC) has 
jurisdiction to ensure that Met-Ed's residential electric utility rates are in the public 
interest. DOE has reviewed the PUC's decision in which the York project was 
approved, and the Department finds that decision to be reasonable. 

DEC-285 
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m e n t i o n e d  e a r l i e r  t o t a l l y c i r c u m v e n t e d  a 

c o mp e t i t i ve p r o c u r e m e n t , p r o g r a m  t h a t  w a s  

b e f o r e  t h e  P U C , o r  c o u l d  t h e y  d o  b e t t e r  by 

both p u r ch a s i n g  i t , s a y , in  the o p e n  

m a r k e t . 

D r . V a n  O o t e g h e m  m i gh t  r emember 

i n  a l e t t e r  that  you had  a d d r e s s e d 

r e l a t i ve t o  a s u f f i c i e n c y  r e v i e w  o f  t h e  

E I V  f o r  W e s t  M a n c h e s t e r , y o u  h a d  i n d i c a t e d  

t h a t  w i th r e g a rd t o  t h e  w e a t h e r  b e i n g  

c o l l e c t e d  w e a t h e r  d a t a  w a s  b e i n g u s e d  

f r om a r e m o t e  f a c i l i t y  r e l a t i ve t o  t h e  

W e s t  M a n c h e s t e r  a n d  we h a ve t h e  s am e  

t h i n g , y o u  h a d  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  

p r o b a b l y  w a s  n o t  a d e q u a t e , wou l d  l i k e  t o  

s e e  a comp a r i s o n  m a d e  b e t w e e n  t h e , p e r h a p s  

o n l y  a c o u p l e  o f  w e e k s  o f  t h e  w e a t h e r  

e x i s t s  a t  t h e  p r o p o s e d  s i t e  a s  c o m p a r e d  t o  

H a r r i s b u rg or D u l l e s A i r p o r t , t h e r e  i s  

o t h e r  p l a c e s  w h e r e  t h e  w e a t h e r  d a t a  h a s  

b e e n  t a k e n . T h a n k  you v e r y  m u c h . 

B I L L LAW S O N : 

T h a n k  y o u . I s  t h e r e  a n y o n e  e l s e  

t h a t  wou l d  l i k e  t o  m a k e  a c omme n t ?  I s  

t h e r e  a n y o n e  e l s e  b e f o r e  I g i ve Mr . K l u n k  

S A R A  A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO URT R E P O RT I N G  S ER V I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

(continued) 
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KEYWORDS: 
Energy economics 
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D-138/6 

KEYWORDS: 
Air modeling 
Meteorological data 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-137/17, D-1 19/1 1 ,  and D-83/5. 
The Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, which approved the power purchase 
agreement for the proposed project, has the mandate to look out for the consumers' 
interest with respect to electric utility rates . 

Questions relative to the competitiveness of the power purchase agreement process 
are not part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process . DOE notes 
the wholesale price for electricity has gone down since the York County Energy 
Partners, L.P. (YCEP) contract was signed. 

Response: As discussed in responses to Comments D-62/8, D-154/17, and D-
155/1 1 ,  the upper air and ground-level meteorological data used for modeling were 
determined to be appropriate. 
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1 3 9  

h i s  t h i rd t i m e ?  M r . K l u n k ?  

MR . KLUNK : :  

T h a n k s  v e r y  m u c h  f o r  l e t t i n g  m e  

g e t  u p  h e r e  a g a i n . 

B I LL LAW S O N : 

Y e s , s i r .  

MR . KLUNK : :  

Y C E P s  e x t e n s i v e  s i t e s e a r c h  

l a s t i n g m o r e  t h a n  o n e  - - - I w a n t  t o  h a ve 

t h i s  i n  the  r e c o rd , l a s t i n g m o r e  t h a n  o n e  

a n d  a h a l f  y e a r s  b e g a n  i n  e a r l y  1 9 9 0 ,  i t  

i s  d e s c r i b e d  i n  t h e  D r a f t  E I S  a s  r e s u l t i ng 

f r o m a M e t - Ed p o w e r  g e n e r a t i o n  

s o l i c i t a t i o n . D u r i n g t h a t  t im e  p e r i o d the 

C i ty of T a l l a h a s s e e  was t o  b e  the 

r e c i p i e n t  of t h e  c o o p e r a t i ve a g r e e m e n t . 

Wa s A i r  P r o d u c t s  a n d  C h e m i c a l s  s e a r c h i n g  

f o r  a s i t e t o  b u i l d a c o g e n e r a t i o n 

f a c i l i t y w i th o u t  a n y  F e d e r a l m o n i e s  b e i n g  

i n v o l v e d ?  M a y  w e  a s s u m e  t h e n , t h a t  B r a d  

H a h n  o f  Y C E P  w a s  c o r r e c t  w h e n  h e  s t a t e d  

t h i s  p r o j e c t  w o u l d  g o  f o r w a rd w i t h ou t  t h e  

$ 7 5  m i l l i o n ?  

O u r  g r o u p  h a s a s k e d  d u r i ng t h e  

s e e p ing p e r i o d  a nd o n c e  a g a i n  wh e n  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O URT R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Volume D 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the responses to Comments W-MK-12/21d and D-42/17. 

Based on conversations between DOE and York County Energy Partners, L.P. 
(YCEP), the proposed circulating fluidized bed (CFB) cogeneration project at the 
North Codorus site would not proceed without the $75 million from DOE. Air 
Products can pursue in the future other cogeneration options without DOE 
involvement. However, due to diminished economic incentives (to offset 
technological risk), the project is not expected to proceed with the proposed 
technology at the proposed site with the existing industrial partner without the $75 
million of DOE funds. 

Response: Generally speaking, the impacts resulting from the use of "commodity"
type resources are not included in an EIS as a connected action, if the proposed 
project would not have an appreciable effect on the operation of an industry in 
general (e.g. , coal mining) or on the specific and/or exclusive operation of a known 
operator included in that industry (e.g. ,  a specific coal mine) . According to 40 CFR 
1508.25, actions are connected if they: 1 )  automatically trigger other actions which 
may require environmental impact statements; 2) cannot or will not proceed unless 
other actions are taken previously or simultaneously, and 3) are interdependent parts 
of a larger action and depend on the larger action for their justification. Using this 
definition, the effects of coal mining would not be deemed a connected action due 
largely to the lack of dependence on the "larger action" for their justification. 

For the proposed project, it is anticipated that actual coal consumption would be 
roughly 800,000 tons/year. This represents approximately 6 percent of the 1 3  
million tons/year of coal currently mined from CONSOL's Bailey/Enlow mines 
(which comprise the largest mining operation in Pennsylvania) and 0.08 percent of 
the 1 billion tons/year of coal mined domestically. It should be noted that with 
respect to the Bailey/Enlow mine, there are a number of existing coal customers 
which purchase far more coal from the mine than would York County Energy 
Partners, L.P. (YCEP). Additionally, it is probable that some portion of the YCEP 
coal requirement would be procured from a secondary source, reducing YCEP 
demand from the Bailey/Enlow operation to less than 800,000 tons/year. Thus, the 
Bailey/Enlow mine would not depend on the proposed project to justify its existence. 

On an industry basis, roughly 474 billion tons are currently recognized as the "U.S.  
Demonstrated Coal Reserve Base. " Of this, 265 billion tons are considered 
"recoverable. " It is important to note that all of the coal consumed by the YCEP 
facility in its 25-year life would represent only 0.0075 percent of current recoverable 
U.S.  reserves. Thus, the proposed project would not have an appreciable effect on 
the industry as a whole. 

Nonetheless, the commenter indicated correctly that the DEIS inconsistently treated 
the effects of mining operations which have been deemed as being non-connected. 
For this reason, the information related to the 424 jobs being created due to mining 
operations (Section 4. 1 . 12) has been removed. 

DEC-289 
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c omment i ng o n  the  i m p l e m e n t a t i o n p l a n  t h a t  

p o l l u t i o n  r e s u l t i ng f r om m i n i ng a n d  

w a s h i ng t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  o f  n e a r l y  o n e  

m i l l i o n  t o n s  o f  c o a l p e r  y e a r  f r o m  t h e  2 5  

y e a r s  b e  i n c l u d e d  i n  the  E I S . I f  D O E  c a n  

c i t e  t h e  s tu d i e s  s t a t i ng t h a t , q u o t e , a n  

i nd i r e c t , p o s i t i v e  i m p a c t  f o r  t h i s  p r o j e c t  

w o u l d  be r e a l i z e d i n  t h e  c o a l p r o d u ct i o n  

i n d u s t r y  a s  a r e s u l t  o f  4 2 4  j o b s  b e i ng 

p r o v i d e d  a n n u a l l y t h r o u g h o u t  the  2 5  y e a r  

l e ngth s p a n  o f  t h e  p r o j e ct . T h e n  w e  

c e r t a i n l y e s t i ma t e  t h e  r e s o u r c e s  comm i t t e d  

t o  the  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  o f  the  c o a l ,  

l i m e s t o n e  a n d  a s h  by - p r o d u c t  a nd t h e  

c o n s t a n t  p o l l u t i o n  o f  t h e s e  a c t i v i t i e s , 

i n c l u d i n g the  m i n i ng a n d  the  c l e a n i n g o f  

t h e  c o a l . I t  i s  i nt e r e s t i ng t o  n o t e  t h a t  

i n  a l e t t e r  f r o m  H e a t h e r  H a rv e y  o f  t h e  

A l l e g h e n y  N a t i o n a l  F o r e s t  t o  D O E  wh i c h w a s  

i n c l u d e d  i n  the  a g e n c y  c o o r d i n a t i o n 

s e c t i o n  o f  t h e  D r a f t  E I S , s h e  e xp r e s s e s  a 

s i m i l a r d e s i r e . S h e  s t a t e s , q u o t e , t h e r e  

n e e d s  t o  b e  a n  a c k n o w l edgment i n  t h e  

a n a l y s i s  t h a t  t h e  r e a l e n v i r o n m e n t a l 

i m p a c t s  o f  t h e  p r o j e c t  a r e  i n  t h e  a r e a  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S E RVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

(continued) 
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D/139-24. 
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t h a t ' s  p r o d u c i ng t h e  2 , 4 0 0 t o n s  o f  c o a l  

p e r  d a y  n e e d e d  t o  p o w e r  t h e  p r o j e c t , e n d  

q u ot e . 

A p h a s e  o n e  a r c h e o l o g i c a l 

i n ve s t i g a t i o n  i s  c u r r e n t l y  u n d e r w a y  f o r  

t h e  e l e c t r i c a l  i n t e r c o n n e c t i o n , t h e  D r a f t  

E I S , E I S  s t a t e s , q u o t e , t h e  ph a s e  o n e  

r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  i nv e s t i g a t i o n a r e  e x p e c t e d  

t o  b e  s u b m i t t e d  t o  t h e  S t a t e  o f  

P e n n s y l v a n i a  B u r e a u o f  H i s t o r i c a l 

P r e s e r va t i o n  i n  t h e  f o u r t h  q u a r t e r  o f  

1 9 9 5 , wou l dn ' t  th i s  b e  t o o  l a t e ?  I ' m  n o t  

e x p e c t i n g  th i s  f o r  r e sp o n s e  now , t h i s  i s  

j u s t  t o  go i n  t h e  r e c o r d . 

I t  i s  u n f a i r  t o  u s e  t h e  W e s t  

M a n ch e s t e r  s i t e  a s  a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  s i t e . 

Aga i n , i t  s e em s  t h i s  p r o j e c t  i s  b e i ng f a s t  

t r a c k e d  w i th t h e  l o c a l c ommu n i t y b e i n g  a 

l o s e r . F o r  p u rp o s e s  o f  t h e  E I V , t h e  W e s t  

M a n c h e s t e r  a n d  the  N o r t h  c o r d o r u s  s i t e s  

w e r e  l umped t o g e t h e r  a s  o n e  p r o j e c t . D O E  

a l l ow e d  th i s  m o s t  l i k e l y  t o  s av e  t i m e , 

e i t e  t h e  s p ec i f i c  m e t e o r o l o g i ca l s t u d i e s  

w e r e  n o t  r e q u i r e d  a t  t h e  N o rt h  c o r d o r u s  

s i t e . T h e  d a t a  c o l l e c t e d  a t  W e s t  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
COURT REPORT I NG S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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D-141/4 

KEYwoRDS: 
Archaeology 
Utility corridor 

D-141/15 

KEYWORDS: 
Alternative site 
Meteorological data 
NEPA 

Volume ll 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The Phase I archaeological investigation report for the preferred 
electrical interconnection has been reviewed by the Pennsylvania Bureau for Historic 
Preservation. The Bureau determined that the report met their standards and no 
further archaeological testing is necessary in the project area (letter from B .  Barrett 
to S .  Van Ooteghem, dated April 14, 1995, which is contained in Appendix E of the 
FEIS). Section 4. 1 . 14. 1 1  of the FEIS describes the results of the Bureau's review. 

Response: The West Manchester and the North Codorus sites were analyzed 
separately in both the Environmental Information Volume and the EIS . Time 
savings were not considered in reaching the determination that the West Manchester 
site was an alternative for consideration in the EIS . The main reason that the West 
Manchester site was included for analysis was due to the fact that at one time, this 
site was the industrial partner's preferred site for this proposed project and, as such, 
represents a reasonable alternative for comparison with the North Codorus site. 

Please see the response to Comment D-155/1 1 regarding the application of 
meteorological data for the West Manchester site to the North Codorus site, and 
response to Comment D-121/14 regarding West Manchester Township as an 
alternative site. 

DEC-293 
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1 4 2  

M a n c h e s t e r  w a s a l l owed t o  b e  u s e d  i n s t e a d , 

s h or t c h a nged a g a i n  i n  t h e  D O E ' s  m a d  r u s h  

t o  g e t  t h i s  E I S  c omp l e t e d  b e f o r e  t h i s  

t e c h n o l o g y  h a s  b e e n  d e m o n s t r a t e d  a t  th i s  

s c a l e  i n  t h e  Un i t e d  s t a t e s  a s  i t  h a s  b e e n  

i n  o t h e r  c o u n t r i e s . 

U n d e r  t h e  n o  a c t i o n  a l t e r n a t i ve , 

i t  s h o u l d  b e  a s s u m e d  t h a t  n e w  p o w e r  

g e n e r a t i o n  f a c i l i t i e s  wou l d  b e  b u i l t 

l e t ' s  b a ck u p  t h e r e . I m i s r e a d . I t  

s h ou l d  n o t  b e  a s s.um ed , I ' l l s t a r t  o v e r . 

U n d e r  t h e  n o  a c t i o n  a l t e r n a t i v e  

i t  s h ou l d  n o t  b e  a s s u m e d  t h a t  n e w  p ow e r  

g e n e r a t i o n  f a c i l i t i e s w o u l d  b e  b u i l t .  

M e t - Ed h a s  s h o r t  f a l l  i n  e l e c t r i c a l 

g e n e r a t i o n  i n  1 9 9 4  a n d  1 9 9 5 . H o w e ve r , b y  

t h e  t i m e  th i s  p r op o s e d f a c i l i t y  w o u l d  b e  

b u i l t t h e r e  wou l d  b e  n o  n e e d  - - - . 

I h a v e  o n e  o t h e r  i t e m , I k n o w  

t h a t  I h a v e  v e r y  l i t t l e  t i m e  t o  s t u d y  a ny 

o f  t h e  d o cu m e n t  o r  the  s u ppo r t i n g 

d o cu m e n t s  b e c a u s e  t h e y  g o t  t o  m e  p r e tt y  

l a t e  i n  t h e  p r o c e s s , a l t h o u g h  I a s k e d  f o r  

them m o n t h s  a g o . But  I f o u n d  i t  

i n t e r e s t i n g  t h a t  t a b l e  f o u r  t h a t ' s  m a d e  

S ARA ANN SARGENT 
C OURT REPORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

(continued) 
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D-142/12 

KEYwoRDS: 
Need for power 
No action alternative 

D-142/24 

KEYwoRDS: 
Document availability 
NEPA 

Vohune D 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-83/5. 

Response: In order to be immediately responsive to the commenter·s request for a 
copy of the wastewater feasibility study, Dr. Wachter made a copy of his personal 
marked-up copy of the report (unbound) that was being used as a resource for 
developing appropriate sections of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. Pages 
were apparently missing from Dr. Wachter•s copy of the report or misordered as a 
result of its use in the DEIS review process in an unbound form. DoE·s contractor 
subsequently provided a complete version of the report, containing Table 4. to the 
reading rooms for public use. 

DEC-295 
May l995 
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r e f e r e n c e  t o  i n  t h e  wa s t e  w a t e r  

f e a s i b i l i ty s t ud y ,  i t ' s  n o t  e v e n  p r e s e n t  

i n  t h a t  s tu d y . A n d  D r . W a c h t e r , y o u ' ve 

r e a l l y r a p i d l y  gave m e  t h a t  c o p y  w h e n  w e  

h a d  w r i t t e n  s o m e  l et t e r s  n o t i n g t h a t  i t  

w a s  n o t  p r e s e n t  i n  t h e  r e a d i n g  r o oms . A n d  

I qu e s t i o n e d  h ow cou l d  y o u  p o s s i b l y  h a ve 

d o n e  a good r ev i ew o n  t h i s  w h e n  y o u r  

d ocum e n t  a n d  t h e  d o cum e n t  t h a t  w e  

e v e n tu a l l y  w e r e  s u pp l i ed t o  t h e  r e a d i ng 

r o o m  a t  S p r i n g  G r o ve h a d  a t a b l e  m i s s i ng 

w h i c h  s h ou l d  c o v e r  t h e  p r o j e c t e d  b r e a kdown 

of  w a s t e  water c o n s t i t u e n t s  b e f o r e  a n d  

a f t e r  t h e  p l a n  a n d  p a r t s  p e r  m i l l i o n  a n d  

p o u n d s  p e r  d a y . I f i n d  t h a t  r e a l l y 

d i s t u r b i ng t h a t  y o u  c o u l d  p u t  t o g e t h e r  a 

D r a f t  E I S ,  E I S  w i t h  t h e  s u pp o r t i ng 

d o cum e n t  t h a t  h a s  p a g e s  m i s s i ng f r o m  i t . 

T h a t ' s  a l l  I h a v e  t o  s a y  a t  th i s  t i m e . 

T h a n k  y o u . 

B I LL LAWSON : 

T h a n k  y o u , M r . K l u n k . A r e  t h e r e  

a n y  o t h e r  s p e a k e r s ?  M r . P l a t t s ?  

MR . P LATTS : 

A s  we c o n t i n u e  t h i s  e ve n i ng w i t h  

S ARA A N N  SARG E N T  
CO URT R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

(continued) 
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o t h e r  c omments i t  t r i g g e r s  m y  m e m o ry f r o m  

t h i n g s  I ' ve s e e n  i n  t h e  E I S  a n d  d i d n ' t  

h a ve t i m e  t o  g e t  i n  my p r i o r  r em a r k s . Two 

of  them had c o m e  u p  w i th r e c e n t  spe a k er s , 

o n e , i s  t h e  M et - E d , t h e  c o n t r a c t  

c o n c e r n i ng t h e  n e ed f o r  t h e  m o n e y  a nd i t ' s  

r e f e r e n c ed i n  t h e  D r a f t  E I S ,  E I S  t h a t  th i s  

p r o j e c t  c a n ' t  g o  f o r w a rd i f  t h e  m o n e y  i s  

n o t  p r o v i d e d  b e c a u s e  i t s  p r ov i s i o n s  i n  t h e  

PUC o r d e r  i n  wh i ch M e t - E d  w a s  o r d e r e d  t o  

p u rc h a s e  e l e c t r i c i t y . I w o u l d  l i k e  t o  

c o n t e nd t h a t  t h a t ' s  i r r e l ev a n t  t o  y o u r  

r e v i e w b e c a u s e  y o u r  r e v i e w i s  w h e t h e r  t h e  

p r o j e c t  w a r r a n t s  F e d e r a l f u n d i ng n o t  wh a t  

h a p p e n s  t o  t h e  p r o j e c t  s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  n o t  

t h a t  the  f u n d i n g  i s  c o n t i n g e n t  o n  t h e  

f u n d i n g you ' v e r e c e i v e d , i n  o t h e r  w o r d s , 

t h e  M e t - Ed c o nt r a c t , b e c a u s e  i t ' s a 

c i r c u l a r  a rgum e n t . T h e  p r o j e c t  p r o p o n e n t s  

w e n t  t o  the  PUC s a y i ng , u n l e s s  y o u  g i ve u s  

a n  o r d e r  t o  h a v i ng M e t - Ed b u y  t h e  

e l e c t r i c i t y  w e  w o n ' t  g e t  t h e  f u n d i n g . A n d  

n o w  t h e y ' r e s a y i n g  t o  y o u , u n l e s s  y o u  g i ve 

u s  t h e  f u n d i n g  w e  c a n ' t  comp l y  w i th t h e  

o r d e r . S o  w e ' v e g o n e  a r ou n d  i n  a c i rc l e  

S ARA A N N  S ARG E N T  
CO URT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volume ll 
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KEYWORDS: 
Government funds 
Met-Ed 

VollDlle D 

Final Envirorunental hnpact Statement 

Response: The availability of government funds for the proposed project was a 
factor in arriving at a power purchase agreement between York County Energy 
Partners, L.P. (YCEP) and Metropolitan Edison Company (Met-Ed) for the 
proposed project. The Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission-ordered agreement 
between YCEP and Met-Ed is contingent upon the availability of DOE funds. 
Having a power purchase agreement in hand by the industrial partner is an important 
aspect of the proposed project in terms of project feasibility and obtaining financing. 

bEC-299 
May 1995 
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u s i n g t h a t  i s s u e  a n d  I t h i nk a s  f a r  a s  t h e  

m e r i t s  w h e  h e r  t h e  f i n d i ng s  a r e  g i v e n  o r  

n o t , t h a t  h o u l d n ' t  b e  r e l e v a n t  b e c a u s e  

t h i n g - - - i f  t h e  f u n d i ng i s  n o t  

p r o v i d e d  t a t ' s  up t o  M e t - Ed a nd YCEP t h e n  

w h e t h e r  t h e  p r o j e c t  g o e s  f o rward I o r  

w h e t h e r  a rew s o l i c i ta t i o n  o c cu r s  a nd 

t h a t ' s  s ep a r a t e  f r om y o u r  r ev i e w .  I d on ' t  

t h i nk t h a t ' s  c l e a r  i n  t h e  Dr a f t  E I S , E I S . 

And t h e  f i n a l  p o i n t w i th t h e  

t i m i n g , t h e r e  i s  c omment s ,  D r . W a c h te r , 

t h a t  t h e  f i n a l E I S  m a y  b e  o u t  a s  e a r l i e r  

a s  M a r c h  a n d  t h e  ROD a s  e a r l y  a s  Ap r i l . I 

h a v e  t o  e n c o u r a g e  y o u  t o  b e  v e r y  

d e l i b e r a t e  n o t  t o  s ta l l  b u t  t o  g i ve a s  

t h o r o u g h  r e v i e w  a s  a b s o l u t e l y  n e c e s s a r y  

a n d t h a t  t h e  t i m e  f r a m e  o f  t h e  p r o p o n e n t s  

i s  not r e l ev a n t t o  N E P A  and y o u r  r e v i ew o f  

t h i s  p r o j e c t . A n d  I e � p r e s s  c o n c e r n  

b e c a u s e  o f  two c omme n t s  t h a t  w e r e  i n  t h e  

l oc a l p a p e r  q u o t i n g  y o u , D r . W a c ht e r , a n d  

the  o n e  i s  a f r o n t  p a g e  s t o ry i n  t h e  

S u n d a y  p a p e r , q u o t e , we ' r e d e f i n i t e l y  

f e e l i n g p r e s s u r e  f r om t h e  c o mp a n i e s  t o  g e t  

t h e  - - - p a r e n t h e t i c a l , c o g e n e r a t i o n  

S ARA A N N  SARGENT 
COURT REPORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

(cootinued) 
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NEPA 
Schedule 

Volwne IT 

Flnal Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: There are many stakeholders in the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) process, such as the public, the industrial partner, and DOE. The 
Department tries to balance the needs of all stakeholders when it develops schedules . 
While there has been some pressure to maintain the schedule for this project, a 
driving force to the process is the Secretarial Policy on the NEPA (dated June 1994) 
which encourages the completion of a FEIS within an average of 15 months of the 
issuance of the Notice of Intent. To achieve a 15-month schedule, the quality ofthe 
DEIS must be maintained, and the opportunity for the public to fully participate in 
the NEPA process must be provided. DOE has responded to the public's concern 
about adequate review times by extending the comment period as well conducting 
another public hearing on January 18, 1995. 

fiEC-301 
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n o n - h y p o t h �t i c a l , p r o j e c t  m o v i n g . I n  t h a t  

s am e  a r t i e ·  e i s  y o u r  s t a t em e n t  t h a t , 

q u o t e , w e  r e  c o n s c i o u s  o f  t h e  t i m e  t a b l e  

b u t  w e  a l s o c o mm i tt e d  t o  p r o d u c i n g  a 

qua l i ty I wo u l d  emph a s i z e  t h e  s e cond 

h a l f  o f  t s e c o n d , q u o t e , q u a l i t y  E I S  

a n d  t h e  t i m e  f r a m e  o f  t h e  p r op o n e n t s  i s  
I 

n o t  r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  p u b l i c ' s  w a r r a n t i n g  a 

c l e a r  a n d  i n - d e p t h  a n d d e l i b e r a t e  r ev i ew .  

And  t h e i r  t i m e  f r ame i s  s e t  by t h e i r  own 

a c t i o n s  a nd t h e i r  m o v i n g  t h i s  p r o j e c t , 

o n c e  h e r e  i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y  i t ' s  p a r t  o f  why 

there is  a t i m e  c r u n c h  and the  burden 

s h o u l d  n o t  b e  --- o r  t h e  s h o r t c u t s  

s h o u l d n ' t  b e  o n  t h e  p u b l i c ' s  s i d e , i t  

s h o u l d  b e  o n  t h e i r  s i d e  s i n c e  t h e y  a r e  t h e  

o n e s  t h a t  c a u s e d  s om e  o f  t h e  d e l a y s  

t h e m s e l v e s  a n d  h o p e  t h a t  t h e i r p r e s s u r e  

d o e s  n o t  f a c t o r  i n t o  t h e  t i m i n g  a n d  t h a t  

a d e q u a t e  t i m e  i s  g i v e n . A n d  o n c e  t h e  

f i n a l  E I S  i s  p r e p a r ed t h a t  t h e r e  i s  s o m e  

t im e  t o  a c t u a l l y r e ad i t  a n d  r e v i ew a l l  

t h e  comme n t s  b e f o r e  t h e r e ' s  a r e c o r d  o f  

d e c i s i o n . T h a n k  y o u  a n d  I t h i n k I ' m  d o n e  

f o r  t h e  e v e n i n g . 

SARA A N N  SARGENT 
C O U RT R E P O RT I N G  S ER V I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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B I LL LAW S O N : 

T h a n k  y o u , M r . P l a t t s . 

RI CHARD DA B B : 

I j u s t  h a v e  o n e  o t h e r  c o m m e n t  

a n d  th i s  i s  n o t  m e d i c a l l y r e l a t e d  a n d  t h i s  

i s  t o  M r . P l a t t s ' comm e n t s . I j u s t  t h i nk 

i t ' s  i m p o r t a n t  y o u  k n o w  M r . P l a t t s  w a s  

j u s t  r e - e l e c t e d  i n  t h i s  commu n i t y . I ' m  

n o t  i n  h i s  d i s t r i c t b u t  h e  w o n  h i s  

e l e c t i o n  b y  7 5  p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  

o f  h i s  d i s t r i c t . A l s o , I t h i n k  p e r s o n a l l y  

w o n  i t  i n  t h e  h e a r t s  o f  t h e  r e s t  o f  h i s  

c ommu n i t y f o r  h i s  i n t e r e s t  a n d  i n v o l v e m e n t  

v e r y  m u c h  r e l a t e d  t o  t h i s  p r o j e c t . I 

t r u l y  b e l i e v e  r e p r e s e n t  i n  m o s t  s p i r i t  a n d  

s o u l s  a t  l e a s t  7 5  p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  

p o p u l a t i o n  o f  th i s  r e g i o n . T h a n k  y o u . 

B I LL LAW S O N : 

T h a n k  y o u . Y e s , m a ' a m .  

G E R R Y  BAKER : 

S i n c e  h e  b r o u g h t  u p  

BI L L  LAW S O N : 

J u s t  s o  w e  g e t  t h e  r e co r d  

s t r a i g h t , wou l d  y o u  s t a t e  y o u r  n a m e  s o  we 

get i t . 

SARA ANN SARG E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I NG S E RV I C E 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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G ERRY BAKER : 

I ' m  G e r r y  B a k e r . I a l s o s a i d  

P l a t t s  w o n  i t  b y  7 5  p e r c e n t  b u t  I w a s  

v e r y , v e r y  u p s e t  w h e n  I w e n t  t o  t h e  f i r s t  

m e e t i n g , a n d  I k n o w  t h a t  M i c h a e l  B o r t n e r  

( p h o n e t i c )  r e a l l y r e p r e s e n t e d  W e s t  

M a n c h e s t e r  T o w n s h i p . B u t  wh e n  h e  c a m e  t o  

S p r i n g  G r ove a nd P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  h e l p e d  

h i m p r o b a b l y  t o  s u p p o r t  h i m ,  I d o n ' t  k n o w , 

y o u  s e e  h ow h e  l o s t  but m a y b e  t h a t  w a s  the  

o n l y  t h i ng h e  c o u l d  d o  w i t h  i t , I d on ' t  

k n o w . But  o n e  th i n g  I h a v e  t o  d o  i s  w r i t e  

t o  t h a t  M a y o r . I w a s v e ry u p s e t  w h e n  I 

r e a d  t o  h i m w h a t  I r e a d  i n  t h e  p a p e r  h e  

s a i d , the  M a y o r  o f  S p r i ng G r o v e , I w i s h h e  

w o u l d  be h e r e  h e  p r o b a b l y  wo u l d n ' t  h a v e  

t i m e  t o  s t a y . H e  s a i d  i t  w a s  W e s t  

M a n c h e s t e r ' s  l o s s  a n d  S p r i n g  G r o v e ' s  g a i n  

b e c a u s e  o f  a l l  the  t a x e s  a n d  I c o u l d n ' b  

b e l i e v e  t h a t . W h e n  I s p e c i f i e d  i t ' s  a l l  

a b out m o n e y , t h a t ' s  w h a t  I s o r t  o f  

r e f e r r e d  t o , t h a t  m a n , I d o n ' t  th i n k  h e  

h a s  t h e  s m a r t s  a n d  t h a t  c a n  g o  o n  t h e  

r e c o rd . 

B I L L LAWSON : 

SARA ANN S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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T h a n k  y o u . Y e s , s i r ?  

WARRE N  EVA N S : 

W a r r e n  E va n s  o f  H a l m  T o w n s h i p  

a g a i n ,  t h i s  i s  a p r o c e d u r a l  q u e s t i o n .  

W o u l d  y o u  e xp l a i n  t o  u s  a g a i n  j u s t  h o w  i s  

i t . t h a t  w e  w i l l  g e t  f e e d b a c k  o n  t h e  

q u e s t i o n s  t h a t  w e r e  a s k e d t o n i g h t , i n  w h a t  

f o rm w i l l  that  t a k e  a n d  h ow s o o n  w i l l  w e  

g e t  t h a t  b a c k  f o r  the  p e op l e  t h a t  h a v e  

a s k e d  qu e s t i o n s  i n c l u d i n g my s e l f  a b out the  

c a r c i n o g e n i c  - - - ?  

DR . S UE LLEN VAN OOTEGHEM : 

T h e r e  w i l l  b e  a f i n a l  E I S  wh i ch 

w i l l  h a v e , y ou ' l l h a v e  t h e  comm e n t s  o f  t h e  

m e e t i ng s  both o r a l a n d  wr i t t e n , e a c h  o n e  

o f  them w i l l  b e  i nd i c a t e d  a n d  t h e r e  w i l l  

b e  a n  a n swer o r  a r e s p o n s e  t o  e a c h  o n e  o r  

a l o c a t i o n  i n  t h e  d o c u m e n t  wh e r e  that  

i s s u e  is  add r e s s e d . 

WARREN EVANS : 

That w i l l  i n c l u d e  M r . C l a rk ' s  

a n d  M r . P l a t t s ?  

DR . S UE LLEN VAN OOTEGHEM : 

Every c omment . 

WARREN EVA N S : 

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Enviromnental hnpact Statement 

Response: Responses to the substantive comments received during the public 
hearings have been provided in the FEIS . Testimony is "broken down" into specific 
comments, and written responses are included in the FEIS . 
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E v e r y  c omme nt . A n d  w h o  w i l l  b e  

r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  a n s we r i ng t h o s e  q u e s t i o n s ?  

QR . S UELLEN VAN OOT E G H EM :  

T h e  D e p a rt m e n t  o f  E n e rg y . 

WARRE N  EYA N S : 

S o  y o u r  s t a f f ?  

QR . S U E LLEN VAN OOTEGHEM : 

T h e  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  E n e rg y , y e s . 

WARREN EVAN S : 

T h a n k  y o u . 

B I LL LAWS O N : 

A r e  t h e r e  a n y  o t h e r  - - - ? Y e s , 

s i r .  

R I CHARD CLARK : 

Th i s  w i l l  b e  my l a s t  t i m e  t o o . 

We c ommend t h e  D ep a r tm e n t  f o r  l o ok i ng a t  

a l t e r n a t ive t e c h n o l og i e s , y o u ' ve g ot t h e  

d o o r  o p e n  w i th t h e  g a s  f i r e · a nd t h e  d o u b l e  

b o i l e r s  a n d  I wou l d  a s k  t h a t  A l t e r n a t i ve 

T e c h n o l o g i e s  c o n s i d e r  a l s o  t h e  

p r e s s u r i z ed , f l u i d i z e d t e c h n o l o g y , y o u r  

p r o g r a ma t i c  E nv i r o nm e nt a l  I m p a c t  

S t a t e m e n t , f o r  e x amp l e ,  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  

the r e  b e  a t e n  p e r c e n t  g r e a t e r  r e d u c t i o n  

o f  n o t  u s i n g  that  over t h e  a t m o s p h e r i c . 

SARA A N N  SARGENT 
C O URT R E P O RT I NG S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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KEYWORDS: 
Alternative technologies 

Volwne ll 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-37/16 and W-RJC-1/30d. In 
addition, recent comparisons of emissions between a pressurized fluidized bed 
combustor project, included under Round V of the Clean Coal Technology Program, 
with the proposed atmospheric fluidized bed project indicate that the proposed 
project has lower emissions for most key pollutants . 
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A l s o , t h e r e ' s  b e e n  l i t e r a t u r e , t h e r e ' s  

b e e n  t h e  l i t e r a tu r e , t h e r e ' s  a n  i n d i c a t i o n 

t h a t  t h e  p r e s s u r i z e d g e t  p r od u c e d  

e l e c t r i c i ty c h e a p e r  t h a n  t h e  a tm o s p h e r i c ,  

s o  t h a t  a coup l e  o f  g o o d  f a c t o r s  f o r  

a d d r e s s i n g  t h o r o u g h l y ,  g i v i ng a f u l l - b l own 

a d d r e s s i ng to t h a t  t e ch n o l ogy a s  w e l l .  

T h a nk y o u . 

B I LL LAWS O N : 

D r . C l a rk , w o u l d  y o u  s t a t e  y o u r  

name  f o r  the  r e c o r d ?  

RI CHARD CLARK : 

Y e s , R i ch a r d  C l a r k . 

B I LL LAW S O N : 

T h a n k y o u , s i r . 

R I C H ARD CLARK : 

O n e  o t h e r  c om m e n t  I ' d  l ik e  t o  

f o l l ow up o n  i s  D r . D a b b ' s  comm e n t s . H e  

d i d n ' t  ment i o n  t h a t ,  n u m b e r  o n e , 

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  P l a t t s  h a s  b e e n  o p e n l y  i n  

oppo s i t i o n  t o  t h i s  p r o j ect b e c a u s e  o f  t h e  

m a n y  r e a s o n s  t h a t  we h a v e  g i v e n  t o n i gh t . 

H e  c a r r i e d  i n  e v e r y  d i s t r i c t i n c l u d i ng t h e  

B u r e a u  o f  S p r i n g G r o v e , s o  I t h i nk t h a t ' s  

worth n o t i n g . 

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U RT R EPORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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B I L L  LAW S O N : 

T h a n k  y o u . A r e  t h e r e  a ny o t h e r  

c omme n t e r s ?  Y e s , s i r ?  

R O G E R  BAKER : 

My n a m e  i s  R o g e r  B a k e r  a n d  I 

w a n t  t o  g o  o n  r e c o r d  t h a t  I a m  v e r y  m u c h  

n ot i n  f a v o r  o f  t h i s  p r o j e c t . I ' ve s p e n t  

6 8  y e a r s  o f  my l i f e  i n  t h i s  a re a , i n  f a ct , 

I ' ve e v e n  w o r k e d  f o r  S p r i ng G r o v e . I ' ve ·  

k n o w n  w h a t ' s  g o i n g o n  i n  t h e  c r e e k  a n d  I 

s e e  w h a t ' s  g o i ng d o w n  i n  t h e  c r e ek t o d a y , 

t h e  b e d  o f  t h e  c r e e k  i s  g r e e n  a nd y e l l ow 

a nd p u rp l e ,  w h a t  h a v e  y o u . A n d  s o m e b o d y  

h a d  m e n t i o n e d  a b o u t  G l a t f e l t e r  i s  t a k i ng 

c a r e o f  t h e  e n v i r o nm e n t a l ,  I h a v e  f i v e  

g r a nd c h i l d r e n  a n d  I w o u l d  n o t  w a nt t o  p u t  

a ny o n e  o f  them i n  the  h a n d s  o f  G l a t f e l t e r  

i n  g i ve n  the  op t i o n  o f  5 0 0  - - - o r  t a k i ng 

c a r e  o f  my c h i l d r e n  b e c a u s e  I k n o w  e x a c t l y  

w h a t  w o u l d  h a p p e n . I ' ve l i ve d  h e r e  t o o  

l o ng , I s e e  t h e  p ro b l e m a n d  I d o  k n o w  t h a t  

b i r d s  o f  t h e  f e a t h e r  f l o ck t o g e t h e r  a n d  I 

a m  a l i t t l e  s u s p i c i o u s  o f  y o u  p e o p l e . 

r e a l l y a m .  I s e e  y o u ' r e v e ry d i s g u s t ed 

s i t t i ng o n  t h a t  d i o c e s e s  u p  t h er e . I 

S ARA A N N  S AR G E N T  
CO URT R E PORT I NG S ERV I C E 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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t h i nk y o u ' ve h a d  e n o ug h  o f  i t . I t h i nk 

t om o r r o w  mor n i n g y o u  o u g h t  t o  g o  b a c k  a n d  

r e s i g n  a nd j o i n  u s . T h a n k  y o u  v e r y  much . 

B I LL LAW SON : 

D o  w e  h a v e  a n y  o t h e r  c omme n t e r s  

t o n i g h t ?  I f  w e  d o  n o t  - - - i f  w e  r u n  o u t  

o f  c omm e n t e r s  f o r  t h e  a pp o i nt e d  h o u r  I 

w i l l  r e c e s s  t h i s  e i t h e r  u n t i l  w e  h a v e  

comm e n t e r s  o r  u n t i l  w e  - - - u n t i l  1 0 : 3 0 .  

M r .  K l u n k ?  

1 1  S HO RT B R E A K  TAKEN 
DOE believes the speaker 
of record for this section 
was actually "John Klunk," 
not "John Clark." 
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JOHN CLARK : 

F o r  t h e  r e c o r d  I ' m  n ot s u r e  

w h e t h e r  t h e  w a y  I c o u c h e d  my q u e s t i o n  

e a r l i e r  w o u l d  s e r v e  t h a t  p u r p o s e .  W i l l  

y o u r  a g e n c y  c o n s i d e r  p h o t og r a p h i n g 

e v i d e n c e  o f  fogg i ng i n  t h e  S p r i ng G r o v e  

a r e a  from t h e  G l a t f e l t e r ?  I h a v e  

a d d i t i o n a l  p h o t o g r a p h s  f r o m  t h e  - - - i n  

a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  o n e s  t h a t  I h a v e  s u p p l i ed 

by way o f  c e r t i f i ed m a i l  l a s t  y e a r . A n d  

a l s o  h a v e  s o m e  v i d e o t a p e , i t ' s  h omema d e  

but i t  d o e s  i l l u s t r a t e  t h e  f a c t . I h a d  

o f t e n  w a n t ed t o  f i n d  a m o r n i n g  t h a t  I 

c o u l d  r e n t  a p l a n e  a nd g e t  s o m e  s h o t s  b u t  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O URT REPORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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KEYWORDS: 
Air quality 
Fog 

Volwne D 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: Photographs taken in the vicinity of Spring Grove area and P. H .  
Glatfelter Company's plant on four days in the winter of 1994 were addressed in the 
response to Comment D-62/8. Please also see the response to Comment D-154/17. 
DOE has reviewed the video and summarized its findings in Section 3 . 1 .2 of the 
FEIS . 

The videotape noted in the comment records the conditions around the Spring 
Grove/Creek Valley area in the early morning hours of 9/21/94, 10/12/94, 
10/13/94, 10/17/94, and 12/3/94. Each record shows fogging along the Creek 
Valley in the approximate time frame 7-8 A .M. In the absence of any presupposed 
causative connection with the operation of the P .  H .  Glatfelter Company plant, 
review of these videos is consistent with the characteristics of ground fog formed in 
the cold morning hours along the base of a river valley when winds are light or 
calm, and where a temperature inversion may exist. These were the general 
conditions that prevailed at the nearest National Weather Service (NWS) station in 
Harrisburg: on those dates, wind speed ranged from calm to 5 knots/hour and early 
morning fog was reported at Harrisburg on 9/21/94, 10/13/94, and haze on 12/3/94. 
These videos provide an excellent record of fogging in the Spring Grove/Creek 
Valley area, conditions that are consistent with the nearest regional meteorological 
records that are available from the Harrisburg NWS station, and the topography of 
the Creek Valley area. If a causal relationship is assumed between the operations 
of the P. H .  Glatfelter Company plant and the fog recorded in these videos, review 
of these videos indicates some inconsistencies with that assumption. The plume of 
"steam" emissions observed from the P.  H .  Glatfelter Company plant (which is 
prominent due to thermal buoyancy) and the wastewater treatment plant appear to 
rise or penetrate through the fog layer, i .e. , they appear to be decoupled (not 
connected); and the fog appears to form upwind as well as downwind of these 
potential sources, also evidence of decoupling. These plumes appear to be able to 
disperse at a higher altitude and had relatively flat tops--consistent with local and 
temporal inversion conditions . In addition, there was observed to be a lack of 
"tailing" from the tops of the plumes, consistent with calm or light wind speeds. 
A review of the video indicated that the fogging events recorded were characteristic 
of ground fog formation. This type of fog occurs when the radiative temperature 
balance (i .e. , the balance between incoming radiated heat from the sun and outgoing 
radiated heat from the ground) is such that the ambient air temperature drops below 
the dewpoint temperature. This type of cooling can extend many feet above the 
ground resulting in shallow layers of fog. Frequently the observer will see clear 
blue sky above the fog layer. Normally with the return of incoming solar radiation 
(usually by the morning), the fog is "burned off" and disappears . 
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I h a v e  t o  ro r k  f o r  a l i v i n g , i t ' s  a l i tt l e  

e x p e n s i v e r e n t i ng p l a n e s . B u t  I d i d  t h e  
I b e s t  I c o uld I th i nk y o u  - - - s i n c e  y o u  

t o l d  m e  y o  w o u l d  n e e d  d o c u m e n t a t i o n I 

f e e l  y o u  s o u l d  a c c e p t  i t . I ' l l g i v e  y o u  

t h e  v i d e o t  p e  t h a t  I h a v e , w h e t h e r  y ou ' l l  

l o o k  a t  i t  o r  n o t  I d o n ' t  k no w , i f  y o u  

d o n ' t  i t ' s  $ 4  my t i m e  d ow n  t h e  d r a i n . But  

I have s om e  other p h o t o g r a p h s  that I w i l l 

s h o w  y o u  b u t  I d o n ' t  h a v e  a d d i t i o n a l 

c o p i e s  m a d e  y e t , i f  y o u ' r e i nt e r e s t ed . 

T h a nk y o u . 

B I L L  LAWS O N : 

T h a nk y o u . Y e s , s i r ?  

MR . S C H E LT EMA : 

My n a m e  i s  Mr . S c h e l t em a , t h a t ' s  

S - C - H - E - L - T - E - M - A . I w o u l d  t h i nk t h e r e  

w o u l d  b e  a f a i r l y  s i mp l e  m a t t e r  t o  g e t  t h e  

c e i l i ng r e c o r d s  f r om t h e  t w o  a i r p o r t s  t h a t  

y o u ' r e u s i ng i n  c ompa r i s o n f o r  S p r i ng 

G r o v e  w e a th e r  a nd s e e  wh e t h e r  J o h n  K l u nk ' s  

f og m a t c h e s  t h a t  o f  t h e  two a i r p o r t s , i f  

i t  d o e s n ' t  I w o u l d  s a y t h e r e ' s  s t r on g  

e v i d e n c e  t h a t  S p r i ng G r o v e  i s  i n  a h o l l ow 

a nd t h a t  t h e s e  o t h e r  s t a t i o n s  c a n n o t  b e  

S A R A  A N N  S A RG ENT 
CO URT R E PORT I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The response to Comment D-62/8 provides an assessment of the weather 
station data at Harrisburg for the dates of the subject photographs (1115/94, 1121194, 
2/1 8/94, and 2/20/94). 

At the Philadelphia National Weather Station (NWS) that is referenced in Section 
3 . 1 .2 of the EIS as 175 km (107 miles) east of the proposed site, on 1115/94 and 
1121/94, no fog was reported; on 2/1 8/94, fog was reported at 7 A.M. with 9.7 km 
(6 miles) visibility, haze was reported from 10 A.M. to 1 P.M. with 8 to 9.7 km 
(5 to 6 miles) visibility; and on 2/20/94, fog was reported at 4 A.M. to 7 A.M. with 
visibility ranging from 4 to 9.7 km (2.5 to 6 miles), and haze was reported at 
10 A.M. with 8 km (5 miles) visibility. 

As discussed in responses to Comments D-62/8 and D-155/1 1 ,  the meteorological 
observations from Harrisburg and West Manchester provide reasonable surrogate 
data for assessing the fogging potential of the Spring Grove area. There appears 
also to be a fairly strong correlation between the meteorological records of fog and 
visibility collected at the Harrisburg NWS site, and the fogging shown in the 
referenced photographs. 
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1 5 5  

u s e d  f o r  t h e  w e a t h e r . 

tu r t h e rm o r e , I l i v e  i n  a h o l l ow 
I 

mys e l f ,  i t , u s u a l l y d o e s n ' t  f o g  u p . 

from H a r r i s b u r g  t h e  t e m p e r a tu r e  t h i s  

I h e a r  

e v e n i n g  i s  g o i n g t o  b e  2 0  d eg r e e s , i t ' s  a 

c l e a r  n i gh� , b e l ow c o l d  w e  g e t  t e n  

d eg r e e s . �e ' v e h a d  a s  l ow a s  2 6  b e l ow 

z e r o , t h a t  i s  r i ght , a b o u t  s i x  m i l e s  a w a y  

from S p r i n g  G r o v e . 

S o  y o u  h a v e  t o  t a k e  i n t o  a c c o u n t  

my - - - I c a n n o t  s e e  h ow y o u  c a n  p o s s i b l y  

e s t i m a t e  the  w e a t h e r  i n  S p r i n g  G r o v e  f rom 

f l a t l a n d  a i rp o r t s . Y o u  c a n n o t  d o  m o d e l i n g  

over  a f l a t l a nd a r e a  a n d  u s e  i t  i n  a 

h i l l e d a r e a . I u s e d t o  work f o r  t h e  s t a t e  

o f  M a r y l a n d a n d  we h a v e  h a d  t h e s e  

e x e r c i s e s  f o r  t o w n  d i s a s t e r s  a n d  t h e y  u s ed 

the  m o d e l i n g  a nd I f o u n d  i t  w a s v e r y , very 

d e f i c i e n t . I t  j u s t  d i d  n o t  work . They 

d i d  n o t  t a k e  i n to account in  many c a s e s  

t h a t  y o u  wou l d  h a v e  t r e e s  wh i ch h a v e  

h i l l s . F o r  i n s t a n ce , t h e  a t o m i c e n ergy 

p l a n t  and a l o ng t h e  C h e s a p e a k e  B a y , t h e y  

d i d n ' t  t a k e  i n t o  a c c o u n t  t h a t  t h e  w i nd 

wou l d  g o  o v e r  t h e  e d g e  o f  a c l i f f  a n d  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
�OURT R EP O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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F1nal Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: The impact on air quality associated with the proposed York County 
Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) project was modelled for purposes of New Source 
Review and Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) for all appropriate criteria 
pollutants [particulate matter (PM10), sulfur dioxide (S02,), oxides of nitrogen (NOx), 
carbon monoxide (CO), and lead (Pb)] (see Section 4. 1 .2.6). The topography 
around the proposed YCEP facil ity incorporates hills, a creek valley, and several 
significant terrain features such as the nearby Pigeon Hill . Therefore, in order to 
emulate the features of this topography, air quality dispersion models were used 
which predicted ambient concentrations for complex, intermediate, and simple 
terrain. A simple terrain model, the Industrial Source Complex (ISC2) model, was 
used to model building downwash, and simple point source emissions from stacks 
and other point sources. The BOWMEN's BEE-X model was used for intermediate 
terrain modeling analysis. This model is approved by the EPA. The hourly 
meteorological data that were used for the ISC2 and BEE-X models consisted of 
surface data that were collected at West Manchester for the 1-year period, January 
through December 1992. Selection of these data sets is consistent with EPA 
recommendations, and was approved for use in the air quality modeling by PADER 
in November 1993 . In addition, the CTSCREEN model was used as a screening 
model for unstable conditions in complex terrain. The CTSCREEN model uses an 
extensive array of predetermined meteorological conditions, and is designed to 
predict "worst case" or upper bound ambient concentrations. The predicted 
concentrations in the Spring Grove area described in the EIS (see Sections 4. 1 .2.6 
and 4. 1 .2.4) were derived using the BEE-X or CTSCREEN models that 
incorporated the features of hilled terrain. 

The Seasonal Annual Cooling Tower Impacts (SACTI) model, described in Section 
4. 1 .2.9 of the EIS, was run to help assess the potential for fogging or icing as a 
result of the proposed cooling tower. In this case, the best meteorological data 
available as weather input (i.e. , the meteorological driver) to the SACTI model, 
were assembled by creating a hybrid meteorological data base from the wind speed, 
wind direction, and stability classifications collected at the West Manchester site, 
approximately 10 km (6 miles) to the northeast, for the 1-year period, January 
through December 1992, merged with the data recorded by the U.S .  National 
Weather Service (NWS) at Harrisburg 40 km (25 miles) to the north-northeast. The 
NWS Harrisburg site is located in the valley of the Susquehanna River and is 
considered a reasonable surrogate for data needed to model fogging potential of the 
Spring Grove area. In addition, coincident mixing heights were derived by merging 
surface temperatures with the twice daily upper wind data obtained from Dulles 
International Airport in Virginia. Dulles is the nearest site that collects upper wind 

bEC-321 
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s w i r l  a r o u n d . S o  m o d e l i n g  i s  a v e r y  p o o r  

s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  a c tu a l  m e a s u r e m e n t s .  

y o u . 

B I LL LAWSO N :  

T h a n k  y o u , s i r .  D o  w e  h a v e  

T h a n k  

o t h e r s  w h o  w i s h t o  c o mm e n t ?  E x c u s e  m e , I 

t h i n k  t h e  l a d y  i n  the  b a ck 

g o t  t h e r e  f i r s t . And  t h e n  I ' l l b e  h a pp y  

t o  r e c og n i z e  y o u . 

MARY C O L L I N S : 

H e l l o ,  my n a m e  i s  M a ry C o l l i n s  

a nd I ' m  j u s t  s i t t i ng i n  t h e  b a c k  w a t c h i n g  

t h e  p r o c e ed i ng s  a n d  o n e  c o mm e n t  I w o u l d  

l i k e  t o  m a k e  i s ,  f o r  y o u  a l l  o n  t h e  p a n e l  

t o  g o  b a c k  a n d  l o ok a t  t h e  v i d e o t a p e , t h e  

o n l y  t i m e  y o u r  f a c e s  r e a l l y c h a n g e  a n d  y o u  

c a n  s e e  t h a t  y o u  d r o p  t h e  f a c a d e  o f  w h a t  

y o u ' r e g e t t i n g  p a i d t o  d o  i s  w h e n  t h e  

D o c t o r  m a d e  h i s  p e r s o n a l  c o mm e n t s  a bo u t  

w h a t  w i l l  g o  i n  y o u r  m o u t h  a n d  w h a t  w i l l  

h a p p e n  t o  y o u  l a t e r . And  I s u g g e s t , 

p l e a s e , l o ok a t  wh a t  y o u r  h e a r t  s a y s  a nd 

n o t  w h a t  the  d o l l a r i s  s a y i ng , w h a t  

s om e o n e  i s  te l l i ng y o u  t o  d o  w i th t h em . 
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

data. It should be noted that upper wind data is independent of surface features, is 
consistent over large regional areas, and is only measured by the NWS from a 
limited number of sites in the United States . The use of the Dulles upper wind data 
is considered to be appropriate. The use of this meteorological database is 
consistent with recommendations in Section 6.6 of U.S.  EPA's On-Site 
Meteorological Program Guidance for Regulatory Modeling AQQlications. 1987. 
Consideration of the local topography was incorporated to the extent that the local 
topography was reflected by the stability classifications in the nearby West 
Manchester meteorological database which formed a component of the 
meteorological driver to the SACTI model . PADER considers that the West 
Manchester Township should represent the key parameters required for air 
dispersion modeling at the North Codorus site and that topography is not a dominant 
influence at either site (letter from PADER to Roy F.  Weston, February 9, 1994; 
Appendix E, Agency Coordination Letters) . 

Modeling is preferred to actual measurements due to the ability of models to predict 
area effects, rather than point source effects. Using models that have been approved 
by the EPA, a large database of information can be generated and analyzed. Before 
EPA validates models for general use, the model is tested by collection of actual 
measurements over time. Actual measurements can be used to validate models; 
however, it should be recognized that analytical information is typically constrained 
to analyzing point sources. In addition, when proposed actions are in the design 
phase, actual measurements can give you information on background conditions, but 
not the actual effects of the proposed project. 

bEC-323 
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R I C K  BROWN : 

My name i s  R i ck B r own a nd I ' m 

n o t  s u r e  o f  t h e  g e n t l ema n ' s  n a m e  but a s  

f a r  a s  t h e  m o d e l i ng c o m p a n y  I ' m a l i t t l e  

i g n o r a n t  o n  h o w  y o u  e n d ed u p  d o i ng y o u r  

m o d e l i ng .  D i d  y o u  m a k e  t h e  a s s umpt i o n  

that y o u ' r e m o d e l i ng o n  a f l a t  l e v e l  p l a i n  

a s  o p p o s e d  t o  a va l l e y , i s  t h a t  my 

u n d e r s t a nd i n g ?  B e c a u s e  a s  far a s  th i s  fog 

s i tua t i o n we l i ve in S p r i n g Grove a n d  

t h e r e ' s  a t  l e a s t  t h r e e  i n c i d e n t s  t h i s  f a l l 

t h a t  we w i l l  o p e n  u p  t h a t  w i l l  b e  t o t a l l y 

e n c l o s e d  i n  f o g  t h a t  d r i f t about a m i l e  

o u t  o f  t own , i t ' s  b e e n  a b r i ght b e a u t i fu l  

d a y . I t  d o e s  wh e n  we h a v e  i nv e r s i o n what 

I c a l l  a n  i nv e r s i o n ,  i t  d o e s  h o l d 

e ve r y t h i n g  d own i n  that va l l e y .  I t  i s  i n  

a va l l e y , i t  i s  n o t  u p  o n  t h e  f l a t  p l a i n . 

S o ,  y o u  k now , I ' m n o t  s u r e  h o w  y o u r  mo d e l  

i s  t a ke n ,  I c e r t a i n l y h o p e  t h a t  i t  wasn ' t  

t a k e n  w i th a f l a t  l ev e l p l a i n  s i tu a t i on . 

B u t  a nyw ay , t h e r e  a p p e a r s  t o  be a f o g  

t h e r e  r i ght n o w  and I ' m  s u r e  t h a t  w e ' r e 

a d d i n g  add i t i o na l c o o l i n g  t o w e r  w h e r e  f o g  

i t ' s  j u s t  g o i ng t o  b e  t h a t  m u c h  

S ARA A N N  S ARG ENT 
COURT R EPORT I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The Seasonal Annual Cooling Tower Impacts (SACTI) model, described 
in Section 4. 1 .2.9 of the EIS, was run to help assess the potential for fogging or 
icing as a result of the proposed cooling tower. As discussed in the response to 
Comment D-155/1 1 ,  to the extent that stability classifications from the nearby West 
Manchester monitoring station formed a component of the meteorological driver to 
the SACTI model, consideration of the local topography was incorporated. 

The reference to "incidents this fall "  presumably refers to videotape recordings of 
the conditions around the Spring Grove/Creek Valley area in the early morning 
hours of 9/21194, 10/12/94, 10/13/94, 10/17/94, and 12/3/94, that were submitted 
to DOE by Mr. John Klunk. A discussion of these tapes can be found in the 
response to Comment D-153/15. 

DEC-325 
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w o r s e . T h a t ' s  i t . 

B I LL LAW S O N : 

T h a n k  y o u . A r e  t h e r e  f u r t h e r 

c omme n t s ?  M r . K l u n k ?  

JOHN K LUNK : 

I k n ow t h a t  I d i d n ' t  h a v e  t h e  

oppo r t u n i t y  t o  r e a d  t h e  f u l l  d r a f t  

E n v i r o nm e n t a l I m p a ct s t a t em e n t , b u t  t h e r e  

w a s  a l o t  o f  d a t a . But  s om e t h i n g  t h a t  w a s 

n e v e r  me n t i o n e d  s m e l l ,  s t i n k . W e  c a n  a l l  

r e l a t e  t o  t h a t  a n d I b e l i e v e  t h a t ' s  a n  

i m p o r t a nt a s p e c t  o f  p e o p l e , c o n c e r n e d  

p e o p l e  t h a t  l i v e  i n  t h e  a r e a . W e  a l r e a d y  

k n ow w h a t  w e  e x p e r i e n c e  a n d  f r om t h e  

G l a t f e l t e r  m i l l  a nd w i t h - - - e v a p o r a t e d  

m o r e  w a t e r . I m e a n ,  y o u ' r e mo d e l i ng a n d  

p r o j e c t i o n s  c a n  g i v e  a n  i d e a  o f  w h a t ' s  

g o i ng t o  h a pp e n  c h em i c a l l y to t h e  w a s t e  

w a t e r . B ut I th i nk i t  w a s  a r e a l f a i l u r e  

to e v e n  r e c o g n i z e  t h a t t h e r e ' s  g o i ng t o  b e  

a d d i t i o n a l o d o r  g e n e r a t e d  b e c a u s e  o f  t h e  

e v a p o r a t i o n o f  w a s t e  w a t e r . I b e l i e v e  

t h a t ' s  p r o b a b l y a l l  I h a ve , I h o p e  s o . 

B I L L LAW S O N : 

T h a n k  y o u , M r . K l u n k . A r e  t h e r e  

S ARA A N N  SARG E NT 
C O U RT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Volwne D 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The EPA has recognized that pulp and paper mills are a significant 
source of community odors, and has proposed guidelines (58 FR 66077) which 
should indirectly reduce the emissions of Total Reduced Sulfur (TRS) compounds, 
which are responsible for the malodors often associated with pulp and paper 
production. These TRS compounds are of low molecular weight, have limited 
solubility in water, and are easily volatil ized. The EPA cites process wastewater as 
a potential source of TRS emission from pulping processes. Therefore, the use of 
process wastewater would be a concern if the evaporation of that wastewater would 
increase the emission of malodorous substances . 

Wastewater from the P. H. Glatfelter Company's pulping process is subjected to 
both primary and secondary treatment prior to delivery to the wastewater settling 
pond. Much of the odor-producing sulfide compounds are released during aeration 
during the primary treatment stage. During secondary treatment, the wastewater 
passes through a two-stage clarifier and undergoes three stages of aeration. 
Therefore, odor-producing reduced sulfide-containing compounds would not be 
expected to be present or released as a result of using aerated wastewater as cooling 
tower make-up water. 

As part of the Wastewater Reuse Feasibility Study conducted for the proposed 
project, the treated wastewater from the P .  H.  Glatfelter Company was analyzed. 
The results of these analyses do not indicate the presence of compounds which 
would be expected to result in increased emissions of foul odors . PADER has 
undertaken an independent sampling and analysis of P. H. Glatfelter Company's 
wastewater. DOE will review these results prior to issuance of a Record of 
Decision on the proposed project if there is reason to suspect the presence of 
potential odor-causing compounds.  

DEt-327 
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1 5 9  

a ny o t h e r  comment e r s  a t  th i s  t i m e ?  Th i s  

h e a r i ng w i l l  s t a nd i n  r e c e s s  u n t i l  e i t h e r  

o t h e r  s p e a k e r s  h a v e  r eg i s t e red a t  t h e  d e s k  

o r  u n t i l  we r e a ch the e n d  o f  t h i s  

even i n g ' s  appo i n t ed t i m e . 

S HORT BREAK TAK E N  
I 
PILL LAWSON : 
There b e i ng no f u r t h e r  

c ommenter s ,  l e t  me rem i nd y o u  t h a t  

tomorrow n i ght t h e r e  w i l l  b e  a n o t h e r  

p u b l i c  he a r i ng a n d  the n i gh t  f o l l ow i ng 

a n o t h e r  p u b l i c  h e a r i ng a t  7 : 0 0 un t i l  

1 0 : 3 0 ,  s a m e  l o c a t i o n .  T h i s  n i gh t ' s  p u b l i c  

h e a r i n g  i s  c l o s e d . 

* * * * * * 

HEAR I N G  CONT I N U E D  AT 1 0 : 3 0 P . M .  

* * * * * * 

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O URT REPORT I NG S E RV I C E 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Dr . B i l l  Lawson 
Nelson Rekos 

HEARING : Thursday ,  December 1 5 ,  1994 

) 1 3  ,\Ll i:GHE:>."Y ST. 
HOLUDAYSSL'RG. PA. 16648 

1 16 SO:!T!i AllEGHE!I:Y STREET 
E':LII.FO!'I:TE. PA 16823 

THE ATRIUM 
66HHILADELPHIA STREET 

I!I:DlA!I:A , PA. 1)701 

1 7TH FLOOR AllEGHE!I:Y BlDG. 
PITTSBL'RGH. P.\ 1 )2 1 9  

Volume II 

7 : 00 p . m .  
York Fair Grounds 
3 3 4  Carl isle Avenue 
York , PA 17404 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORTI!I:G SERVICE 

2 10 MAIN STREET 

JOH!I:STOWN. PA . U901 
(814) ) 36-8908 

/ ""''nns�t cot:ar ltroaru.s iNCRA I • • � ,, , ! • I ! • '  ' 

13;  �'EST MAIN STREET 

SOMERSET. PA. mol 

26 SOUTH SECOND ST. 
CLEARFIELD. PA. 16830 

31 1'\0RTH MA!!I: STREET 
GREE!I:SBURG. PA UGO! 

12 EAST !I:I!'I:TH STREET 
ERIE. PA 16101 

UEC-333 
May l995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

SPEAKERS : 

l l 3  .UL�GHE:\Y ST. 
HOLLID.n",-Pl:RG. PA. 16648 

1 16 SOCil-i .�illGHE:\Y STREET 
B!:.LLEFO:\TE, P.� 1682j 

THE ATRIUM 
66l-PHIL.WELPH!.� STREET 

1:\01.�:\A , PA. ll701 

1 7TH FLOOR AillGHE:\Y BLDG. 
PITTSBURGH. PA l l 2 1 9  

DEc-334 
May 1995 

Martin Reed 

Glen Wilt 

Harry Smith 

Phi l  Goldberg 

Randal l  Patterson 

* * * * * * 

REPORTER: Christine E .  Lazusky 

* * * * * * 

SARA Ai\TN SARGENT 
COURT REPORTI1'(G SERVICE 

2 1 0  MAI:-1 STREET 
JOH:\STO�'l", PA. ll901 

(814) l 36-8908 

n; \'rEST MAI:-1 STREET 
SOMERSET. PA. UlOI 

26 SOUTH SEC0:-10 ST. 
CLEARFIELD. PA. 16830 

3 1  KORTH �IAN STREET 
GREE:\SBURG. PA ll601 

12 EAST :\1:\TH STREET 
ERIE. PA 16l01 

162 

Volwne ll 



Volume ll 

I N D E X 
2 O p e n i n g  C omm e n t s  1 6 4  - 1 8 7  
3 P u b l i c  Comm e n t s  1 8 7  - 2 1 1  
4 C e r t i f i c a te 

7 

8 

9 

1 

1 

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 5  

2 1 2  

S ARA A N N  SARG E N T  COURT R EPORT I N G  S ERVI C E  ( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

1 6 3  

bEC-335 
May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

1 

1 

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 5  

DEC-336 
May 1995 

p R I O c E E D  I N  G s ro Y  E I GUREN : 

� o o d  e v e n i n g , I ' d  l i k e  t o  

1 6 4  

I w e l c o m e  y op t o  t h i s  p u b l i c  h e a r i ng th i s  
I 

e v e n i n g . rh i s  a pu b l i c  c o mm e n t  h e a r i ng 

b e i n g h e l d  by t h e  Un i t e d  S t a t e s  D e p a r tm e n t  

o f  E n e r g y . I t ' s  o f f i c i a l l y d e s i g n a t e d  a s  

t h e  h e a r i ng f o r  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  

D ep a r tm e n t  o f  E n ergy a t  Y o r k  c o u n t y  E n e r g y  

P a rt n e r s  c og e n e r a t i o n  f a c i l i t y  D r a f t  

Env i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t  b e i ng h e l d  

- - - th i s  h e a r i ng i s  b e i ng h e l d  o n  the  

1 5 th day  of  D e c em b e r  1 9 9 4 ,  a t  t h e  Y o rk 

F a i r  G ro u n d s  l o c a t e d  a t  3 3 4  c a r l i s l e  

A v e n u e , Y o r k , P e n n s y l v a n i a . 

T o d a y ' s  h e a r i n g  i s  o n e  o f  t h r e e  

b e i ng h e l d  i n  t h i s  p a rt i cu l a r  s e r i e s . 

T h i s  e v e n i n g ' s  s e s s i o n  w i l l  b e  g i ve n  w i t h  

a b r i e f  p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  t h e  D r a f t  

E n v i r o nm e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t em e n t , t h a t  w i l l  

t a k e  a p p r o x i ma t e l y  1 5  m i n u t e s  a n d  

f o l l ow i ng t h a t  I w i l l  b r i e f l y  r e v i ew t h e  

p r o c e d u r e s  t h a t  w e  w i l l  f o l l o w  d u r i ng t h e  

f o rm a l  c omment p o rt i o n  o f  t h e  m e e t i ng . We 

are s c h e d u l e d  t o  c o n c l u d e  th i s  s e s s i o n  a t  

SARA A N N  SARGENT 
C OURT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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1 0 : 3 0  t o n i gh t . 

My n a m e  i s  Roy E i g u r e n , I ' m  t h e  

m o d e r a t o r  f o r  t h i s  h e a r i ng . I ' m a p a r t n e r  

w i t h  t h e  l a w  f i rm o f  G i v i n s , P e r s l y  

( p h o n e t i c )  a n d  H u n t l e y , i n  B o i s e , I d a h o . 

A n d  I w i l l  n ot e  f o r  t h e  r e c or d  t h a t  I w a s  

t o  h a v e  b e e n  m o d e r a t o r  l a s t  n i g h t  b u t  d u e  

t o  p r o b l em s  w i th s now i n  t h e  W e s t ,  I c o u l d  

n o t  b e  h e r e  i n  t i me t o  c o n d u ct t h e  

h e a r i ng . 

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  m y  w o r k  a s  a 

l a wye r , I a l s o  s e r v e  a s  a t e c h n i c a l 

f a c i l i t a t o r  f o r  t h e  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  E n e rg y  

u n d e r  c o n t r a c t . I s e r v e  a s  a h e a r i ng ' s  

o f f i c e r  a n d  m o d e r a t o r  a n d  a s  a f a c i l i t a to r  

i n  e n v i r o n m e n t a l m a t t e r s . T h i s  p ub l i c  

c omment m e e t i ng i s  b e i ng h e l d  a s  p a r t  o f  a 

p r o c e s s  p r e s c r i b e d  u n d e r  t h e  N a t i o n a l  

E n v i r o nm e n t a l  P o l i cy A c t  o r  N E PA a s  i t ' s  

k n ow n . N E PA i s  o u r  b a s i c  N a t i o n a l c h a r t e r  

f o r  e v a l u a t i ng p o t e nt i a l  e n v i r o nm e n ta l 

i m p a c t s  o f  F e d e r a l  a c t i v i t i e s . N EPA 

p r o c e d u r e s  a r e  d e s i g n e d  to m a k e  

e n v i r o nm e n t a l i n f o r ma t i o n  a va i l a b l e  t o  

p ub l i c  o f f i c i a l s  a n d  c i t i z e n s  b e f o r e  

S ARA A N N  S ARG E N T  
C O URT R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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d e c i s i o n s  a r e m a d e  a nd b e f o r e  a c t i on s  a r e  

t a k e n . U n d e r  N E PA F e d e r a l a g e n c i e s  m u s t  

p r e p a r e  a n  E nv i r o nm e nt a l  I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t  

o r  E I S  f o r  a ny m a j o r a c t i o n  wh i c h  c o u l d  

h a v e  s i g n i f i c a n t  e n v i r o n m e nt a l  i m p a ct s . 

I n  k e e p i ng w i th t h a t  r e q u i r e m e n t  t h e  

p u r p o s e s  o f  t h i s  pu b l i c  h e a r i n g  a re t o  

p r e s e n t  b a c k g r o u nd i n f o rm a t i o n o n  t h e  

r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  d r a f t  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  Impact 

S t a t e m e n t  a nd t o  a n s w e r  q u e s t i o n s  w h i c h  

the  p u b l i c m a y  h a ve a nd m o s t  i m p o r t a n t l y  

t o  o bt a i n  c omm e n t  f r om membe r s  o f  t h e  

p u b l i c . 

I ' v e b e e n  a s k e d  by t h e  

D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r g y  t o  c o n d u c t  t h i s  

c omment h e a r i ng a s  a n  i nd e p e n d e n t  u n b i a s e d  

t h i r d  p a r ty m od e r a to r . P l e a s e  n o t e  t h a t  

n e i t h e r  t h e  C o u r t  Rep o r t e r  w h o  i s  h e r e  n o r  

I a r e  emp l oy e e s  o f  t h e  D ep a rtme n t  o f  

E n e r g y  o r  a ny o f  i t s  c o n t r a c t o r s . N o n e  o f  

u s  a c c o r d i n g l y  a r e  a d v o c a t e s  f o r  o r  

a g a i n s t  a ny p a rt y , n o r  a r e  w e  f o r  o r  

a g a i n s t  a n y  p o s i t i o n  t a k e n  b y  a n y  p a r ty 

d u r i n g  t h i s  h e a r i n � .  I h a ve o n e  p r i m a r y  

p u r p o s e  a n d  t h a t  i s  t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  a l l  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I NG S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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i n d i v i d u a l s  a n d  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  h e r e  w h o  

w i s h  t o  c om m e n t  o n  t h e  D r a f t  E n v i r o n m e nt a l  

I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t  h a ve a f a i r o p p o r tu n i ty 

t o  d o  s o  i n  k e e p i n g  b o th t h e  s p i r i t  a nd 

l e t t e r  o f  t h e  E n v i r o n m e nt a l P o l i c y , t h e  

N a t i o n a l  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  P o l i cy A c t . 

T h e  c o u r t  R e p o r t e r ' s  p u r p o s e  i s  

t o  c r e a t e  a c o m p l e t e  a nd a c c u r a t e  

t r a n s c r i pt i o n  o f  t h i s  h e a r i ng . T h e  

D ep a r tm e n t  o f  E n e r g y  i s  p r ov i d i ng s ever a l  

o p p o r t u n i t i e s  t o  memb e r s  o f  t h e  p u b l i c  w h o  

w i s h  t o  c o m m e n t  o n  th i s  D r a f t  

E n v i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t  d u r i ng t h e  

c omm e n t  p er i od w h i ch w i l l  r u n  t h r o u g h  t h e  

3 1 s t  d a y  o f  J a nu a ry 1 9 9 5 .  Y o u  m a y  m a k e  

comme n t s  h e r e  t o n i gh t  o n  t h e  r e c o r d  o r  y o u  

m a y  p r o v i d e  t o  m e  or s o m e o n e  a t  t h e  

r e g i s t r a t i o n  t a b l e  y o u r  w r i t t e n  c omm e n t s .  

I w o u l d  s t r e s s  both o r a l  a nd w r i t t e n  

c o mm e n t s  r e c e i v e  e x a c t l y  t h e  s a me w e i gh t  

a r e  t r e a t e d  i de n t i c a l l y  i n  t h e  r e c o r d  o f  

th i s  p r o c e e d i n g . I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h a t  y o u  

m a y  m a i l  y o u r  c om m e n t s ,  y o u r  wr i t t e n  

c om m e n t s  t o  t h e  D ep a r t m e n t  b e f o r e  t h e  

c l o s e  o f  c o m m e n t  a t  a n  a d d r e s s  t h a t  y o u  

S ARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O URT R EPORT I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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1 6 8  

h a v e  p r o v i d e d a t  t h e  r eg i s t r a t i on t a b l e .  

The f o r m a t  f o r  t h i s  h e a r i n g  a s  

w e l l  a s  the o t h e r s  b e i ng h e l d  h e r e  i n  Y o r k  

i s  t o  g i ve a s  m a n y  p e o p l e  a s  p o s s i b l e  t h e  

o p p or t u n i ty t o  comme n t , i n c l u d i n g  t h o s e  

w h o  d o  n o t  w i s h  t o  m a k e  f o rm a l c o m m e n t s . 

W e ' r e g o i n g  t o  t a k e  y o u r  f o r m a l c o m m e n t s  

h e r e  b e c a u s e  I m e n t i o n e d  i f  y o u ' d  l i k e  t o  

h ave w r i t t e n  c o m m e n t  y o u  m a y  l e a v e  i t  

e i th e r  w i th m e  o r  a t  t h e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  

t a b l e  h e r e  a t  t h e  s i d e  o f  t h e  r o o m . 

A v e r b a t i m  t r a n s c r i p t  w i l l  be 

made of a l l  t h e  o r a l comments that a r e  

r e c e i ve d  a t  t h i s  h e a r i n g  a s  we l l  a s  t h e  

o t h e r  t w o  he a r i n g s . T h a t t r a n s c r i p t  w i l l  

b e  i n c l ud e d  i n  t h e  D e p a r t m e nt o f  E ne r g y ' s  

r e c o r d  o f  t h e s e  p r oc e e d i n g s . T h e  

D ep a r t m e n t  w i l l  m a k e  c o p i e s  o f  t h a t  

t r a n s c r i p t  a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  p u b l i c  a t  a 

l a t e r  d a t e . 

A f t e r  t h e  D e p a r tm e n t  h a s  

r e v i ew e d , a n a l y z ed a n d  c o n s i d e r e d  a l l  o f  

t h e  c o m m e n t s  r e c e i ve d  a t  t h e s e  c o m m e n t s  

h e a r i n g s  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  comm e n t s  r e c e i ve d  

i n  wr i t i n g , t h a t  w i l l  be comp i l e d  i nt o  t h e  

S ARA ANN S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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o f f i c i a l  r e c o r d  a n d  t h a t  f r om t h e  r e c o r d  

t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  w i l l  p r e p a r e  t h e  f i n a l  

E n v i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t . I n  a f e w  

mome n t s  I a m  g o i ng t o  r e v i ew t h e  

p r o c e d u r e s  w e ' re go i ng t o  b e  f o l l ow i ng i n  

c on d u c t i ng t h i s  h e a r i ng , b u t  a t  t h i s  p o i nt 

f o r  a n  o v e r v i ew o f  w h a t  w a s  c o n t a i n e d  o r  

w h a t  t h e  i m p a c t s  a r e  t h a t  a r e  d e r i ved f rom 

th i s  D r a f t  E n v i r o nme n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t , 

I ' d l i k e  t o  i n t r o d u c e  t o  you D r . J a n  K .  

W a c h t e r , who i s  t h e  D i r e c t o r  o f  

E n v i r o n m e n t  S a f e t y  - - - t h e  E n v i r o nm e n t .  

S a f e t y  
.
a n d  H e a l th D i v i s i o n  o f  t h e  

D e p a r t m e n t  i n  M o r g a n t o w n , We s t  V i rg i n i a  

o f f i c e . 

DR . JAN K .  WACH T ER : 

T h a nk s ,  Roy . B a s i c a l l y I ' m 

g o i ng t o  t a k e  a b o u t  1 5  m i nu t e s  t o  g o  o v e r  

a c u r s o r y  r ev i ew o f  t h e  m a j o r i m p a c t s  

a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h t h e  p r o p o s e d  c o g e n  p l a nt . 

T h e  f i r s t  i tem i s  t h e  v i s u a l i m p a c t s  o f  

t h e  p l a nt , a ga i n ,  th i s  i s  a c o n d en s a t i o n  

o f  a l o t  o f  i n f o r ma t i o n  i n  t h e  D r a f t  E I S , 

i t ' s  n o t  t o t a l l y i n c l u s i v e , a l l  t h e  

i n f o r m a t i o n , s o ,  p l e a s e , r e f e r  t o  t h a t t o  

SARA ANN S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E PO R T I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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g e t  a t o t a l p i c t u r e  o f  t h e  i m p a ct s . 

F o r  t h e  v i s u a l  i mp a c t s  t h e r e  

w o u l d  be s t r u c t u r e s  w h i ch w o u l d  a l t e r  t h e  

v i s u a l  q u a l i t y  o f  t h e  a re a  but t h e s e  wou l d  

be i n  k e e p i ng w i th t h e  e x i s t i n g  i nd u s t r i a l  

s e t t i ng . T h e r e  wou l d  a t a l l  s t ru c tu r e , 

t h e  t a l l e s t  w o u l d  be a 3 9 5  f o o t  s t a ck . A 

v i s u a l  i m p a c t  t o  t h e  L i o n ' s  C l u b  p i c n i c  

a nd f i s h i ng a r e a  w o u l d  r e s u l t  d u e  t o  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  c o g e n  p l a nt .  

W h e n  we h a d  o u r  s c o p i ng m e e t i n g s  

l a s t y e a r  i n  Augu s t  a n d  O c t o b e r , i t  w a s  

c l e a r  f r om t h e  p u b l i c  t h a t  t h e  ma j o r a r e a s  

o f  c o n c e r n  w e r e  a i r em i s s i o n s  a n d  t h e  

e f f e c t s  o f  t h e s e  a i r em i s s i on s  o n  h e a l t h  

e f f e c t s . We e x t e n s i v e l y  a n a l y z ed t h e s e  i n  

a D r a f t  E I S .  The p r i m a ry emi s s i o n s  f rom 

t h e  p r o p o s ed p l a n  w o u l d  b e  t h i n g s  l i k e  

s u l f u r  d i o x i d e , o x i d e s  o f  n i t r o g e n , 

p a rt i c l e s a n d  c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e . 

J u s t  l o o k i ng a t  t h e  p l a nt i t s e l f  

t h e  i n c r e a s e  i n  a m b i e n t  c o nc e n t r a t i o n s  o f  

t h e s e  p o l l u t a n t s  w o u l d  n o t  e x c e e d  

a l l o wa n c e s  u n d e r  t w o  i m p o r t a n t  l a w s , o n e  

i s  t h e  P S D  wh i ch i s  P r e ve n t i o n  o f  

SARA A N N  SARG ENT 
COURT R E P O RT I NG S ERV I C E  
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S i g n i f i c a n t  D e t e r i o r a t i o n a s  we l l  a s  the  

N a t i o n a l  Amb i e nt A i r  Q u a l i ty S t a n d a rd s . 

D u e  t o  r e qu e s t s  f r o m  t h e  

N a t i o n a l P a rk S e r v i c e  we ' ve l o o k e d  a t  t h e  

e f f e c t s  o f l t h e  p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  o n  the  

G e t t y s bu r g  M i l i t a r y  P a rk a nd t h i s  ¥ a s  f r o m  

t h e  p o i n t o f  v i ew o f  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  e f f e c t s  

o f  s u l f u r  d i o x i d e o n  s t a t u e s  i n  th i s  a r e a . 

We c a m e  t o  t h e  c o n c l u s i o n i n  t h e  

r e p o rt t h a t  t h e  i m p a c t s  w o u l d  b e  m i n o r  o n  

th i s  p a rk a s  we l l  a s  t h e  c l o s e s t  N a t i o n a l  

P a r k  C l a s s  O n e  a r e a , wh i c h  i s  t h e  

S h e n a n d o a h  N a t i o n a l P a rk . 

A s  p a r t  o f  t h e  p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  
t h e r e  wou l d  b e  c u r t a i l m e n t  o f  t h e  P . H .  
G l a t f e l t e r  numb e r  f o u r  b o i l e r d u e  t o  t h e  
r e c e i p t  o f  s t e a m  f r o m  t h e  p r o p o s e d  p l a n t , 
th i s  i s  the  c o g e n e r a t i o n p a r t o f  t h e  
p l a n t . I n  a d d i t i o n  t h e  p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  

d u e  t o  t h e  C l e a n  A i r  A c t  wou l d  r e q u i r e 

o f f s e t s  f o r  N O x ,  t h a t ' s  o x i d e s  o f  

n i t r og e n . I f  y o u  l o ok a t  t h e  t o t a l  

p i ct u r e , t h e  p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  i n  c o n c e r t  

w i t h  t h e  c u r t a i l m e nt o f  t h e  P . H . 

G l a t f e l t e r  numb e r  f o u r  b o i l e r ,  i f  y o u  

S A RA · AN N  S A RG E N T  
C O U RT REPORT I N G  S ERVI C E  
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l o o k e d  a t  t h e  p e rm i t t e d  m a x i mu m  a l l ow a n c e s  

y o u  w i l l  s e e  t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  b e  a n e t  

r e d u c t i o n  i n  t h e  a r e a  o f  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  

2 , 4 0 0  t o n s  p e r  y e a r  o f  s u l fu r  d i o x i d e  a n d  

a t  l e a s t  2 1 7 t o n s  p e r  y e a r  o f  o x i d e s  o t  

n i t r og e n  a n d  6 5  t o n s  p e r  y e a r  o f  wh a t ' s  

c a l l e d  PM 1 0 , t h a t ' s  f o r  p a r t i c u l a t e  m a t t e r  

wh i ch i s  a v e r y  s m a l l  s i z e . 

We a l s o  l o o k e d  a t  f o g g i n g , i c i ri g  

a n d  p l u m e  s h ad o w i n g d u e  t o  t h e  p r o p o s e d  

p r o j e c t  b e c a u s e  t h e r e  w o u l d  b e  a c o o l i ng 

t ower a s s o c i a t e d  w i th i t . And w e  f o u n d  

tha t t h e r e  w i l l  be no a d v e r s e  i m p a c t s  

a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h a t . 

T h e  n e x t  c a t e g o r y  t h a t  we l o o k e d  

a t  wa s h e a l th e f f e c ts , w e  a n a l y z ed t h e  

e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  p o t e nt i a l  r e l e a s e  o f  s o m e  

h a z a r d o u s  a i r p o l l u t a n t s  a n d  t h e s e  

i n c l u d e d  t h i n g s  l i k e  a c i d  g a s e s , wh i ch a r e  

s u l f u r  d i o x i d e ; t o x i c  m e t a l s  s u c h  a s  l e a d  

a n d  m e r cu r y ,  r a d i o n u c l i d e s ; v o l a t i l e 

o r ga n i c  c o m p o u n d s  s uch a s  be n z e n e ; 

p o l yc yc l i c  h y d r o c a r b o n s  s u c h  a s  

be n z op y r e n e  a n d  c h l o r o f o r m . 

We c o n d u c t e d  f o u r  d i f f e r e n t  

S A R A  A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  
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t y p e s  o f  h e a l t h  r i s k  a s s e s sm e n t s , o n e  o n  

t h e  s t a ck em i s s i o n s , o n e  o n  t h e  c o o l i n g  

t o w e r  em i s s i o n s . We l o o k e d  a t  

r a d i on u c l i d e  r e l e a s e s  f r o m  t h e  p r o p o s e d  

p l a nt , a s  w e l l  a s  l o o k i n g  a t  s c i en t i f i c 

s tu d i e s  s u c h  a s  p h y s i o l o g i c a l  e f f e c t s  i n  

a n i m a l s , h u m a n  e p i d em i o l o g i c a l  s t u d i e s  a n d  

c o n t r o l l e d  p hy s i o l ogy s t ud i e s . 

O u r  c o n c l u s i o n s  w e r e  t i e r e d  i nt o  

two d i f f er e n t  w a y s , w e  l o ok e d  a t  c a n c er 

e f f e c t s  a nd n o n - c a n c e r  e f f e c t s . W e  

d e t e r m i n e d  t h a t  t h e  l i f e t i m e  e x c e s s  c a n c e r  

r a t e  f o r  p o t e n t i a l  e x p o s u re t o  a i r  

em i s s i o n s  f r o m  t h e  p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  w o u l d  

be l e s s  t h a n  o n e  i n  o n e  m i l l i o n , w h i ch i s  

b e l ow t h e  g e n e r a l l y a cc ep t e d  l i f e t i m e  

c a n c e r  r i sk s  by t h e  Env i r o n m e n t a l 

P r o t e c t i o n  A g e n c y . 

We a l s o  l oo k e d  a t  n o n - c a n c e r  

h e a l t h  e f f e c t s  a n d  c a m e  t o  t h e  c o n c l u s i on 

t h a t  t h e  p r o p o s e d  p ro j e c t  w o u l d  n o t  be 

e x p e c t e d  t o  g e n e r a t e  any o r  m e a s u r a b l e  

e f f e c t s  f o r  n o n - c a n c e r  h e a l t h  e f f e c t s . 

T h e  n e x t  a r e a  t h a t  w e  l o o k e d  a t  

w a s  w a t e r  q u a l i ty a n d  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  
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p r o p o s e d  p ro j e c t  o n  t h i s  r e s o u rc e . O n  t h e  

a v e r a g e  t h e  f a c i l i t y  wou l d  w i t h d r a w  

a pp ro x i m a t e l y  4 . 1  m i l l i o n  g a l l o n s  p e r  d a y  

o f  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  t r e a t e d  w a s t e w a t e r  a n d  

o f  t h a t  w e  c o n s u m e d  2 . 5  m i l l i o n  g a l l o n s  

p e r  d a y  v i a  t h e  c o o l i n g  t o w e r  a n d  you ' re 

g o i n g  to h a v e  t h e  e v a p o r a t i ve l o s s e s  o f  

t h i s  w a t e r  o f  a p p ro x i ma t e l y  2 . 5  m i l l i o n  

g a l l o n s  p e r  d a y . T h e  r e m a i nd e r , 4 . 1  

s u b t r a c t e d  2 . 5 , wou l d  b e  r e c y c l ed a s  

wa s t e w a t e r  b a c k  i n t o  t h e  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  

p l a n t . 

T h e  r a m i f i c a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  

e v a p o r a t i ve l o s s  wou l d  m e a n  t h a t  d u r i ng 

n o r m a l f l ow s i t u a t i o n s  t h e  C o d o r u s  C r e e k  

i n  t h a t  a r e a  wou l d  b e  r e d u c e d  i n  f l ow f r o m  

8 7  c u b i c  f e e t  p e r  s ec o n d  t o  8 3  c u b i c  f e e t  

p e r  s e c o n d . Dur i ng a l o w  f l ow c o n d i t i o n  

i t ' s  Q 7 - 1 0 ,  b a s i c a l l y t ha t ' s  t h e  l owe s t  

week l y  a v e r a g e  f l ow over a t e n - y e a r  

p e r i od , s o  you ' re t a l k i ng a bo u t  a w o r s e  

c a s e  c o n d i t i o n . T h e  d e c r e a s e  i n  f l ow 

wou l d  b e  f r o m  5 8  c f s  c u b i c  f e e t  p e r  s e co n d  

to 5 4 . T h e  l o s s  i s  a t t e n u a t e d  i n  t h e  

r i v e r  b a s i n , wh i ch m e a n s  down s t r e am t h e r e  

SARA ANN SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E PORT I NG S ERV I C E 
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i s  m a k e - up o f  th i s  d e f i c i e ncy . B u t  t h e  

f a c i l i t y  wou l d  s t i l l  m i t i g a t e  t h e  

c o n s ump t i o n  o f  t h e  w a t e r  d u r i n g l o w  f l ow 

p e r i o d s  by r e l e a s i ng w a t e r  f rom e x i s t i ng 

s t o r a g e  o r  p r i va t e  r e s e rvo i rs i n  t h e  a r e a , 

n o t  L a k e  M a r bu r g , wh i ch w a s  a c o n c er n  t h a t  

w a s  r a i s e d  d u r i ng t h e  pu b l i c  s c o p i n g . 

8 D u e  t o  t h e  eva p o r a t i v e  a sp e c t  o f  
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th i s  p r o j e c t  w i th r e s p e c t  t o  w a t e r , t h e  

c o n c en t r a t i o n s  o f  s p e c i e s  i n  t h e  P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r  w a s t e w a t e r  b e i n g  d i s ch a r g e d  

i n to t h e  c r e e k  wou l d  i n c r e a s e  b u t  t h e  m a s s  

l o a d i n g s  wou l d  no t ,  m e a n i n g  t h e  w e i gh t  o f  

s p e c i e s  l i ke s o d i um a n d  c a l c i um w o u l d  n o t  

i n c r e a s e , b u t  d u e  t o  t h e  f a c t  th a t  you ' re 

e v a p o r a t i n g  w a t e r  t h e  c o n c e ntr a t i o n s  o f  

t h e s e  s p e c i e s  wou l d  i n c r e a s e . 

D u r i ng w o r s e c a s e  k e n a d d i t i o n s  

( p h o n et i c )  th i s  t r a n s l a t e s  t o  a .  9 . 6  

i n c r e a s e  i n  e f f e c t i ve c o n c e ntr a t i o n s  o f  

d i s s o l v e d  s p e c i e s  i n  t h e  c r e e k  i m m e d i a t e l y  

d o w n s t r e a m , o f  c o u r s e , d u r i ng l ow f l ow 

k e n a d d i t i o n s . H o w e ve r , d u e  t o  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t s  requ i r e m e n t  f o r  

a d d i t i o n a l  t r e a t m e n t  o f  th i s  w a s t e wa t e r , 

S ARA A N N  S ARG E N T  
C O URT REPORT I NG S ER V I C E  
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t h e r e  a r e  va r i ou s  p a r a m e t e r s  i n  t h e  

w a s t e w a t e r  t h a t  wo u l d  a c t u a l l y  d e c r e a s e , 

t h e s e  a r e  th i n g s  l i ke s u s p e n d e d  s o l id s , 

b i oc h em i c a l  o xy g e n  d e m a n d  a n d  h e a t  l o a d . 

A n d  t h e  l a t t e r  two i t em s , t h e  b i o c h em i ca l  

o x yg en d e m a n d  a n d  h e a t  l o a d , t h e i r  

d e c r e a s e s  c o u l d  a ct u a l l y i m p r o v e  o xy g e n  

l eve l s  i n  t h e  c r e e k  a n d  t h a t  t r a n s l a t e s  a s  

b e i n g a m o r e  c o n d u c i v e  e n v i r o n m e n t  f o r  

b i o l o g i c a l  l i f e  i n  t h e  s t r e a m . 

We l o ok e d  a t  i n - s t r e a m  E P A  a cu t e  

a n d  c h r o n i c  a m b i e n t  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  c r i te r i a  

a n d t h e y  wou l d  b e  m e t  i n  b o th l ow a nd m e a n  

f l ow s i t u a t i o n s  e xc e p t  f o r  ch l o r i d e  wh i c h  

wo u l d  e xc eed t h e  c h ro n i c  s t a nd a r d  u n d e r  

l ow f l o w  c o n d i t i o n s  by f a ct o r  o f  1 . 1 , 

m e a n i ng t h a t  e x c e e d e n c e s  w o u l d  b e  

a p p r o x i m a t e l y  t e n  p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  s t a nd a r d . 

W e  a n a l y z ed t h i s  e f f ec t  i n  t h e  D r a f t  E I S  

a n d  c a m e  t o  t h e  c o n c l u s i on th a t  t h e r e  

w o u l d  b e  r e l a t i v e l y  m i n o r  e f f e c t s . 

T h e  n e x t  th i ng w e  l o ok e d  a t  w a s  

n o i s e . D u r i n g  t h e  c o n s t ru ct i on p h a s e  o f  

t h i s  p r o j e c t  t h e r e  w o u l d  b e  s h o r t  t e r m  

n o i s e  i m p a c t s  a s s o c i a t e d  p r i ma r i l y  w i t h  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  REPORT I NG S ERV I CE 
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t h e  p u r g i n g o f  d i r t  a nd d e b r i s  f r om s t ea m  

l i n e s . T h e  m i n i m i z a t i o n  m e a s u r e s  c o u l d  

p o s s i b l y  b e  r e q u i r e d  t o  r ed u c e  t h i s  n o i s e . 

S i n c e  t h e  p r o p o s e d  p l a nt w o u l d  b e  i n  c l o s e  

p r o x i m i ty t o  e x i s t i n g  i nd u s t r i a l  n o i s e  

s u c h  a s  t h e  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  p l a n t , c h a n g e s  

i n  t h e  n o i s e  env i r o n m e n t  w o u l d  n o t  b e  

r e a d i l y d i s c e r n i b l e  f r om t h e  e x i s t i n g  

s ou n d  l e ve l s  i n  t h e  a r e a . 

N o i s e  r e d uc t i o n m e a s u r e s  w o u l d  

b e  emp l o y e d  t o  m i n im i z e  a n y  b a ck g r o u n d  

n o i s e  i n c r e a s e s  d u r i ng t h e  o p e r a t i o n o t  

t h e  p r o p o s e d  p l a n t . A v e n t  s i l e n c e r  w o u l d  

be i n s t a l l e d  t o  l e s s e n  t h e  n o i s e  

a s s o c i a t e d  w i th t h e  s t e a m  r e l e a s e . 

L o o k i n g  a t  t r a f f i c  a n d  a s s um i ng a wo r s e  

c a s e  a n a l y s i s , wh i ch i s  a s s um i n g  t h e  l a ck 

o f  a r i d e  s h a r e  p r o g r a m .  T r a f f i c d u r i ng 

the c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  p l a n t  w o u l d  

i n c r e a s e  b y  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  7 1 2  veh i c l e s  p e r  

d a y  a n d  b y  1 2 5  v e h i c l e s  p e r  d a y  d u r i ng i t s  

o p e r a t i o n a n d  th i s  wou l d  d e g r a d e  t ra f f i c 

f l ow i n  both t h e  a . m .  a n d  p . m .  p e a k  h o u r s . 

D u r i ng o p e r a t i o n th i s  t r a n s l a te s  a s  

app r o x i m a t e l y  a f i ve p e r c e n t  i n cr e a s e  i n  

S ARA A N N  S AR G E N T  
COURT R E PORT I N G  S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volume ll 



Vohune D 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

• 

TIDS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

DEC-363 
May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

DEt-364 
May 1995 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

1 7 8  

t r a f f i c  a n d  k e y  i n t e r s e ct i on s  du r i ng p e a k  

h o u r s .  

T h e  i n t e r s e c t i o n  o f  Y o rk R o a d  

a n d  C o l o n i a l  V a l l ey R o a d  wou l d  c o n t i nu e  to 

o p e r a t e  a t  w h a t ' s  c a l l ed a c c ep t a b l e  l eve l s  

o f  s e r v i c e . But d e l a � s  wou l d  b e  e x p e c t ed 

b e c a u s e  two k e y  i nt e r s e c t i on s , wh i c h  a r e  

t h e  Y o r k  R o a d , J e f f e r s o n  R o a d , L ehma n R o a d  

a nd t h e  Y ork R o a d / R o u n d w o o d  F a c i l i t y  

A c c e s s  D r i v e d o  n o t  h a ve s i g n a l s  a t  t h e s e  

l o c a t i o n s . A l r e a d y  t h e  c u r r e n t  b a s e l i n e  

i s  th a t  t h e  Y o r k  Roa d ,  J e f f e r s o n  R o a d  a nd 

L e h m a n  R o a d  i nt e r s e c t i o n  i s  o p e r a t i ng a t  

a n  u n a c c e p t a b l e  l ev e l  c u r r e n t l y . 

P o t e n t i a l  m i t i g a t i o n  w a s  

c o n s i d e r e d , s u c h  a s  p u t t i ng i n  t r a f f i c  

l i g h t s , l a ne i mp rove m e n t s  a n d  a dd i t i o n a l  

s t o r a g e  q u eu e s  f o r  t h e  l o g  t ru c k s  a t  the 

R o u n d w o o d  p l a nt . I t  s h ou l d  b e  n o t e d  that 

imp roveme n t s  at t h e  York R o a d / R o u n d w o o d  

F a c i l i ty Ac c e s s  D r i ve wou l d  be e x p e ct e d  to 

o c c u r , but a l s o  n e e d s  t o  be u n d e r s t o o d  

t h a t  a ny o f  t h e s e  c h a n g e s  wou l d  n e e d  t o  be 

approved by t h e  P e n n sy l va n i a  D e p a rtment of 

T r a n s p o r t a t i o n . 
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T h e  n e x t  a r e a  w e  l o o k e d  a t  w a s  

s o l i d  w a s t e . T h e  m a j o r  s o l i d w a s t e 

g e n e r a t e d  w o u l d  be a s h a nd a s h b y - p r o du c t . 

H o w e v e r  t h e r e  w i l l  b e  s om e  l ow e r  a m o u n t s  

o f  mu n i c i p a l  t y p e s  o f  w a s t e s , s a n i t a r y  

w a s t e s  a n d  h a z a rd o u s  w a s t e s  a s s o c i a t e d  

w i th t h i s  p r o j e c t . The v o l um e s  a r e  

o u t l i n e d  i n  t h e  D r a f t  E I S . 

An i m p o r t a n t  p a r t  o f  t h e  p r o j e c t  

i s  t h e  a s h  b y - p ro d u c t  w9 u l d  b e  h a u l e d  7 0  

m i l e s  t o  the H a r r i m a n  C o a l C o r p o r a t i o n  

m i n es w h e r e  i t  w o u l d  b e  u s e d  f o r  m i n e  

r e c l am a t i on b y  r e du c i n g  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  

a c i d m i ne d r a i na g e . 

We l oo k e d  a t  f l o odp l a i n s  a nd 

w e t l a nd s . T h e r e  wou l d  be p or t i o n s  o f  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  wou l d  b e  l o c a t e d  o n  a 

f l o o dp l a i n .  H o w e ve r , n o  m a j o r i m p a c t s  a r e  

e x p e c t e d  t o  o c c u r  d u e  t o  t h e  e f f e c t s  o n  a 

f l o o d  e v e n t  s u c h  a s  d i v e r t i ng t h e  f l o o d  

f l ow o r  t h e  d y na m i c s  o f  t h e  f l o o d  d u e  t o  

t h e  sma l l  a f f e c t e d  a r e a  a n d  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  

t h e  s tructu r e s  t o  b e  bu i l t .  

T h e r e  w o u l d  b e  sma l l  a r e a s  o f  

i d ent i f i e d  w e t l a nds a p p r o x i ma t e l y  0 . 7  
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a c r e s  wh i c h  w o u l d  b e  u n a v o i d a b l y  t r a v e r s e d  

n e a r  t h e  f o o tp r i nt o f  t h e  p l a n t . 

M i t i g a t i o n  w o u l d  b e  r equ i r ed f o r  t h i s  

h a b i t a t . 

O n e  o f  t h e  t h i ng s  w e  l o o k ed a t  

a l s o  i s  t h e  e l e c t r i ca l i n t e r c o n n ec t i o n  

c or r i do r  wh i c h  w o u l d  s p a n  f r o m  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  s i t e  t o  B a i r  S u b s t a t i o n . I t  

wou l d  c r o s s  t h e  C o d o r u s  C r e e k  t h r e e  t i m e s . 

I t  wo u l d  t r a v e r s e Army C o r p s  o f  E n g i n e e r  

f l o o d  c o n tr o l  l a n d s  a f f e c t i n g  

a pp r o x i m a te l y  1 7  o f  t h e  1 , 7 0 0  a c r e s . I t  

s h o u l d  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  t h i s  l a n d  h a s  b e e n  

pr i nc i p a l l y l e a s e d  t o  t h e  G a m e  C o mm i s s i o n  

f o r  t h e  c o n s e r va t i o n  o f  w i l d l i f e . M o s t  o f  

t h e  l a nd s  a f f e c t ed i s  c u l t i v a t e d  l a nd . 

T h e  a f f e c t ed G a m e  C o m m i s s i o n  

h a b i t a t  wou l d  i n c l ud e  a bo u t  0 . 9  a c r e s  o f  

r i p a r i a n  h a b i t a t  t h a t  i s  w h a t  h a b i t a t  

s u r r o u n d s  b a n k s  a n d  r i v e r s . 0 . 3 6 a c r e s  i s  

w h a t ' s  c a l l e d  i n  t h e  w i r e  z o n e , when you 

p u t  i n  a u t i l i t y  l i ne y o u  h a v e  an edge 

z o n e , a w i r e  z o n e  and a n  edge z o n e  a n d  

a pp r o x i m a t e l y  4 0  f e e t  o f  t h e  w i r e  z o n e  

wou l d  b e  s o r t  o f  c l e a r - c u t  i n  o r d e r  t o  n o t  
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a l l ow t h e  i nt e r f e r e n c e  o f  t r e e s  i nt o  t h e  

l i n e s  a b ove . 1 . 2  a c r e s  o f  w o o d e d  u p l a n d s  

wou l d  a l s o  b e  a f f e c t e d  w i t h  0 . 3 6  a c r e s  i n  

t h e  w i r e  z o n e , t h i s  t r a n s l a t e s  0 . 3 6 p l u s  

0 .  3 6 .  Appr o x i m a t e l y  0 . 7 2 a c r e s  o f  h a b i t a t  

wou l d  b e  c o n s u m e d  b y  t h i s  p r o j e ct .  T h e s e  

numb e r s  a r e  d r a f t . We h a v e  n e w  n u m b e r s  

t h a t  s h ow a s l i gh t l y  l e s s  a m o u n t  o f  

a c r e a g e  wou l d  b e  a f f e c t e d . 

M i t i g a t i o n  o f  t h e  0 . 3 6  a c r e s  o f  

r i p a r i a n  h a b i t a t  cou l d  b e  r e qu i r e d . 

Howev e r , t a l k i ng to s om e  h u n te r s  i n  t h e  

a r e a  a n d  s o m e  o t h er a g e n c i e s , t h e r e  c o u l d  

be s o m e  b e n e f i t s  a s s o c i a t ed w i t h  t h i s  

ut i l i t y  l i n e  g o i ng t h r o u g h  t h e s e  l a n d s . 

O n e  i s  t h e  i n c r e a s e s  i n  b i od i ve r s i t y , 

t h e y ' r e c h a n g i ng t h e  h a b i t a t . 

B i o d i ver s i ty i s  a n  i m p o r t a n t  t h i ng i n  

o r d e r  t o  · m a k e  m o r e  s t a b l e  h a b i t a t s  i n  t h e  

a r e a . And a l s o  i t  cou l d  be a n  a c c e s s  w a y  

t o  h u n t e r s  t o  g a i n  a c c e s s  i nt o  t h i s  a r e a . 

T h e s e  a r e  s o m e  o f  t h e  m a n y  

c o n c l u s i o n s  a n d  i m p a c t s  wh i ch a r e  i n  t h e  

E I S .  T h e r e  a r e  some p o s i t i v e  a d v a n t a g e s  

wh i c h I h a v e  n o t  m e n t i o n e d , s u c h  a s  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U RT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E 
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i n c r e a s e s  i n  j o b s , i n c r e a s e s  i n  t a x  b a s e  

f o r  t h i s  a r e a . P l e a s e  r e a d  t h e  e xe c u t i ve 

s u m m a r y  o f  t h e  E I S  f o r  a b e t t e r  

e n c ap s u l a t i o n  o f  tho s e  e f f e c t s , a s  we l l  a s  

t h e  e n t i r e  r ep o r t . 

The f u t u r e  s c h e du l e  o f  N E PA 

e v e n t s ,  a s  R o y  h a s  s t a t e d  b e f o r e , c o m m e n t s  

w i l l  be d u e  by J a n u a ry 3 1 s t , 1 9 9 5 ,  i t ' s  a 

t h r e e - w e e k  e x t e n s i o n t o  t h e  o r i g i n a l  

comment p e r i o d o f  J a n u a r y l O th . I t  i s  

a n t i c i p a t e d  t h a t  we w i l l  g e n e r a t e  t h e  

f i na l E n v i r o nme n t a l  I m p a c t  s t a t em e n t  b a s e d 

o n  t h e  c o m m e n t s  we h a ve r e c � i ve� d u r i n g  

t h e  p u b l i c  c o m m e n t  p e r i o d  a n d  t h a t  s h o u l d  

be i s s u e d  s o m e t i m e  d u r i n g  t h e  M a rch t i me 

f r ame . A record of d e c i s i o n  for th i s  

p r o j e c t , w h e t h e r  i t ' s  f a v o r a b l e  o r  

u n f a v o r a b l e  or f a vo r a b l e  w i th m i t i g a t i o n , 

m e a n i n g  that we wo u l d h a v e  t o  d o  s ometh i n g  

t o  m i n i m i z e  t h e  i m p a c t s  o f  th i s  p r o p o s e d  

p r o j e c t . Th i s  r e c o rd o f  d e c i s i o n s h o u l d  

be a va i l a b l e  s o m et i m e  a r o u n d A p r i l  1 9 9 5 . 

T h a n k  y o u  v e r y  m u ch f o r  y o u r  t i m e . 

ROY E I G UR E N : 

T h a n k  y o u . At th i s  t i me I w o u l d  
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l i k e  t o  i nt r o d u c e  the m em b e r s  o f  t h e  p a n e l  

w h o  a r e  h e r e  i n  t h e  f r o n t  o f  t h e  r oom w i th 

me , t h e i r  p u r p o s e  i n  b e i n g  h e r e  i s  t o  

l i s t e n  t o  p u b l i c  comm e n t  a n d  a s  

a p p r o p r i a t e  a s k  c l a r i f y i n g  q u e s t i on s  o f  

the c o m m e n t  t h a t  i s  g i ven t o  u s  th i s  

e ven i ng . T o  my r i gh t  i s  D r . S u e l l e n  V a n  

O o t e ghem , w h o  i s  t h e  e n v i r onm e n t a l p r o j e ct 

m a n a g e r  a t  t h e  M o r g a n t o w n  E n e rgy 

T e ch n o l ogy C e n t e r ;  next t o  her is J i m  

J o h n s o n , who i s  w i th t h e  N EPA C omp l i a n c e  

O f f i c e , t h e  u . s .  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  E n e rgy ' s  

H e a d q u a r t e r s  i n  Wa s h i n g t o n  D . c . ; a nd Mr . 

G a ry F r i gg e n s  t o  my l e f t , w h o  i s  w i t h  t h e  

C l e a n  C o a l  b r a n c h  o f  t h e  M o r g a n t own E n e rgy 

T e ch n o l ogy Center i n  M o r g a n t own , We s t  

V i rg i n i a . Aga i n ,  the i r  p u r p o s e  i n  b e i n g  

h e r e  i s  t o  l i s t e n  t o  y o u r  comm e n t . T h e y  

a r e  the D e p a r tm e n t  o f  E n e r g y  o f f i c i a l s  

r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  c o mp l e t i n g t h i s  

Env i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t e me n t . A n d  s o  

t h e y  w i l l  h a ve a f i r s t -h a n d  o p p o rt u n i ty t o  

l i s t en t o  c o m m e n t , a s  I m e n t i o n e d , a s k  

c l a r i fy i ng q u e s t i o n s . 

Wh a t  we ' d  l i k e  t o  d o  a t  t h i s  
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p o i n t i s  t r n  t o  t h e  m o s t  i m p o r t a n t  p a rt 

o f  t h i s  e v � n i n g ' s  h e a r i ng a nd t h a t  i s  t o  

t a k e  c o mm e �t f r om mem b e r s  o f  t h e  p u b l i c . 

T h e r e  a r e  f ew s i mp l e  p r o c e d u r e s  t h a t  w e  

h a ve f o r  t i s  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  o t h e r  

he a r i ng s , �e a s k  t h a t  i f  y o u ' re g o i ng t o  

s p e a k  t h a t  y o u  w o u l d  r e g i s t e r  a t  t h e  

r e g i s t r a t i o n  t a b l e  to my r i g h t , t o  y o u r  

l e f t . T h e  o r d e r  o f  s p e a k e r s  w i l l  be t h a t  

a ny F e d e r a l ,  S t a t e  o r  Lo c a l pu b l i c  

o f f i c i a l s w i l l  b e  a cc o rd e d  t h e  f i r s t  

o p p o r t u n i t y  f o r  c omme n t , a s  we l l  a s  a n y  

F e d e r a l ,  S t a t e  o r  Lo c a l a g e n c i e s , t h e n  

f o l l ow i n g  them we ' l l r e c e i v e  c o m m e n t  f rom 

memb e r s  of the pu b l i c . 

The o r d e r  o f  p u b l i c  s p e a k e r s  i s  

b a s i c a l l y  a f i r s t  come f i r s t  s e rve b a s i s , 

p r e - r e g i s t e r e d  comment e r s  w i l l  h a ve a 

c h o i c e  o f  s p e a k i n g t i me s . S p e a k e r s  a r e  

l i m i t e d  t o  f i ve m i n u t e s  p e r  n i gh t , t h a t  i s  

t o  s a y  you m a y  s p e a k  i f  y o u  l i k e  o n  a l l  

t h r e e  n i g h t s  o f  o u r  h e a r i n g ,  b u t  y o u ' re 

l i m i t ed t o  f i ve m i n u t e s  p e r  n i g h t . 

We d o  h a v e  a s i g na l i ng d e v i c e  

h e r e  i n  t h e  f r o n t  o f  t h e  r o om , t h e  g r e e n  
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l i g h t  i n d i p a t e s  t h a t  y o u ' r e s t i l l  w i t h i n  

y o u r  f i ve � i n u t e  a l l o c a t i o n t i m e . I 

be l i eve th� y e l l ow l i g h t  i nd i c a t e s  that 

t h e r e ' s  o n �  m i nu t e  r e m a i n i n g  a n d  t h e  r ed 

l i gh t  i n d i ; a t e s  t h a t  y o u r  t i m e  h a s  

e l ap s ed . owever , w e ' r e  f o l l o w i ng f a i r l y  

i n f o rm a l  p o c e d u r e s  h e r e  a n d  s o  w e ' re n o t  

c u t t i n g  s p e a k e r s  o f f  r i g h t  a t  f i ve 

m i n u t e s . I f  y o u  h a ve s om e t h i n g  f u r t h e r  t o  

s a y , p l e a s e  c o n t i n u e  t o  g o  o n  a n d g i ve 

y o u r  c o m m e n t , b u t  when I d o  a s k  y o u  t o  

s t a rt w r a p p i n g  up y o u r  c om m e n t  I w o � l d  

r e s p e c t f u l l y r e q u e s t  t h a t  y o u  d o  s o . 

We ' r e g o i n g  t o  be h e r e  u n t i l  

1 0 : 3 0 t h i s  ev e n i n g a n d  s o  we w i l l  g o · a h e a d  

a n d  r e c e i ve c o m m e n t s  i n  t h e  o r d e r  w i th t h e  

w a y  s p e a k e r s  p r e s e n t  t h e m s e l v e s . I n  t h e  

e v e n t  t h a t  we d o n ' t  h a v e  e n ough s p e a k e r s  

t o  l a s t  u s  a l l  t h e  w a y  t o  1 0 : 3 0 ,  w e ' � l  

s t i l l  b e  h e r e  i n  t h e  e v e n t  t h a t  s om e o n e  

s h o u l d  c om e  i n  l a t e r  a n d  w o u l d  l i k e  t o  

h a ve the o p p o r tu n i t y t o  c o m m e n t .  W e ' re 

n o t  g o i n g  t o  c r o s s  e x a m i n e  s p e a k er s . 

B a s i c a l l y we ' r e h e r e  t o  h e a r  y o u r  comme n t , 

b u t  m e m b e r s  o f  t h e  p a n e l  h e re w i t h  me i n  2 5l �------------------------------------------------------------� 
S ARA ANN S A R G E N T  

C O URT R E PORT I N G  S E RV I C E 
( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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I 
t h e  f r o n t  m a y  a s k  c l a r i fy i ng q u e s t i o n s  t o  

I 
m a k e  s u r e  h a t  t h e y  f u l l y  u n d e r s t a nd t h e  

comment t y o u ' re p r o v i d i ng f o r  t h e  

r e c o rd . 

s I m e n t i o n e d  e a r l i e r , we d o  

h a ve a C o u  t R e p o r t e r  w h o  i s  w i th u s , s h e  

i s  t o  m y  f t , t o  y o u r  r i ght , s h e  i s  

m a k i ng a verba t i m  t r a n s c r i p t  o f  e v e r y t h i ng 

t h a t  i s  s a id h e r e , s o  th i s  i s  a l m o s t  l i k e  

a C o u rt p r o c e ed i n g  w i th i n  w h i ch e v e r yt h i n g  

t h a t  i s  s a i d  i s  r e c o rd e d  a nd w i l l  b e  

c o n t a i n e d  i n  the r e c o r d  a n d  i t  w i l l  b e  

u s ed by the D e p a r tm e n t  o f  E n e r g y  i n  t h e  

d e v e l opment o f  f i n a l  E n v i ronment a l I m p a c t  

S t a t ement . 

I h a v e  j u s t  a f e w  a dm i n i s tr a t i v e  

i te m s . T h e r e  a r e  f i r e  e x i t s  h e r e , b o t h  i n  

f ro n t  t o  e i t h e r  s i d e  o f  the h e a r i ng t a b l e , 

t h e r e ' s  a l s o  o n e  i n  t h e  b a c k . T h e r e  a r e  

r e s t r o o m  f a c i l i t i e s  t h a t  a r e  l o c a t ed a t  

t h e  b a c k  o f  t h e  r o o m  o u t s i d e  t h e  e x i t . We 

d o  have a p ub l i c  a d d r e s s  s y s tem that w e ' re 

u s i ng ,  s o  when I c a l l  y o u r  n a m e , w e  wou l d  

a s k  t h a t  y o u  w o u l d  s tep f or w a r d  e i t h e r  t o  

th i s  p od i um h e r e  o r  t o  th i s  f r e e s t a nd i ng 

S ARA ANN S A R G E N T  
COURT REPORT I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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m i k e  a nd g i v e  u s  y o u r  c om m e n t . W h e n  I 

c a l l  y o u r  n a m e , p l e a s e  g i v e  u s  y o u r  n a m e  

f o r  t h e  r e c o r d  a s  w e l l  a s  i f  y o u ' r e 

s p e a k i ng o n  b e h a l f  o f  a n  o r ga n i z a t i o n , 

p l e a s e  i d e n t i f y t h e  n a m e  o f  t h e  

o r g a n i z a t i o n  t h a t  y o u ' r e s p e a k i ng o n  

b eh a l f  o f . 

s o  w i t h  t h a t  w e ' l l b e g i n  

r e c e i v i n g  p u b l i c  comme n t . W e  d o  h a v e  two 

i n d i v i d u a l s  that are p r e - r e g i s t er e d  to 

c o m m e n t  th i s  e v e n i n g ,  the f i r s t  is t h e  

H o n o r a b l e  T o d d  P l a t t s , w h o  i s  a 

R ep r e s e n t a t i ve o f  t h e  H o u s e  o f  

R ep r e s e n t a t i v e s  o f  t h e  S t a t e  o f  

P e n n s y l va n i a . R ep r e s e n t a t i ve P l a t t s ?  H e  

i s  n o t  h e r e  a t  t h e  m o m e n t  s o  w e ' l l c a l l  

h i s  n a m e  a g a i n  l a t e r . W e ' l l c a l l  Mr . 

M a rt i n  R e e d . G o o d  e v e n i ng a n d  w e l c o m e . 

MART I N  R E E D : 

G o o d  e v e n i n g . My n a m e  i s  M a rt i n  

R e e d , R - E - E - 0 . I ' m  a r e s i d e nt o f  t h e  

N o r t h  C o d o r u s  T o w ns h i p ,  a l s o  a m e m b e r  o f  

S T O P  a n d S P EAC t h e  two s i g n i f i c a n t  

opp o s i t i o n  g r o u p s  t h r o u g h o u t  t h i s  pr o j e c t . 

P r i m a r i l y h e r e  t �i s  e v e n i ng I ' d  

SARA ANN S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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l i k e  t o  e x pr e s s  t h e s e  v i ew p o i nt s  a s  a n  

i n d i v i d u a l  a s  o p p o s e d  t o  a m e m b e r  o f  

e i th e r  g r o u p . I ' d  f i r s t  l i k e  t o  e x p r e s s  

my r e g r e t  t h a t  t h e  h e a r i n g  h a s  t o  m o v e  

a h e a d  s o  qu i c k l y  f o l l ow i ng o v e r  t h e  

h o l i d a y  s e a s o n , s o  a s  t o  c i rcumvent a l o t  

o f  i n d i v i d ua l s  t h a t  m a y  h a ve w a n t e d  t o  b e  

a p a r t  o f  t h i s  a n d  j u s t  c o u l d n ' t .  

However , t h e r e  m a y  h a v e  b e e n  o t h e r s  t h a t  

h a d  a c h a n c e  to br i e f  t h r o u g h  t h e  D r a f t  

E I S  a n d  a s  a r e s u l t  o f  s u c h  c o n c l u s i v e  

r e s u l t s  o r  f i nd i n g s  f e l t  t h a t  m a y b e  t h e r e  

w a s  j u s t  no r e a s o n  to c om e  to t h e  

h e a r i n g s . I q u e s t i on e d  t h a t  m y s e l f .  I 

t h i n k  t h e  Y o rk C o unty En ergy P a r t n e r s  

s h o u l d  be pretty p l e a s ed w i th t h o s e  

r e s u l t s . I d o n ' t  t h i nk t h e y  c o u l d  h a v e  

wr i t t e n  a ny t h i n g  m o r e  p r o - p l a nt e d  i f  t h e y  

h a d  d o n e  i t  t h e ms e l ve s . 

I ' v e d o n e  a l o t  o f  s o u l  

s e a r ch i ng over t h e  p a s t  s e ve r a l  m o n t h s  a s  

th i s  p r o j e c t  s e e m i n g l y  h a s  m o v e d  a h e a d . 

A n d  I r e a l l y c a n ' t  b l a m e  A i r  P r o d u cts o r  

Y o rk C ou n ty E n e r g y  P a r t n e r s  o r  G l a t f e l t e r  

f o r  n o t  a c t i n g a s  t h e  g o o d  n e i gh b o r s  t h a t  

S ARA ANN SARGENT 
CO URT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 :3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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w e  t h e  opp o s i t i o n h a d  c h a l l en g e d  t h em t o  

b e c a u s e  i t ' s  my f e e l i ng t h a t  t h e y ' r e 

bu s i ne s s m e n  f i r s t , bu s i n e s s p e o p l e  a nd b i g  

b u s i ne s s ,  h a s  a t r e m e n d o u s  a m o u n t  o f  

c o n t r o l  over a n  i nd i v i d u a l .  I t ' s  s o rt o f  

s q u e l c h i n g  w h a t  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l o n  a 

p e r s o n a l l eve l m i g h t  f e e l  a b o u t  t h e i r  

n e i gh b o r s  a n d  t h e i r  e nv i r o n m e n t . I g u e s s  

I k n ow t h a t  b e c a u s e  I ' ve b e e n  i n  b i g  

b u s i n e s s  f o r  q u i t e  a n u m b e r  o f  y e a r s  

my s e l f .  

I n  l i g h t  o f  t h i s  w h a t  w e  m u s t  

h a v e  i s  a g o v e r n m e n t  t h a t  a c t s  r esp o n s i b l y 

t o  k e e p  bu s i ne s s  a nd i n d i v i du a l s  u n d e r  

c o n t r o l  s o  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  r e s p o n s i v e  t o  

t h e i r  n e i gh b o r s  i n  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t . 

Un f o r t u n a t e l y , I d o n ' t  f e e l  t h a t  we h ave 

t h a t  here t o d a y . We d o n ' t  h a v e  i t  o n  a 

l o c a l l e ve l . We d o n ' t  h a v e  i t  o n  a S t a t e  

l e ve l a n d  we c e r t a i n l y d o n ' t  h ave i t  o n  a 

F e d er a l  l eve l by t h e  r e s u l t s  o r  t h e  

e xp er i e n c e s  t h a t  w e  t h e  o p p o s i t i o n  h ave 

gone through o v e r  t h e  p a s t  two y e a r s . 

T h e r e  a r e  a f e w  e xc e p t i o n s , 

t h e r e  a r e  p e o p l e  l i ke T o d d  P l a t t s , t h e  

S A RA A N N  SARGENT 
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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l o c a l l e g i s l a t i o n  a nd S t a t e  t h a t  h a s  h a d  

t h e  c o u r a g e  t o  s t a nd up t o  t h e  s y s tem a nd 

I th i nk e v e r y b o d y  shou l d  a p p l a u d  th a t . 

My opp o s i t i o n d o e s n ' t  c e n t e r  

a ro u n d  t h e  t e c h n o l ogy , a l t h o u g h  I 

c h a l l e n g e  why , a t  t h i s  t im e  th i s ,  p l a n t  

s h o u l d  m o v e  a h e a d  u s i ng F e d e r a l  m o n e y  

wh i c h  m e a n s  t h a t  t h e  t a x p a y e r s  h ave t o  

c o n t r i b u t e  th i s  $ 7 5  m i l l i o n  t o  a p r o j e c t  

t h a t  i s  t o u t e d  a s  e x p e r i m e nt a l  t e ch n o l o g y  

o n  a ut i l i t y  s c a l e  w h e n , a s  I ' m s p e a k i ng 

h e r e , t h e r e  a r e  o t h e r  p r o j e c t s  o f  s im i l a r  

s i z e  t h a t  h a v e  a l r e a dy b e e n  a pp r o v e d  a n d  

a r e  m o v i n g  a h e a d . I d o n ' t  c h a l l e n g e  t h e  

p o t e n t i a l  n e e d  f o r  t h e  e l e ctr i c i t y  

s om e t i m e  o v e r  t h e  p r o po s ed l i f e o f  th i s  

p l a n t  e i t h e r . W h a t  I d o  c h a l l e n g e  i s  t h e  

l o c a t i o n  c h o s e n , t h e  p r o x i m i t y  o f  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  s i t e  t o  d e n s e  p o p u l a t i o n s , t h e  

f a ct t h a t  o v e r  3 , 0 0 0  c h i l d r e n  g o  t o  s c h o o l  

d u r � ng s c h o o l  h o u r s  w i th i n  a m i l e  o f  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  s i t e . Wh e n  y o u  c o n s i d e r  t h e  

i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  i n  t h e  Y o r k  a r e a  b e i ng s o  

o v e r b u r d e n e d  a nd o bv i o u s l y  t h a t  t h e  

P e nn s y l va n i a  D ep a r t m e n t  o f  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  

S ARA A N N  SARG E N T  
COURT REPORT I NG S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  . 
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Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Respome: P lease see the respo nse to C omme nt D -39/13 for a discussio n of this 
issue. 

Respome: W hile the commenter's co ncern for schoolchildre n is noted, the proposed 
site is zo ned industrial by the North C odorus Tow nship a nd is surrou nded by 
existi ng i ndustrial use. P lease refer to Section 4.1.2.11 a nd Table 4.1-21 i n  the EIS 
for a discussion of the health risk assessments related to the proposed facility. Note 
i n  particular that the excess ca ncer risks for childre n are considered negligible based 
on E P A  protocols (1 x 10"7, 2 x 10·7, a nd 5 x 10"8 for air, soil, a nd food pathways, 
respectively). (Note, a 1 x 10"7 risk is equivale nt to 1 in 10 millio n ). Also, all 
Hazard I ndices for children, as well as adults, are less tha n 1, i ndicating no 
i ncreased risk of adverse impacts as a result of boiler stack or cooli ng tower 
emissio ns of acid gases, particulate mater, toxic metals, radio nuclides, volatile 
organic compou nds, polyaromatic hydrocarbons, chloroform, or cya nide. I n  
addition, a study of the e ffects of sulfur dioxide emissio ns from the proposed facility 
on sensitive receptors (which i ncluded schools a nd churches ) was co nducted. The 
results, summarized in Table 4.1-19 of the EIS, i ndicated that maximum sulfur 
dioxide ground level co nce ntrations (which are still below the threshold respo nse 
level for humans except for severe asthmatics ) occurred at two aba ndo ned schools 
a nd one church. Furthermore, the results suggest that sensitive receptors (such as 
active schools) would not be subjected to maximum co ncentratio ns a nd would easily 
comply with the National Ambient Air Quality Sta ndards. P lease note that the 
sensitive receptor analysis was worst-case, a nd did not i nclude the overall reduction 
of sulfur dioxide (SO� emissions in the York air basi n as a result of curtaili ng 
operatio n of P .  H. Glatfelter C ompa ny's P ower Boiler No. 4 .  
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d o e s n ' t  h a v e  a n y  n e a r - t e rm g o a l s  s e t  to 

s o l ve t h e s e  p r o b l em s , we c a n ' t  e v e n  s o l v e  

t h e  p r o b l e m  o n  the Rou t e  3 0  byp a s s , m u c h  

l e s s  t h e  i n f e r e n c e  i n  th i s  D r a f t  E I S  

i nd i c a t i ng t h a t  t h e r e  i s  s t u d i e s u nd e rwa y , 

a t  l e a s t  my u n d e r s t a n d i ng i n  r e a d i n g  i t ,  

o f  a H a no v e r  bypa s s . 

T h e r e  w a s  a l s o  a q u e s t i o n  i n  my 

m i nd a n d  I a s k e d  it in the p a s t  a nd I 

th i nk t h e r e  w e r e  two o p p o r tu n i t i e s  we h a d  

t o  a d d r e s s  DER . A n d  t h e  q u e s t i o n  I h a d , 

w a s  i n  t e r m s  o f  a i r  s i m u l a t i o n s , t h e  a i r 

m o v e m e n t . W h e n  y o u  c o n s i d e r  t h i s  p r o p o s e d  

s i te s i t s  i n  a va l l ey w i th 7 0 0  o r  8 0 0  f o o t  

h i gh h i l l s b a s i c a l l y p e r p e n d i c u l a r to 

p r e v a i l i n g w i n d s , i t  was my u nd e r s t a nd i ng 

t h a t  the mod e l i ng o f  t h e  a i r c u r r e n t s  wa s 

d o n e  i n  the H a r r i s bu r g  a r e a  a s  o p p o s e d  to 

t h i s  area where the t o p o g r a phy w i th t h e s e  

h i l l s  i s  v a s t l y  d i s s i m i l a r . 

I t  j u s t  s e e m s  t o  m e  t h a t  i n  t h i s  

va s t  U n i te d  S t a t e s  when th i s  C l e a n  C o a l  

P r o g r a m  w a s  s e t  f o r t h  t h a t  th i s  p a r t i c u l a r  

p r o j e ct c o u l d  h a ve g o t t e n  a m u c h  m o r e  

f a v o r a b l e  s i te c h o s e n ,  i f  t h e r e  w a s n ' t  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C OURT R EP O RT I NG S ERV I C E  
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KEYWORDS: 
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Volwne ll 

F1nal Enviromnental bnpact Statement 

Response: The evaluations of impacts from either the proposed facil ity or the 
alternative project on the transportation infrastructure of York County in Sections 
4. 1 . 8, 4. 1 . 14.8, 4.2.8, 4.3 . 1 . 8, and 4.3.2.8 did not assume that planned PennDOT 
road improvements would be completed. The discussion of planned roadway 
improvements is merely to acknowledge foreseeable changes in traffic patterns and 
assess their consequence to the project. As stated in Section 6.5.5, the Hanover 
Bypass was identified in PennDOT's Twelve Year Transportation Program as a 
preliminary candidate project that may be implemented between 1992 and 2004. 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-155/1 1 .  

Response: Please see the response to Comment W-RJC-1130m. 
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o p p o s i t i o n  l i k e  t h e r e  w a s  i n  T a l l a h a s s e e  

a n d  l i k e  t h e r e  wa s i n  W e s t  M a n c h e s t e r  t h e  

p r o j e c t  c o u l d  h a v e  m o v e d  a h e a d  i n  a t i m e l y  

f a s h i o n a n d  t h e y  c o u l d  h a v e  t a k e n  

a dv a n t a g e  - - - we a s  c i t i z e n s  c o u l d  h ave 

taken a d v a n t a g e  a t  l e a s t  --- i f  we were 

g o i n g  t o  h ave to pay th i s  money a s  

t a x p a y e r s  a t  a t i me when t h e  t e c hn o l ogy 

was s t i l l  e x p e r i m e n t a l  and a t  t h i s  p o i n t  

e i g h t  o r  t e n  y e a r s  l a te r . 

I n  s u mm a r y , my o b s e r va t i o n s  a r e  

t h a t  t h e  D ep a rtment o f  E n e r g y  h a s  n o t  

a c t e d  a s  a g o o d  c a r e t a k e r  o f  t h e  c i t i z e n s  

o f  t h e  U n i te d  S t a t e s  h e r e . W h y  i s  t h a t , I 

t h i nk i t ' s p r i m a r i l y d u e  t o  t h e  p r e s s u r e s  

o f  b u r e a u c r a t s  a n d  po l i t i c i a n s , i n f l u e n c e  

p e d d l e r s , w h a t e v e r  y o u  w a n t  to c a l l  them . 

I ' v e c o n te n d ed s i n c e  t h e  beg i n n i n g  o f  t h i s  

p r o j e ct t h a t  we a s  c i t i z e n s  b a v e  to f o r c e  

g o v e r n m e n t  to a c t r e s p o n s i b ly i n  o u r  

b eh a l f  a n d  I s t i l l  be l i eve t h a t  t o d a y . 

Un f o r t u n a te l y ,  m o s t  p e o p l e  f e e l  t h e y  c a n ' t  

f i ght C i ty H a l l ,  t h e y  be c ome c y n i c a l ,  they 

d o n ' t  g e t  i nvo l ve d , they d o n ' t  v o t e  and I 

th i nk t h a t ' s  w h a t ' s  h a p p e n e d  h e r e  w i th 

S A RA A N N  S A RG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I NG S ERV I C E  
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t h i s  p r o j e c t . M o s t  o f  t h e  p e op l e  I ' ve 

t a l k e d  t o  o v e r  th e p a s t  two y e a r s , o f f  t h e  

r e c o r d , n o  m a t t e r  w h o  t h e y  a r e , h a v e  

i n d i c a t e d  t h e y ' r e r e a l l y n o t  i n  f av o r  o f  

t h i s  b u t  t h e y  j u s t  c a n ' t  f i g h t  t h e  s y s tem . 

I j u s t  c h a l l e n g e d  t h o s e  c i t i z e n s  a n d  

c i t i z e n s  a l l  o v e r  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  t o  g e t  

t h e i r  a c t t o g e t h e r  a n d  a l s o c h a l l e n g e  t h e  

F e d e r a l a g e n c i e s  t o  d o  t h e  s a m e , s e e  i f  we 

can save t h i s  p l a n et b e f o r e  i t ' s  too l a t e . 

T h a n k  y o u . 

R O Y  E I G URE N : 

I d o n ' t  b e l i e ve Mr . P l a t t s  h a s  

y e t  a r r i ved . I w o u l d  a s k , i s  t h e r e  a n y o n e  

i n  t h e  a u d i e n c e  w h o  i s  n o t  r e g i s t e r e d  t o  

c om m e n t  t h a t  w o u l d  l i k e  t o  comm e n t  a t  t h i s  

p o i n t ?  I f  n o t , t h e n  w e  w i l l  s ta n d  i n  

r e c e s s  y e s , s i r ? 

G LEN W I LT : 

My n a m e  i s  G l e n  W i l t , I ' m  j u s t  

s p e a k i ng a s  a c i t i z e n o f  t h e  a r e a . I h av e  

a q u e s t i o n  f o r  t h e  p e o p l e  o n  t h e  B o a r d  

h e r e . I f  y ou r  s u p e r i o r s  w o u l d  h a v e  t o l d  

y o u  t h a t  i f  y o u ' d  re comm e n d  th i s , a n d  I 

t h i n k  t h a t  i t  s h o u l d  g o  a h e a d , t h a t  y o u  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  
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h a d  t o  m o v e  y o u r  f a m i l y  a n d  l i ve f o r  t e n  

y e a r s  w i t h i n  s i g h t  o f  t h i s , wou l d  i t  h a v e  

c h a ng ed w h a t  y o u  r e c om m e n d e d  i n  t h i s ?  

BOX E I G UR EN : 

W e  w i l l  n o t e  t h a t  a s  a r e c o r d  

a s  a que s t i o n  f o r  t h e  r e c o r d , s i r , 

a nd i t  w i l l  be r e s p o n d e d  t o  i n  t h e  f i n a l  

E I S . 

GLEN W I LT :  

T h a n k  y o u . 

BO X E I GUREN : 

I f  t h e r e  i s  n o  f u r t h e r  c omment 

at th i s  p o i nt w e ' l l s t a nd i n  r e c e s s  u nt i l  

e i th e r  w e  h a v e  a d d i t i on a l comme n t e r s  o r  

u n t i l  1 0 : 3 0 .  T h a nk y o u . X e s , s i r ?  

t h e  r e c ord o p e n , p l e a s e . 

MART I N  REED : 

I h a ve a qu e s t i on i t ' s  o f  a 

t e ch n i c a l  n a ture i n  r e g a r d s  t o  t h e  

d e l i v e r y  o f  l i m e s t o n e  w h i c h  I t h i nk 

i nd i c a t ed t h a t  i t  wa s c om i ng f r o m  a 

4 0 - m i l e  r a d i u s  a n d  s o m e t h i n g  i n  t h e  

K e e p  

n e i g h bo r h o o d  o f  3 0  s ome t ru c k l o a d s  a d a y  

a n d  t h e n  t h e  remova l o f  a s h  g o i n g  a s  f a r  

a s  7 0  m i l e s  a n d  t h a t  w a s  e i t h e r  3 0  o r  4 0 ,  

S ARA A N N  SARGENT 
COURT R EPORT I N G  S E RV I C E  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: As discussed in Section 4. 1 .6. 1 ,  during operations, the facility would 
generate 41 truckloads of ash byproduct per day. Section 2. 1 .3 indicates that 3 1  
truckloads per weekday would deliver limestone, with some delivery possible by 
rail . To be as conservative as possible, the transportation analyses assumed that 
separate trucks would be used to deliver limestone and remove ash. However, 
depending upon a number of factors, a portion of ash may be back-hauled using 
limestone supply trucks, reducing the facility's potential traffic impacts from those 
presented in Sections 4. 1 . 8  and 4.2.8 .  
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I ' m  n o t  s u r e  wh i ch . T h e  q u e s t i o n  i s ,  a r e  

t h e  s a m e  t r u c k s  t h a t  w o u l d  b e  d e l i ve r i ng 

t h e  l im e s t o n e , wou l d  t h o s e  s am e  t r u ck s be 

h au l i ng t h e  a sh away? They w o u l d  b e ?  

ROY E I GUREN : 

A g a i n , we ' r e g o i n g  t o  n o t e  t h a t  

f o r  t h e  r e c o r d  a n d  t h e r e  w i l l  b e  a 

r e s p o n s e  i n  t h e  f i n a l  E I S .  

MART I N  REED : 

B e c a u s e  i t  s e e m s  t o  m e  g o i n g  w a y  

b a ck i n  th i s  p r o c e s s  w h e n  t h i s  q ue s t i o n  

c a m e  u p  t h a t  i t  w a s  wr i t t e n  t h a t  - - - o r  

c o n s i d e r e d  th a t  t h a t  w o u l d  be t h e  s a m e  

t r u c k s  a n d  t h a t  w a s t h e  w a y  t h e  c o u n t  w a s  

d e r i ve d  a n d  i f  t h a t ' s  n o t  t h e  c a s e , y o u ' d  

h a ve t o  a d d  a n o t h e r  3 0  o r  4 0  t r u c k s  a d a y  

t r a ve l i n g  i n  a n d  o u t  o f  a s it e . 

ROY E I GUREN : 

T h a t  w i l l  be n o t ed a s  a q u e s t i o n  

f o r t h e  r e c o r d  a n d  t h e r e  w i l l  b e  a f u l l  

r e s p o n s e  i n  t h e  E I S  a n d  d u r i ng t h e  b r e a k  I 

t h i nk D r . V a n  O o t e gh e m  w i l l  t a l k  t o  y o u  

a b o u t  t h a t  i n f o r m a l ly a l s o . 

M A RT I N  REE D :  

And a l s o  f r o m  my p r e s e nt a t i o n  I 

S ARA ANN S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P ORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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w o u l d  l i k e  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  t h e  s i mu l a t i o n 

ROY E I GUREN : 

Y e s . 

MART I N  REED : 

a s  a i r  c u r r e n t s  a r e  

c o n c e r n e d , b e  a q u e s t i o n  a s  to w h e t h e r  a l l  

t h e  m o d e l i ng w a s  d o n e  i n  H a rr i s b u r g  a s  

o p p o s e d  to s i mu l a t i o ns d o w n  a t  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  s i t e  a nd i f  t h e r e  w e r e  n o  

s i mu l a t i o n s  d o n e  a t  t h e  p r o p o s e d  s i t e  why 

not ? 

ROY EI GUREN : 

D o  t h e  p a n e l m e m b e r s  u n d e r s t a n d  

t h e  q u e s t i o n ?  V ery g o o d . T h a t  w i l l  a l s o  

b e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  f i na l  E I S . 

MART I N  R E ED : 

T h a nk y o u . 

R O Y  E I G UREN : 

Tha nk y o u , s i r .  I f  t h e r e  i s  n o  

o t h e r  c o m m e n t e r s  f o r  t h e  m o m e n t  - - - y e s , 

s i r ?  A l l  r i ght . I a s k  t h a t  y o u  w o u l d  

g i ve y o u r  n a m e  f o r  t h e  r e c o rd , s i r . 

HARRY SMITH : 

I ' m  H a r r y  S m i th , I ' m f r o m  D o v e r  

S ARA A N N  SARG E NT 
COURT R E PORT I NG S ERV I C E  
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F1nal Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Meteorological data were not collected at the proposed site. Other 
appropriate meteorological data were available as discussed in the response to 
Comment D-155/1 1 .  
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T ow n s h i p ,  I r e p r e s e n t  n o t  o n l y  my s e l f  but 

I ' m a l s o p r e s i d e n t  of t h e  Y o r k  V i s t a  o f  

t h e  U n i t ed M e t h o d i s t  M e n . I d o n ' t  k n ow 

w h e t h e r  h o w  m a n y  o f  y o u  h a ve s e e n  t h e  

a r t i c l e  i n  t h e  U n i t ed s t a t e s  N e w s  R e p o r t , 

b u t  I ' d  l i k e  t o  r e a d  t h e  f a c t  f r om m e m o ry 

t h a t  I h a v e  f ou n d , i t  m i g h t  n o t  p e r t a i n  t o  

t h i s  h e a r i n g , b u t  8 8 , 0 0 0  p ou n d s  o f  s a l m o n  

w e r e  h a r v e s t e d  i n  t h e  y e a r  1 9 8 8 , 2 0 , 0 0 0  

p o u n d s  o f  s a l m o n  a r e  h a r v e s t e d  i n  1 9 9 3 , 

t h a t ' s  i n  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s . T h e  o n l y  

p l a c e  w h e r e  we ' r e g o i n g  t o  g e t  s a l m o n  

a f t e r  a wh i l e  w i l l  b e  A l a sk a , w i l l  b e  t h e  

p r i m a r y  s u p p l i e r .  I c o m e  f r o m  a n  a r e a , I 

wa s b o r n  i n  a n  a r e a  i n  S h i ck s h i n ny t h a t ' s  

s o u t h  o f  W i l k e s - B a r r e . A t  t h a t  t i m e  we 

had c o a l  burn i n g  p l a n t s  to s upp l y  

e l ec t r i c i ty a n d  they w e r e  a l l  a l o n g  t h e  

S u s q u e h a n n a  R i ver . T h e r e  a r e  n o  p o l l u t i o n 

re s t r a i n i n g  d e v i c e s  o n  t h e s e  p l a nt s . T h e  

s t r e a m s  w e r e  b e a u t i f u l ,  we h a d  a g o od 

wa t e r  s u p p l y . Y o u  c o u l d  g o  t o  S h i c k s h i nny 

a nd take t h e  wa t e r  a n d  d r i nk it a n d it w a s  

f i t  t o  b e  - - - i t  wa s r e a l l y  a g o o d  t a s t i n g  

w a t e r . I e v e n  s p e n t  t i m e  d u r i ng t h e  wa r 

SA RA A N N  SARG E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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a s  a b o y  h e l p i n g t o  c l e a n  o u t  t h e  

r e s e r v o i r  o f  t h a t  - - - o f  t h e  s upp l y  o f  

t h a t  w a ter . T o d a y  t h e y  c a n n o t  u s e  t h a t  

w a t e r . T h e  E n v i r o nm e n t a l P r o t e c t i o n 

A g e n c y  w a s n ' t  g o i ng t o  d o  a ny t h i n g a b ou t  

i t ,  e v e r y b o d y  h a s  t o  s u pp l y  i t s  own w a t er 

f r om - - - s ome �r ou g h t  b o t t l e s o f  w a t e r  

f r om s omewh e r e , i t ' s  s h i p p e d  i n  t h e r e  f o r  

d r i n k i n g  pu r p o s e s  on l y .  

I ' m  r e a l l y  c o n c e r n ed a b o u t  the 

l o ng r a n ge e n v i r o nm e n t a l  e f f e ct of th i s  

s i t u a t i o n . I n e v e r  t h o u g h t  I ' d s e e  t h e  

d a y  w h e n  t h e  s a l m o n  w o u l d  be c u r t a i l e d  t o  

s u c h  a n  e xt e n t . I n e v e r  d r e a m e d  t h a t  a n  

a r e a  w h e r e  e e l  w a l l s were p u t  u p  a n d  

c a p t u r i ng ee l s  a n d  y o u  c a n  h a rv e s t  a s  m a n y  

a s  y o u  w a nted , t h e y  no l o n g er e x i s t i n  

t h a t  s t r e a m . I t h i n k  i t ' s  g e t t i n g  t o  the 

p o i nt now w h e r e  we h a ve t o  r e v e r s e  

o u r s e l v e s  i n  th i n k i ng a b o u t  t h e  

e nv i r o nm e n t . T h i n g s  u p  t h e r e  w e r e  r e a l l y 

p o i n ted o u t  t o  me f o r  a y e a r ,  t w o  y e a r s , 

s o  m a n y  p o u nd s ,  s o  m a n y  t o n s  o f  p o l l u t a n t s  

b u t  y o u  h a d  t o  remember t h a t  t h i s  

p o l l u t a nt w o u l d  a l s o  g o  i n t o  t h e  g r o u n d , 

S ARA ANN S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Comment is noted. Please also see Section 6.4 in the EIS for a 
discussion on the cumulative effects on water quality and quantity. 
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i t  w o u l d  a l s o  g o  i n t o  t h e  s t r e a m  a n d  i t ' s  

n o t  j u s t  t h e  immed i a t e  e f f e c t ,  i t ' s  w h a t  

o u r  c h i l d r e n  - - - w h e n  I ' m g o n e  i t  w i l l  b e  

c h i l d r e n  th a t  c o m e  a l o n g  l a t e r  a n d  y o u ' r e 

g o i ng t o  f e e l  th i s ,  t h e  c h i l d r e n . I h a t e  

t o  b e  i n  a p o s i t i o n  w h e r e  I d o  n o t  s a y  

a ny t h i ng ,  b u t  I a m  a l s o  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  

t h e  w o r k . I k n o w  we h a v e  t o  e a t . I k n o w  

we h a v e  t o  h a v e  a l o t  o f  f o o d . B u t  

t h e r e ' s  a cyc l e  h e r e  t h a t  h a s  t o  b e  

r e v e r s e d  a n d  i t  h a s  t o  b e  b a l a n c e d  o u t  a nd 

i n  e f f e c t  th a t  h o w  m u c h  w a t e r  w i l l  b e  

a f f e c t e d  a n d  h o w  m u c h  w i l l  b e  p u l l e d  a w a y  

f r om o u r  s t r e a m s . 

R i g h t  n o w  I ' m i n  D o v e r  T o w n s h i p  

a n d  I t h o u g h t  th a t  wh e n  t h e y  d r i l l e d  

e n o u g h  we l l s  w e  w o u l d  h a v e  e n o u g h  w a t e r ,  

w e  h a v e  t o  now g o  t o  Y o r k  - - - Y o r k  w a t e r  

s u p p l y , Y o rk W a t e r  Comp a ny a n d  o b t a i n 

w a t e r  i n  o r d e r  t o  c u r t a i l  t h e  u s a g e s  n o t  

a v a i l a b l e  f o r  s u p p l y  o f  n e c e s s a r y  w a t e r  

t h a t  i s  n o t  a v a i l a b l e  a t  t h e  mome n t . Th i s  

i s  t o  s a y  t h a t  w e  h a v e  w e l l s b u t  t h e  w a t e r  

i n  s u c h  a s h o r t  s u p p l y  t h a t  i t  h a s  

o v e r b u r d e n e d  th e s y s t e m � 

SARA ANN S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volume ll 



D-199/10 

KEYWORDS: 
Water quality 
Water use 

Volume ll 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The Susquehanna River Basin Commission (SRBC) is charged with 
balancing the water consumption needs of both industry and municipalities against 
the "health" of the Susquehanna River basin. The SRBC has reviewed and approved 
a York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) Consumptive Use Permit application 
to operate the proposed facility. As discussed in Section 4. 1 .4.2.7 and Table 4. 1-
29, a U.S .  Army Corps of Engineers computer model (HEC-3) shows that under 
normal flow conditions, the proposed facility would reduce average stream flows in 
Codorus Creek at Spring Grove by 4.9 percent and at York by 1 .7 percent. Please 
see the responses to Comments D-200/3, J-32/25, J-179/19, J-176/18, and W-JK
l/28aa. 
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We l l ,  I me a n ,  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  h a s  

b e c o m e  s u c h  t h a t  th i s  - - - w e  h a v e  t o  h ave 

m o r e  w a t e r . W h a t  I ' m  c o n c e rn e d  a b out i s  

w h e t h e r  th i s  i s  a l l  t h e  w a t e r  t h a t  i s  

h e re , w e  h ave n o  s t r e a m s  i n  o u r  a re a , 

t h e y ' r e n o t  s u i t a b l e  f o r  s upp l y i ng w a t e r . 

T h e r e  a r e  o n l y  a c e rt a i n  n u m b e r  o f  s t r e a m s  

i n  o u r  a r e a  i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y  a s  f a r  a s  

t h e y ' re c o n c e r n e d  t h a t  w e  c o u l d  t a p  o f f  

t h a t  w o u l d  b e  s u i t a b l e  f o r  d r i nk i n g . S o  

I ' m  j u s t  t h r ow i ng t h i s  o u t  a s  i n f o r m a t i o n  

a n d  I h ope t h a t  y o u  h a v e  t a k e n  th i s  i n t o  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n a l s o . T h a n k  y o u . 

ROY E I G UREN : 

T h a n k  y o u . A r e  t h e r e  o t h e r s  

t h a t  w i s h  t o  c omme n t ?  B a c k  h e re . Y e s , 

s i r? 

PH I L  G OL D B ERG : 

My n a m e  i s  Ph i l  G o l d b e r g , I l i ve 

about f i ve m i l e s  f r o m  t h e  p r op o s ed 

p r o j e c t . F i r s t  I ' d  l i k e  t o  s a y  t h a t  I ' m  a 

b i t  d i s m a y e d  a b o u t  t h e  l a ck o f  t i me g i v i ng 

t h e  p e op l e  t o  p r e p a r e  f o r  t h i s  f o r  p u b l i c 

c o m m e nt s . I t  s e e m s  t o  me i f  y o u ' r e 

w i l l i n g  t o  e x t e n d  t h e  w r i t t e n  p e r i o d  u n t i l  

SARA ANN S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R EPORT I N G  S ERV I C E 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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D-200/3 

KEYWORDS: . 
Water quality 
Water use 

D-200/21 

KEYWORDS: 
Schedule 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: As discussed in Section 3 . 1 . 12.3, the York Water Company, serving 
over three-fourths of water systems users in York County, is the major regional 
supplier of potable (fit for drinking) water . The York Water Company does not 
project any shortages of water resources suitable for municipal use through the year 
2020 (Dwayne Close, personal communication, 2/3/95). The maximum of 2.8 mgd 
of water consumed by the proposed facility represents an extremely small fraction 
(on the order of thousandths of a percent) of the surface water available in York 
County. 

Response: Comment is noted. Another public hearing on January 18 ,  1995, was 
scheduled in order to meet the public's need for more time to prepare oral 
comments . Please see the response to Comment D-3 1122. 
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J a n u a ry 3 1 ,  t h e r e  i s  v e r y  l i t t l e  r e a s o n  t o  

n o t  e x t e n d  t h e  p u b l i c  c om m e n t  p o r t i o n  

a l s o . 

Wh a t  I w a nt t o  f o c u s  o n  i s  t h e  

n o  a c t i o n  a l t e r n a t i ve t h a t  w a s  d i s c u s s e d  

i n  t h e  D r a f t  E n v i r o n me n t a l  I m p a c t  

S t a teme n t . I t  s e em e d  t o  me t h a t  g o i ng 

t h r o ugh t h e  Env i r o nm e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a tement 

t h e r e  was a great a m o u n t  of d e t a i l  a n d  

o b j e c t i v i ty or s u p p o s e d  o b j e c t i v i t y  g i v en 

when y o u  w e r e  d i s c u s s i n g t h e  p r o j e c t , b u t  

w h e n  i t  c a m e  t o  d i s cu s s i n g  t h e  n o  a c t i o n  

a l t e r n a t i ve we w e r e  l e f t w i th r e a s o n a b l e  

a s sumpt i o n s  w i th o u t  a n y  b a s i s  g i ven f o r  

t h o s e  a s sumpt i o n s , w i t h o u t  a n y  s u p p o r t  

be i ng g i ven f o r  t h o s e  a s s u m p t i o n s , t h e y  

w e r e  m e r e l y  c o n c l u s i o n s . 

A n d  I w o u l d  l i k e  t o  s e e  s ome 

s u p p o r t  for t h a t  o r  s o m e  re f e r e n c e s  m a d e  

t o  w h e r e  s u p p o r t  f o r  s o m e  o f  t h o s e  

a s sumpt i o n s  c a n  b e  f o u n d . F o r  e x a mp l e ,  

o n e  o f  t h e  a s s u m p t i o n s  m a d e  w a s  t h a t  

G l a t f e l t er w i l l  c o n t i n ue t o  o p e r a t e  b o i l er 

n u m b e r  f ou r , that appe a r s  o n  page 2 - 7 1  o f  

t h e  d r a f t . T h e  d r a f t  p o i n t s  o u t  t h a t  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U RT R E PORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volwne ll 



D-20114 

KEYWORDS: 
Alternatives Analysis 
Assumptions 
NEPA 

Volwne II 

Final Enviromnental hnpact Statement 

Response: The Department has made conservative assumptions as to what is 
reasonably foreseeable under the no-action alternative. This alternative considers 
the environmental consequences of not undertaking the proposed action and is used 
as a baseline comparison to the proposed project. 

DOE based its assumption that P. H. Glatfelter's Company's Power Boiler No. 4 
would continue to operate (if the no-action alternative were selected) on information 
from the P .  H. Glatfelter Company. The P .  H. Glatfelter Company has stated that 
the boiler is in good condition and has an indefinite productive operational lifespan 
(i .e. , 25 years) [see letter dated December 15,  1993 from R.W. Wand, Vice 
President of Administration, P. H. Glatfelter Company to Richard C. Kenner, .Jr . ,  
York County Energy Partners, L .P .  (YCEP) which is contained in Appendix E of 
the FEIS] . DOE considers this a reasonable assumption, particularly in view of the 
facts that P .  H. Glatfelter Company recently invested $ 1 .2 million to install low NOx 
(oxides of nitrogen) burners in Power Boiler No. 4 [as was required by the 
Pennsylvania State Implementation Plan pursuant to the Clean Air Act (CAA)] and 
that this boiler would be kept on hot standby to use as a backup for the proposed 
boiler if it is built. If the proposed project proceeds, Power Boiler No. 4 would be 
limited to 720 hours of concurrent operation each year when the proposed project 
is on-line. 

It should be noted that DOE has no control over what happens if the proposed 
project is not funded. DOE is limited in its ability to project the impacts from the 
no-action alternative, and therefore relied on assumptions in its analysis. 

Also, please see the response to Comment D-106/ 1 .  
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b o i l e r n u m b e r  f o u r  wh i c h  i s  p r o p o s ed t o  b e  

s h ut d o w n , i f  t h i s  p r o j e ct g o e s  f o rward , 

i t  w a s  bu i l t  i n  t h e  1 9 5 0 s w i t h  1 9 5 0 s  

t e c h n o l o g y  a n d  1 9 5 0 s m a t e r i a l .  Th i s  

p r o j e c t  i t s e l f  i s  a c c or d i n g  t o  t h e  D r a f t  

E n v i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t  h a s  a 

u s e f u l  l i f e  o f  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  2 5  y e a r s  

u s i n g 1 9 9 0  t e c h n o l o g y  a nd 1 9 9 0  m a t e r i a l s . 

I t  s e em s t o  m e  t h a t  t h e  1 9 5 0 s  b o i l e r  m i ght 

b e  c l o s e  t o  r e t i r e m e n t . I n  f a c t , I t h i nk 

i t  w a s  l a s t  n i ght t h e  h e a d  o f  t h e  l o c a l  

p i p e f i t t e r s  a n d  b o i l e r m a k e r s  u n i on s t o o d  

up h e r e  a n d  s a i d  b a s ed u p o n  h i s  p e r s o n a l 

e x p e r i e n c e  h a v i ng b e e n  i n  b o i l e r  n u m b e r  

f ou r  t h a t  i t  i s  o l d  a n d  n e e d s  t o  b e  w o r k ed 

o n  o r  r e p l a c e d . 

S o  I t h i nk t h e  a s s um p t i o n  m a d e  

t h a t  b o i l e r  n u m b e r  f o u r  w i l l  c o n t i n u e  t o  

o p e r a t e  i s  n o t  r e a s o n a b l e .  I t h i nk i t ' s  

o b v i o u s  t h a t  G l a t f e l t e r ' s  i nt e r e s t  i n  

th i s , wh i ch g i v e n  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  

bu s i n e s s e s  o f  p r o f i t  i nt e r e s t , i s  t h a t  

t h e y  w a n t  t o  a v o i d  h a v i ng t o  s p e n d  t h e  

m o n e y  t o  r ep l a c e  b o i l e r  n u m b e r  f o u r  f o r  

t h em s e l v e s  a n d  r a t h e r  h a v e  t h e  c o g e n  p l a n t  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R EP O R T I N G  S ERV I C E 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Vohune ll 



D-202/4 

KEYWORDS: 
Alternatives analysis 
Assumptions 
Boiler No. 4 

Volwne ll 

Final Enviromnental hnpact Statement 

Response: As discussed in Section 2.2.4, based on claims made by P. H .  Glatfelter 
Company (letter of December 15, 1993), DOE believes that it is technically possible 
for the boiler to continue operation indefinitely (e.g. , another 25 years) . Also, 
P. H .  Glatfelter Company has recently invested $ 1 .2 million in low NOx (oxides of 
nitrogen) burners, keeping Power Boiler No. 4 legally operational for anticipated 
future use (see also response to Comment D-106/1) .  Based on P.  H.  Glatfelter 
Company's statements and actions, there appears to be little basis to consider the 
possibility of P. H .  Glatfelter Company replacing the boiler under the no-action 
alternative. 
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g o  f o r w a rd s o  t h a t  t h e y  c a n  be s p a r ed t h a t  

e x p e n s e . I t  s e e m s  t o  me t h o u g h  t h a t  i f  

t h e  c o g e n  p l a n t  d o e s  n o t  g o  f or w a r d  

G l a t f e l t e r  w i l l  be f o r c e d  a t  s o m e  p o i nt t o  

r e p l a ce b o i l e r  n u m b e r  f o u r  o r  t o  u p g r a d e  

b o i l e r  n u m b e r  f o u r  w h i c h  w i l l  i n c r e a s e  the 

s u f f i c i e n c y  and m o s t  l i k e l y  i n c o r p o r a t e  

t o d a y ' s  t e ch n o l ogy f o r  p o l l u t i o n  c o n t r o l s . 

S o  I t h i nk t h a t  t h e  n o  a c t i o n a l t e r n a t i ve 

h a s  t o  c o n s i d e r  w h a t  h a p p e n s  i f  b o i l e r  

n u m b e r  f o u r  i s  r e p l a c ed a n d t h e r e f o r e  

t h e r e  w i l l  be a r e d u c t i o n  i n  p o l l u t i on 

f r om t h a t  r e p l a c e - - - a s  a r e s u l t  o f  the 

r e p l a c e m e nt b o i l e r . 

T h e r e  i s  a l s o  a n  a s s um p t i o n  m a d e  

o n  p a g e  2 - 7 0  t h a t  w i t h o u t  the $ 7 5  m i l l i o n  

t h e  t a xp a y e r s  m o n e y  i n  t h i s  p r o j e c t  w i l l  

n o t  go f o rwa rd a n d the r e a s o n  f o r  t h a t  

g i v e n  o n  t h a t  s a me p a g e  i s  t h a t  A i r  

P r od u c t s  c u r r e n t  c o n t r a c t  w i th M e t - E d  

r e n d e r s  t h e  p r o j e c t  e c o n om i c a l l y 

u n f e a s i b l e . H o w e ve r , o n  p a g e  2 .  

e x c u s e  2 - 7 1 ,  the d r a f t  s t a t e s  t h a t  i f  t h i s  

c o g e n  p l a n t i s  n o t  bu i l t M e t - E d  w i l l  be 

r e q u i red t o  n e g o t i a t e  a s upp l y  a gr e e m e n t  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R EP O RT I N G S ER V I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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w i th s ome oth e r  g e n e r a t o r s . I t  w o u l d  s e em 

t o  me t h a t  w h e n  M e t - E d  - - - i f  M e t - E d  i s  

g o i n g  t o  h a v e  t o  n e g o t i a t e  a c o n t r a c t  w i th 

o t h e r  s up p l i e r s  t h a t  - - - t h e  o p p o r t u n i ty 

w o u l d  e x i s t f o r A i r  P r o d u c t s  t o  b e  a b l e  t o  

r e n e g o t i a t e  th e i r  c o n t r a c t  w i th M e t - E d  a t  

t h i s  t i me o r  a t  s o m e  t i m e  i n  t h e  n e a r  

f u t u r e  i n  o r d e r  t o  m a k e  th i s  p l a n t v i a b l e  

w i t h o u t  r e c e i v i n g $ 7 5  m i l l i o n  i n  t a xp a y e r s  

m o n e y . I f  o t h e r  g e n e r a t o r s  a r e  a b l e  t o  d o  

th a t ,  t o  bu i l d a p l a n t w i t h o u t  t a xp a y e r  

m o n ey a n d  n e g o t i a t e  a s a t i s f a ct o r y  

c o n t r a c t  w i th M e t - Ed , I w o u l d  t h i nk t h a t  

A i r  P r o d u c t s  c o u l d  d o  s o  a l s o . 

I t  i s  a l s o  s t a t e d  o n  p a g e  2 - 7 0  

a t  the d r a f t  t h a t  a n o t h e r  s i t e  c a n n o t  b e  

c o n s i d e r ed f o r  th i s  p r o j e c t  d u e  t o , q u o t e , 

t i m i n g c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  u n d e r  t h e  e x i s t i n g 

M e t - Ed a g r e em e n t . Ag a i n , t h e r e  i s  n o  

d i s c u s s i o n i n  t h e r e  w h y  t h e  a g r e e m e n t  

c a n n o t  b e  r e n e g o t i a t ed o r  e x t e n d e d  o r  

e f f o r t s  c a n n o t  be u n d e r t a k e n  t o  d o  t h a t  t o  

g i v e t i me t o  e x p l o re o t h e r  l o c a t i o n s  f o r  

t h i s  p r o j e c t . 

I n  d i s c u s s i n g  n o  a c t i o n 

S ARA ANN S ARG E N T  
C O U R T  R EPORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 '3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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D-204/1 

KEYWORDS: 
Government funds 
Met-Ed 

D-204/15 

KEYWORDS: 
Met-Ed 
Schedule 

Volwne ll 

Final Environmental hnpact Statement 

Response: It is within the right of Air Products to negotiate a contract through the 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission in the future with respect to actions the 
company views as being within their best interest, either from an economic or 
strategic planning point of view. However, York County Energy Partners, L.P. 
(YCEP) has continued to state that without the $75 million of government funding, 
the proposed project is not viable. 

Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-1 19/ 1 1  and D-204/1 .  The 
existing agreement includes specific time constraints related to the delivery of power 
by York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) to Metropolitan Edison Company 
(Met-Ed). Met-Ed has the unilateral right to cancel the agreement if the availability 
dates are not met. Renegotiation of the YCEP/Met-Ed contract is not within the 
DOE's control and any assumptions made in that regard would be too speculative 
upon which to base any alternatives. Therefore, consideration of any alternative 
based on renegotiation of the contract is not practicable. 
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2 5' 

2 0 5  

a l t e r n a t i v e s  i t  i s  a s s u m e d  o n  p a g e  2 - 7 1  e t  

s e q . T h a t  o n l y  g a s  f i r e a n d  c o a l  f i r e 

a l t e r n a t i v e s  w e r e  a va i l a b l e , I w o u l d  

q u e s t i o n  w h e t h e r  o r  n o t  t h a t ' s  a 

r e a s o n a b l e  a s s u mpt i o n , t h e r e  a r e  o t h e r  

p r o j e c t s  t h a t  a r e  c u r r e n t l y  b e i n g  p l a n n e d  

a n d  p r o p o s e d  p a r t i cu l a r ly ,  f o r  e x a mp l e , 

K u s s  ( p h o net i c )  R u n  p r o j e ct o n  t h e  

S u s q u e h a n n a  a n d  Y o r k  C o u n t y , w h i ch i s  a 

hyd r o e l e c tr i c  g e n e r a t e d  f a c i l i ty a n d  t h e r e  

a r e  I be l i e ve o t h e r  h y d r o e l e c t r i c  

g e n e r a t i ng f a c i l i t i e s b e i n g  p r o p o s e d  f o r  

o t h e r  p l a c e s  o n  t h e  S u s q u e h a n n a  w i th i n  the 

Met-Ed g r i d . T h e r e  i s  a b s o l u t e l y  n o  

d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e s e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  m e e t  

t h e  f o r e s e e a b l e  e n ergy n e e d s . 

F i n a l l y ,  i t ' s  a l s o  a s s um e d  o n  

p a g e  2 - 7 1  tha t a n y  a l t e r n a t i ve s o u r c e  o f  

e l e ctr i c i t y w i th , I be l i e ve t h e  r e p o r t  

t a l k s  a b o u t  a c o a l f i re boi l e r o r  a 

n a t u r a l g a s  f i re b o i l e r  w o u l d  n o t  h a v e  a 

c o g e n e r a t i ng a s p e c t  t o  t h a t . I q u e s t i oned 

the r e a s o n a b l e n e s s  o f  that a s s ump t i o n .  

t o d a y ' s  e c o n om i c s I th i nk t h a t  a n y  

g e n e r a t o r  b u i l d i ng a p l a nt t h e s e  d a y s  i s  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C OURT R E P O RT I NG S ER V I CE 

( S 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I n  
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KEYWORDS: 
Alternatives analysis 
Assumptions 
Cogeneration 

Volwne D 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: There were many alternatives that could have been considered as a 
ramification of selecting the no-action alternative. Based on the predominant recent 
history of plants that have been constructed in the Mid-Atlantic region for generating 
electricity, the gas-fired and coal-fired boiler options seemed to be the most 
reasonable. 

On a more specific basis, the gas-fired and coal-fired boilers were considered 
reasonable for the following reason. Based on Metropolitan-Edison Company's 
(Met-Ed's) 1993 Annual Resource Plan, Met-Ed projected to meet most of its future 
electricity requirements by purchasing power from new, non-utility generators. In 
1992, Met-Ed sought bids for additional generating capacity within its operating 
region. A 150-MW gas-fired project, known as the Blue Mountain project, was 
selected from a pool of 39 bidders. Two other projects were selected from the 
"short-list" prior to final project selection. These projects were a 150-MW coal
fired circulating fluidized bed (CFB) combustor and a 200-MW natural gas-fired 
facility. While it is impossible to definitely predict how Met-Ed would meet the 
capacity void resulting from the no-action alternative, it can be assumed that Met-Ed 
could conduct a bidding process similar to the one conducted in 1992/93 . 
Additionally, due to the fact that the selected gas-fired project and the "short-listed" 
coal-frred CFB were both proposed to be Exempt Wholesale Generators (EWG), 
which means they have no associated steam host, it is reasonable to assume that the 
facility selected to replace York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) capacity in 
Met-Ed's operating region could also be an EWG. 

It should be noted that more recent information received from Met-Ed since the 
writing of the DEIS indicates the purchasing of excess electricity on the open market 
is a viable option for Met-Ed to pursue in order to meet capacity needs, at least in 
the short term. This option has been analyzed in the FEIS (see Section 4.3 .3 of the 
FEIS). 

Response: Typically, cogeneration requires a particular steam host (such as a 
hospital, an industrial user, etc.), and since the analysis of these gas-fired and coal
fired boilers was very generic in nature and not site-specific, it would be very 
subjective to determine the amount of steam that the cogeneration plant would 
produce, since the recipient of that steam would be unidentified. Additionally, due 
to the fact that the selected gas-fired project and the "short-listed" coal-fired 
circulating fluidized bed (CFB) in the Metropolitan-Edison Company solicitation 
process were both proposed to be Exempt Wholesale Generators (EWG), which 
means they have no associated steam hosts, it is reasonable to assume that an 
alternative source would also be an EWG. Therefore, the main reason that a 
cogeneration aspect was not considered for determining those alternative 
technologies that could potentially provide electricity as a result of selecting the no
action alternative was because that component of the system is too dependent on site
specific factors . Also, please see the response to Comment D-20511 .  

DEC419 
May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

DEC=420 
May 1995 

1 

1 

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 0 6  

g o i n g  t o  b e  l o o k i n g  a r o u n d  f o r  p a r t n e r s  t o  

buy w h a t  i s  e s s e nt i a l l y a w a s t e  o f  p r o d u c t  

s t e a m  a n d  t h e r e f o r e  p r o v i d e  r e v e n u e s  t o  

h e l p  p a y  f o r  t h a t  p r o j e c t . S o  a g a i n , I d o  

n o t  t h i nk i t  i s  a r e a s o n a b l e  a s s u mp t i on t o  

a s s um e  t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  n o t  b e  a 

c o g e n e r a t i o n  a sp e c t  o f  a n y  a l t e rn a t i ve 

g e n e r a t o r . 

F i n a l l y ,  I ' d  l i k e  t o  p o i nt o u t  

a t  l e a s t  o n e  o f  t h e  i n c o n s i s t e n c i e s  t h a t  

a p p e a r  i n  t h e  r e p o r t , on t a b l e  2 . 3 - 1  wh i ch 

b e g i n s  o n  p a g e  2 - 8 4 , t h e  c o mp a r i s o n  

i mp a c t s  o f  t h e  A i r  P r o d u c t s  p r o j e ct a nd 

a l t e r na t i ve s . O n  p a g e  2 - 9 2  w h e n  

d i s c u s s i ng t h e  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n a n d  t ra f f i c 

a s pe c t s , t h e  d r a f t  s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e 

t r a n s p o r t a t i o n a n d  tr a f f i c  i m p a c t  f o r  t h e  

g a s  f i r e  a l t e r n a t i v e  n o  a c t i on p l an 

bo i l e r , w o u l d  be s i m i l a r  t o  t h a t  o f  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  i n  t h e  d r a f t  a t  s ev e r a l 

p l a c e s , o n e , f o r  e x a mp l e , p a g e  4 - 1 2 2 , t h e  

d r a f t  s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  A i r  P r o d u c t s  p r o j e c t  

w i l l  u s e  7 0  l i m e s t o n e  a n d  a s h  t r u c k s  p e r  

d a y  a n d  a pp ro x i ma t e l y  2 5  1 0 0  t o n  r a i l  c a r s  

p e r  d a y . H o w ev e r , t h e  d r a f t  f a i l s  t o  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R EP O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  

{ 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 

Volwne ll 
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Transportation 

Vohone D 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Table 2.3-1 and Section 4.3 . 1 . 8  have been updated to indicate the lesser 
impact to traffic associated with the operation of a gas-fired boiler. However, as 
Section 2.2.4. 1 notes, in the event of an interruption of the gas supply, the backup 
fuel for a gas-fired facility would likely be fuel oil. An emergency supply of oil 
would be stored on-site with continuing supplies being delivered by tanker trucks, 
thus impacting transportation infrastructure. 
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r e c o g n i z e  t h a t  t h e  n a tu r a l g a s  f a c i l i t y  

w i l l  n o t  be u s i n g  7 0  t r u c k s  a d a y  t o  b r i ng 

i n  l im e s t o n e , h a u l  a s h , n o r  w i l l  b e  u s i n g  

2 5  1 0 0  t o n  r a i l  c a r s  a d a y  t o  b r i n g. i :t  

c o a l . S o  I d on ' t  th i nk i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t o  

s a y  t h a t  t h e  t r a f f i c  a nd t r a n s p o rt a t i o n  

a sp e c t s  o f  a n  a l t e r n a t i ve g a s  f i re b o i l e r  

w o u l d  b e  s i m i l a r  t o  t h a t  a t  th i s  c o g e n  

p l a n t . 

F i n a l l y ,  my o t h e r  p o i n t  i s  t h a t  

t h e r e  i s  a b s o l u t e l y  no d i s c u s s i o n  w h e n  

w e ' r e t a l k i n g  a bo u t  t h e  v i s u a l i mp a ct o f  

t h i s  p l a n  a n d  t h e  p o t e n t i a l l y s e n s i t i ve 

v i s u a l  r e c ept o r s . T h e r e  i s  n o  d i s cu s s i o n  

wh a t s o e v e r  o n  t h e  i m p a c t  o f  a 3 9 5  f o o t  

s m oke s t a ck o n  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t  a nd t h e  

v i s u a l  e n v i r o n me n t , I l i ve a p p r o x i m a t e l y  

f i v� m i l e s  a w a y  f r o m  t h e  G l a t f e l t e r  p l a nt . 

A n d  I c a n  c u r r e n t l y  s e e  the i r  s t a c k s , 

th i s  n e w  s t a ck w i l l  dwa r f  a ny t h i n g  t h a t  

t h e y  h a v e . A n d  I t h i n k  t h e  l a s t th i ng we 

need is a n o t h e r  Ch r i s tm a s  tree o n  the 

h o r i z o n . T h a n k  y o u . 

ROY E IG UREN : 

A r e  t h e r e  oth e r s  t h a t  w i s h  t o  

S ARA ANN S ARG E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S ER V I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Volwne ll 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: A discussion of the visual impacts of the proposed facility can be found 
in Section 4. 1 . 1  and Appendix C of the EIS . Please see Table 2.3-1 in the FEIS for 
a summary of DOE's analysis, which recognizes that a visual impact would occur. 
Note that the current view from all of the visual receptor sites (and also from the 
residence of the commenter) is of the existing industrial setting of the P. H.  
Glatfelter Company's Roundwood Facility. Currently, there are two stacks, each 
68.6 meters (225 feet) tall, at the Roundwood Facility. Therefore, the proposed 
facility would be in keeping with the existing setting. The fact that the boiler 
emissions stack would be 5 1 . 8  meters (170 feet) taller than any existing structure is 
noted, but it is unavoidable, since the height of the stack is a function of the 
surrounding building height in order to prevent adverse ground-level exposure due 
to the flue gases. A discussion on good engineering practice for determining stack 
height is presented in Section 4. 1 .2.5 of the EIS. Please also see the response to 
Comment D-208/1 1 .  
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c om m e n t ?  A n y  o f  t h e  g e n t l e m e n  h e r e  I 

t a ke i t  b a c k , I ' m  s o r r y . G o  a h e ad , Mr . 

R e e d . 

MART I N  R E E D : 

I n  k e e p i n g  w i th t h e  t op i c  o f  t h e  

p r e v i o u s  s p e a k e r  a nd t h e  v i s u a l  i m p a c t s , I 

f o u n d  i t  r e a l l y b i z a r r e  I g u e s s  t h a t  o f  

a l l  t h e  r e s i d e n c e s  i n  t h e  a r e a  th a t  i t ' s  

m y  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  i n  r e a d i n g  t h e  d r a f t  a n d  

s e e i n g  i n  t h e  h a n d o u t  a n d  o n  t h e  v i s u a l  

h e r e , t h a t  i t  s e emed l i k e  th e m a j o r  

c o n c e r n  w i th v i su a l  i mp a c t  h a d  t o  d o  w i th 

t h e  d e g r a d a t i o n  o f  t h e  p i c n i c  a r e a  o f  t h e  

L i o n ' s  C l u b  a s  o p p o s e d  to p e o p l e  l i v i n g  o n  

R o c k e r y  R o a d  o r  p e op l e  o n  Y o r k  R o a d  o r  

p e op l e  l i v i n g  o n  L e h m a n  R o a d , I j u s t  c a n ' t  

q u i t e  u n d e r s t a n d  th i s  t h a t  t h e  L i o n ' s  C l u b  

i s  s o  i m p o r t a n t  a n d  t h e  p i c n i c  a r e a  a s  

o p p o s e d  t o  p e o p l e  a n d  t h e i r  r e s i d e n c e s . 

ROY E IGUREN : 

F o r  t h e  r e c o r d  t h a t  w a s  M a rt i n  

R e e d  o n c e  a g a i n .  Y e s , s i r ?  

RANQALL PATTERSON : 

My n a m e .  i s  R a n d a l l  P a t t e r s o n  

r e p r e s e n t i ng Ch a i n br o o k  ( ph o n e t i c )  

S ARA A N N  S A RG EN T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Volume II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: As discussed in Section 4. 1 . 1 ,  the Lion's Club is one of nine visual 
receptors used to assess the impact of the proposed facility on the physical setting 
of the surrounding area. The other eight visual receptors, all residences, are 
described in Appendix C of the EIS. In addition, two receptors (Receptor 8 -

residential area off Rockery Road and Receptor 9 - residential area on Lehman 
Road) are new receptors that have been included in the FEIS . 

The view from Receptor 8 is of trees in the immediate foreground. The mill pond 
and P. H. Glatfelter Company are visible in the distance to the northeast. From the 
distance of this receptor, the proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) 
facility buildings would be of similar scale and visual character to the existing P. H .  
Glatfelter Company's mill buildings. The view from Receptor 9 is the P .  H .  
Glatfelter Company's Roundwood Facility in the distance with the Lions Club 
pavilion in the foreground. There is some vegetative screening in the vicinity of 
Kessler Pond. The proposed YCEP facility (primarily the boiler building) would 
be a prominent feature in this viewshed. The visual change associated with the 
development of the proposed project would be the replacement of more distant views 
of an industrial setting (i .e. ,  the P. H. Glatfelter Company's Roundwood Facility). 

Recognizing the need to more clearly summarize the impacts, Table 2.3-1 has been 
revised in the FEIS . 

DEC:W 
May 1995 
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2 0 9 

T ow n s h i p . A s  f a r  a s  t h e  K u s s  R u n  P r o j e ct , 

2 I ' d l i k e  t o  p o i n t  o u t  t h a t  I d o n ' t  t h i nk 

3 th i s  c o g e n e r a t i o n  p l a n  p r o d u c e s  e nough 

4 e l e c t r i c i t y  t o  r u n  t h e  K u s s  R u n  p r o p o s ed 

p r o j e c t  b e c a u s e  i t  u s e s  2 8  p e r c e n t  m o r e  

e l e c t r i c i t y  t h a n  i t  c a n  p r o d u c e  a nd n e e d s  

a c o a l f i r e d  p l a n t  o r  a n  a t o m i c  p l a nt t o  

r u n  i t . T h a n k  y o u . 

ROY E I G U R E N : 

1 T h a n k  y o u , s i r . F u r t h e r  

1 c omme n t ?  And i f  n ot th e n ,  a s  I m e�t i o n e d  

1 2  e a r l i e r  a n d  p u r s u a nt t o  t h e  r u l e s  o f  t h i s  

1 3  p r o c e e d i ng we w i l l  s t a nd i n  r e c e s s  u nt i l  

1 4  we h a v e  e i t h e r  a d d i t i o n a l  c o mm e n t e r s  

1 5  p r e s e n t the m s e l v e s  h e r e  o r  u nt i l  t h e  h o u r  

1 6  o f  1 0 : 3 0 .  T h a n k  y o u . 

1 7  S H O RT BR EAK T A K E N  
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R O Y  E I G U R E N : 

I f  I c o u l d  h a v e  y o u r  a t t e nt i o n , 

p l e a s e , I ' d  l i ke t o  f o rma l l y g o  b a c k  o n  

t h e  r e c o r d , t h i s  i s  R o y  E i g u r e n , t h e  

m o d e r a t o r , a n d  i t ' s  n o w  a p p r o x im a t e l y  9 : 0 0 

p . m . , a t  th i s  p o i nt I w o u l d  l i k e  t o  a s k  i f  

t h e r e  i s  a n y o n e  i n  the r o o m  w h o  h a s  n o t  

c ommented t h a t  w o u l d  l i k e  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  

S ARA ANN S ARG E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volwne II 
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Volwne ll 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The Cuffs Run project essentially stores energy by using electricity that 
is not in demand at certain times of the day to pump water into a reservoir during 
these non-peak demand times. During times of high electrical demand, the water 
pumped into the reservoir is released from the reservoir, and electricity is generated 
to meet consumer needs. A direct connection between the proposed project and the 
Cuffs Run project is not anticipated. 
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t o  d o  s o . O ka y .  I t  n o t  w e ' l l c o n t i nu e  i n  

r e c e s s  u nt i l  w e  e i t h e r  h a v e  s om e o n e  

p r e s e n t  t h ems e l v e s  t o  p r e s e n t  c omment o r  

u nt i l  t h e  h o u r  o f  1 0 : 3 0 .  T h a nk y o u . 

W e ' re o f f  t h e  r e c o rd . 

SHORT B R E A K  TAKEN 

ROY EIGUREtf : 
I f  I c o u l d  h a v e  yo�r a tt e nt i o n ,  

p l e a s e , i t ' s  a pp r o x i m a t e l y  1 0 : 1 5  a n d  I ' d  

o n c e  a g a i n  l i k e  t o  r e o p e n  t h e  r e c o r d  f o r  a 

p u b l i c comment h e a r i n g h e r e . I s  t h e r e  

a ny o n e  i n  t h e  r o o m  t h a t ' s  n o t  h a d  t h e  

o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  comment t h a t  w o u l d  l ik e  t o  

d o  s o ?  I wou l d  n o t e  f o r  t h e  r e c o r d  t h a t  

t h e r e  i s  n o  o n e  w h o  i s  i nd i ca t i n g  t h e  

d e s i re t o  c o m m e n t  at t h i s  p o i n t . S o  w h a t  

I t h i nk I ' l l d o  i s , w e  w i l l  be h e r e  f o r  

a n o t h e r  1 5  m i n u t e s  a n d  a t  t h a t  t im e  i f  

t h e r e  a r e  n o  i n d i v i du a l s  w h o  p r e s e n t  

t h em s e l v e s  f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  commertt w e ' l l 

s i m p l y  c o n s i d e r  t h e  m e e t i n g  c l o s e d  a n d  t h e  

r e c o r d  c l o s ed a t  t h a t  p o i nt . T h a n k  y o u . 

2 3  S HORT B R E A K  TAKEN 

2 4  

2 5  

ROY EIGUREN : 
I t ' s  1 0 : 3 0 p . m . , I ' l l 

S A RA A N N  SARG E N T  
CO URT R E P O RT I NG S ERV I CE 

( 8 1 4 )  .5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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a f f i r ma t i v e l y  g o  b a c k  o n  t h e  r e c o r d , t h i s  

i s  R o y  E i g u r e n , t h e  m o d e r a t o r , f o r  a 

p u b l i c  h e a r i n g  b e i ng h e l d  i n  Y o r k , 

P e n n s y l va n i a , D e c em b e r  1 5 t h , 1 9 9 4 . I 

w o u l d  a s k  o n c e  a g a i n ,  a r e  t h e r e  

i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h e  r o o m  wh o h a ve n o t  h a d  

t h e  o p p o rt u n i t y  t o  c o m m e n t  t h a t  w o u l d  l ik e  

t o  d o  s o ?  T h e r e  b e i n g  n o  o n e  h e r e  p r e s ent 

and r e a d y  to c o m m e n t , in pur s u a n t  t o  the 

1 n o t i c e  t h a t  w a s  i s s u e d  f o r  t h i s  p u b l i c  

1 h e a r i n g  t h a t  w e  w o u l d  e n d  our p u b l i c 

1 h e a r i n g  a t  1 0 : 3 0 p . m .  o n  t h i s  d a t e  we w i l l  

1 3  f o r m a l l y d o  s o  a t  e x a ct l y  1 0 : 3 0 .  T h a n k  

1 4  y o u  a n d  g o o d  n i g h t . 

1 H E A R I N G  C O N T I N U E D 
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IN RE : Proposed York County Energy Partners 

Cogeneration Facil ity 

BEFORE : Roy L .  Eiguren Phoebe Hami l  

Gary Friggens Louis Salvador 

Jim Johnson Charlie Seehorn 

Dr . Sue l l en Van Ooteghem B i l l  Lawson 

Dr . Jan K .  Wachter Nelson Rekos 
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R O Y  L .  E I G U R E N : 

G o o d  ev e n i ng . W e ' d  l i ke to 

b e g i n  n o w  i f  we c o u l d , p l e a s e . I w o u l d  

n o w  l i k e  t o  f o rma l l y g o  o n  t h e  r e c o r d  a n d  

comme n c e  t o d a y ' s  pu b l i c  comme n t  h e a r i n g 

a n d  we l c o m e  y o u  t o  i t  o n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  

U n i t e d  S t a t e s  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r gy . 

T o d a y ' s  h e a r i n g i s  o f f i c i a l l y d e s i g n a t e d  

a s  t h e  pu b l i c  c o m m e nt he a r i ng f o r  t h e  

Un i te d  S t a t e s  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r g y ' s  Y o r k  

C o u n t y  E n e r gy P a r t n e r s  C o g e n e r a t i o n  

F a c i l i t y d r a f t  Env i r o n m e n t a l  I m p a c t  

S t a t e m e n t . T h i s  h e a r i n g i s  b e i n g h e l d  o n  

t h e  1 6 th d a y  o f  D e c em b e r  1 9 9 4  a t  t h e  Y o r k  

F a i rg r o u n d s  l o c a t e d  i n  Y o r k , 

P e n n s y l va n i a . We ' r e c o mm e n c i n g  t h e  

h e a r i ng a t  7 : 0 0 p . m .  p u r s u a n t  t o  n o t i c e . 

T o d a y ' s  h e a r i n g i s  o n e  o f  t h r e e  t h a t  a r e  

b e i n g c o n d u c t ed i n  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  s e r i e s . 

Th i s  ev e n i n g ' s  s e s s i o n  w i l l  

b e g i n  w i t h  a b r i e f  p r e s e n t a t i o n o f  t h e  

d r a f t  E n v i r o nm e n t a l  I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t . 

T h a t  w i l l  t a k e  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  1 5  m i n ut e s . 

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E  
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F o l l ow i n g , t h a t  I w i l l  r e v i e w  t h e  

p r o c e d u r e  t h a t  w e  w i l l  b e  f o l l o w i n g d u r i n g 

t h e  f o r m a l c o m m e n t  p o r t i o n o f  t h e  

h e a r i n g . T h a t  w i l l  be g i n  i mm e d i a t e l y  

a f t e r  t h e  o v e r v i ew p r e s e n t a t i o n . 

My n a m e  i s  R o y  E i g u r e n . I ' m t h e  

m o d e r a t o r  f o r  th i s  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  o t h e r  

h e a r i n g s  i n  th i s  s e r i e s . I ' m a l aw y e r  

f r om t h e  S t a t e  o f  I d aho . I ' m a p a r t n e r  i n  

t h e  l a w  f i rm o f  G i ve n s ,  P u r s e l y  & 

H u n t l ey . I n  a d d i t i o n t o  my r e gu l a r  

p r a c t i c e , I p r o v i d e  t e ch n i c a l  

f a c i l i t a t i o n , m o d e r a t i o n  s e r v i c e s  a nd 

s e rve a s  a h e a r i n g o f f i c e r  f o r  v a r i o u s  

d e p a r t m e n t s  o f  t h e  g o v e r n m e n t  u n d e r  a 

c o n t r a c t u a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p . 

T o d a y ' s  m e e t i ng i s  b e i ng h e l d  a s  

p a r t o f  t h e  p r o c e s s  p r e s c r i b ed u n d e r  t h e  

N a t i o n a l  E n v i r o nm e n t a l P o l i cy A c t  o r  N EPA , 

a s  i t  i s  kn own . N E PA i s  o u r  b a s i c  

n a t i o n a l  c h a r t e r  f o r  e v a l u a t i ng p o t e n t i a l  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l i m p a c t s  o f  F e d e r a l 

a c t iv i t i e s . N E PA p r o c e d u r e s  a r e  d e s i g n e d  

t o  m a k e  e n v i r o n m e n t a l i n f o r ma t i o n 

a v a i l a b l e  t o  pu b l i c  o f f i c i a l s  a n d c i t i z e n s  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O URT R E PORT I N G  S E RV I C E  
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b e f o r e  d ec i s i o n s  a r e  m a d e  a nd b e f o r e  

a c t i o n s  a r e  t a ken . U n d e r  N EPA , F e d er a l 

a g en c i es m u s t  p r e p a r e  a n  E n v i r o nm e n t a l 

I m p a c t  S t a t eme nt , o r  a s  i t ' s  k n ow n , a n  

E I S ,  f o r  a n y  m a j o r  F ed e r a l a c t i o n  wh i ch 

c o u l d  h a v e  s i gn i f i c a n t  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  

i m p a ct s . 

I n  k e ep i n g  w i t h  t h a t  

r e qu i r e m e n t , t h e  p u rp o s e  o f  t h i s  p u b l i c  

h e a r i n g  i s  t o  p r e s e nt b a c k g r o u n d  

i n f o r ma t i o n o n  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  d r a f t  

E n v i r o n me n t a l  I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t  a nd a n s we r  

q u e s t i o n s  wh i ch t h e  p u b l i c  m a y  h a v e , but 

most i m p o rt a n t l y  t o  o b t a i n  p u b l i c  commen t . 

I ' ve b e e n  a s k ed b y  t h e  

D e p a r t m e n t  t o  c o n d u c t  th i s  c o m m e n t  h e a r i ng 
a s  a n  i n d e p e nd e n t , u n b i a s e d  n e u t r a l 

m o d e r a t o r . P l e a s e  n o t e  n e i t h e r  t h e  C o u r t  
R e p o r t e r  w h o  i s  h e r e  t o  my l e f t , y o u r  

r i ght , n o r  I or emp l oy e e s  o f  t h e  

D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r gy o r  i t s  c o n t r a c t or s , 

n o n e  o f  u s  a r e  a d v o c a t e s  f o r  o r  a g a i n st 

a ny p a r ty , n o r  are we for o r  a g a i n s t  any 

p o s i t i o n  taken by any p a rty d u r i n g  t o d a y • s  

h e a r i n g . I h a v e  o n e  p r i ma r y  p u rp o s e  a n d  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  
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t h a t  i s  to e n s u r e  t h a t  a l l  i nd i v i d u a l s  a n d  
o rg a n i z a t i o n s  w h o  w i s h  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  
c o mment f orma l l y o n  t h e  r e c o r d  h a v e  t h e  
o p p o rt u n i t y  t o  d o  s o ,  i n  k e ep i ng b o t h  w i t h  
t h e  s p i r i t  a s  we l l  a s  t h e  l et t e r  o f  N E P A . 

T h e  C o u rt R e p o r t e r ' s  p u rp o s e  i s  
t o  c r e a t e  a comp l e te a n d  a c c u r a t e  

t ra n s c r i p t i on o f  t h i s  a n d  t h e  o t h e r  

h e a r i ng s . 

T h e  D e p a rtm e n t  o f  E n e r g y  i s  

p r o v i d i ng s e ve r a l o p p o r t u n i t i e s  f o r  

m e m b e r s  o f  t h e  p ub l i c  w h o  w i sh t o  c o mm e n t  

o n  t h e  d r a f t  E n v i r o n m e n t a l I mp a c t  

S t a te m e n t  d u r i ng t h e  c om m e n t  p e r i od wh i ch 

w i l l  r u n  t h r o u g h  t h e  3 1 s t  d a y  o f  J a n u a r y  

1 9 9 5 .  Y o u  m a y  m a k e  y o u r  c o m m e n t s  h e r e  a t  

t h i s  h e a r i n g  th i s  eve n i ng by r e g i s t er i ng 

to s p e a k  at t h e  i n f o r ma t i o n  d e s k  o v e r  t o  

my r i g h t , t o  y o u r  l e f t . Y ou m a y  a l s o 

s u b m i t  w r i t t e n  c o m m e n t s  t h i s  e v e n i ng , 

p l e a s e  g i ve them t o  me o r  l e a v e  t h e m  a t  

t h e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  t a b l e .  O r  i f  y o u ' d  l i k e  

to s u b m i t  w r i t t e n  c o mm e n t s  a f t e r  t h i s  

h e a r i n g , y o u  m a y  d o  s o  b y  ma i l i ng t h e m  t o  

a n  a d d r e s s  t h a t  c a n ,  a g a i n , be p r ov i d ed a t  

S ARA A N N  S ARGENT 
COURT R EPORT I NG S ERV I C E  
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t h e  r e g i s t ra t i o n t a b l e . 

I ' ve a l s o b e e n  a s k e d  t o  a nn o u n c e  
t h a t  i n  r e s p o n s e  t o  a n u m b e r  o f  c o m m e n t s  

s i t i n g  t h e  l a ck o f  t i m e  t o  p r e p a r e  

i n f o rmed o r a l c o m m e n t  t o  t h e  d r a f t  

E n v i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t  a n d  d u e  t o  

t h e  a p p a r e n t  l a te a r r i v a l  o f  c e r t a i n  

s upp l em e n t a r y  d o cu m e n t s i n  t h e  r e a d i n g  

r o om h e r e , t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  h a s  d e c i d e d  t o  

c o n d u c t  a n  a d d i t i o n a l  p u b l i c  h e a r i n g i n  

t h i s  p a r t i cu l a r  s e r i e s  s om e t i me i n  t h e  

m o nth o f  J a n u a r y  1 9 9 5 . T h e  d a t e  w i l l  b e  

a n n o u n c e d  i n  t h e  F e d e r a l  R e g i s t e r  a n d  i n  
l o c a l  n e w s p a p e r s . A l l  c o m m e n t s  r e c e i ved 

a t  t h e s e  h e a r i n g s , i n c l u d i n g the o n e  

t o n i g h t  a s  w e l l  a s  i n  J a n u a r y , w i l l  b e  

c o n s i d e r e d  i n  t h e  r e c o r d  a l o n g  w i t h  a l l  

o t h e r  c om m e n t s  s u b m i t t e d  d u r i n g  t h e  

c om m e n t  p e r i od . I f  y ou s h ou l d  h a v e  a n y  
a d d i t i o n a l  q u e s t i o n s  t o  r e l a t e  t o  t h i s  n e w  
d e c i s i o n b y  t h e  D e p a rt m e n t  o f  E n e rgy , D r .  
B i l l  L a w s o n  w i l l  b e  a va i l a b l e  d u r i n g t h e  
b r e a k  t o  a n s w e r  y o u r  qu e s t i o n s . 

T h e  f o r m a t  f o r  t o d a y ' s  h e a r i n g  
h a s  b e e n  d e s i g n e d  t o  g i ve a s  m a n y  p e o p l e  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R EPORT I N G  S ERV I C E 
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a s  po s s i b l e  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  

p a r t i c i pa t e , i n c l u d i n g  t h o s e  w h o  w i s h  t o  

n o t  m a k e  f o rm a l  c o m m e n t , t h a t  i s  t o  s a y  i f  

y o u  d o n ' t  w a n t  t o  g o  o n  t h e  r e c o r d , we 

w i l l  b e  more than g l a d  t o  r e c e i v e  your 

w r i t t e n  c o m m e nt s . W e  w i l l  take f o r m a l  

o r a l  c o m m e n t  i n  a f ew m o m e n t s  a nd w e ' l l 

out l i n e  t h e  p r o c e d u r e s  a s  h o w  w e ' r e g o i ng 

t o  d o  t h a t  i n  j u s t  a f e w  m o r e  m o m e n t s . 

A v e r b a t i m  t ra n s c r i p t  o f  a l l  t h e  

o r a l c o m m e n t s  r e c e i ved t o d a y  a s  w e l l  a s  

t h e  o t h e r  h e a r i n gs w i l l  b e  d e ve l op ed a l o ng 

w i th t h e  w r i t t e n c om m e n t . A n d  t h a t  

t r a n s c r i p t  w i l l  b e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  

D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e rgy ' s  r e c o r d  o f  t h e s e  

p r o c e ed i n g s . T h e  D ep a r t m e n t  w i l l  p l a ce 
c o p i e s  o f  t h e  t r a n s c r i p t s  o f  t h e  c om m e n t  
h e a r i n g s  a t  r e a d i n g  r o o m s  a n d  i n f o rm a t i o n  

l o c a t i o n s . Aga i n ,  t h a t  i n f o rma t i o n  i s  
a va i l a b l e  a t  t h e  d e s k . 

A f t e r t h e  D ep a r t m e n t  h a s  

r e v i ew ed , a n a l y z e d a n d  c o n s i d e r ed a l l  o f  

t h e  comme n t s  r e c e i v e d  a t  t h e  c o m m e n t  

h e a r i n g s , c o mm e n t s  m a d e  o v e r  t h e  c o u r s e  o f  

th i s  p a r t i c u l a r  p r o c e e d i ng a s  w e l l a s  t h e  

S A R A  A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E PORT I NG S ERV I CE 
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w r i t t e n  c omm e n t s  t h a t  a r e  s u b m i t t e d  d u r i n g  

t h e  c om m e n t  p e r i od , t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  w i l l  

t h e n  p r ep a r e  t h e  f i n a l E n v i r o n m e n t a l 

I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t . 

At t h i s  t i m e , w e ' r e g o i n g  t o  
h a v e  a n  o v e r v i ew o f  t h e  d r a f t  
E n v i r on m e n t a l I m p a c t  S ta te m e n t  w h i c h  w i l l  
l a s t a p p r o x i m a t e l y  1 5  m i n u t e s . T h a t  w i l l  
b e  g i ve n  t o  y o u  by D r . J a n  W a c h t e r . 

DR . JAN K .  WACHTER : 

T h e re a r e  a va r i e t y  o f  i m p a c t s  
w h i c h  a r e  a s s oc i a t e d  w i th t h e  p r o p o s e d  
c og e n  p l a n t .  I d on ' t  h a v e  e n o u g h  t i m e  t o  
d o c u m e n t  a l l  o f  t h e s e  i m p a c t s . I a d v i s e  
r e a d i ng t h e  e x e c u t i ve s umma ry t o  g e t  a 
b e t t e r  f e e l f or t h e  b r e a d t h  o f  t h e  i m p a c t s  
a s  w e l l  a s  r e a d i n g  t h e  E I S .  

B u t  i n  t e r m s  o f  a s umma r y  o f  t h e  
m a j o r  i m p a c t s  a s soc i a t ed w i t h  t h e  p r o p o s ed 

p r o j e c t  c o n t a i n e d  in  t h e  d r a f t  E I S , the 

f i r s t  c a t eg o r y  w e  l o o k e d  a t  w a s  v i s u a l 
i m p a c t s . T h e  s t r u c t u r e s  w h i c h  w o u l d  b e  

c o n s t r u c t e d  w o u l d  a l t e r  t h e  v i s u a l q u a l i ty 

o f  t h e  r e g i o n  b u t  w o u l d  b e  i n  k e ep i ng w i t h  

t h e  e x is t i n g i n du s t r i a l  s et t i n g  wh i c h  i s  

S A RA ANN SARG E N T  
CO URT R E P O R T I N G  S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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2 2 3  

t h e  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  s i t e  s e t t i n g . The 

ta l l e s t  s t r u c t u r e  that wou l d  b e  e r e c ted 

wou l d  be a 3 9 5 - f o o t  s t a c k . We l o o k e d  a t  

t h e  v i s u a l  impa c t  o f  t h i s  a nd i t  wa s 

d e t e r m i n e d  t h a t  a v i s u a l  i m p a c t  t o  t h e  

L i o n s  C l u b  p i c n i c  a nd f i s h i ng a r e a  wou l d  

r e s u l t .  

When w e  h a d  o u r  pu b l i c  s c o p i n g  

m e e t i ngs l a s t  y e a r  i n  A u g u s t  a nd O c t o be r ,  

i t  became very c l e a r  t o  u s  t h a t  t h e  two 

c a t e g o r i e s  that t h e  pub l i c  had m o s t  

c o nc e r n s a n d  i s s u e s  a b o u t  w e r e  r e l a t e d  t o  

a i r  e m i s s i o n s  a nd t h e  a s s o c i a t e d  p o t e nt i a l  

h e a l th e f f e c t s . When  w e  d i d  t h e  a n a l y s i s  

o n  a i r  emi s s i o n s , t h e  p r i m a ry e m i s s i o n s  

t h a t  we c o n c e n t r a t ed o u r  e f f o r t  o n  

a n a l y z i n g  were s u l f u r  d i o x i d e , o x i d e s  o f  

n i t r o ge n , part i c l e s  a n d  c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e . 

B a s i c a l l y ,  w e  l o o k e d  a t  two 

regu l a t i o n s , P S D  preve n t i o n  of  s i g n i f i c a n t  

d e t e r i o r a t i o n  a s  we l l  a s  t h e  N a t i o n a l  

Amb i e nt A i r  Qua l i t y  S t a n d a rd . I nc r e a s e s  

i n  amb i e nt c o n c e n t r a t i o n s  o f  t h e s e  

po l l u t a n t s  t h a t  w e r e  l i s t e d  p r e v i o u s l y , 

s u l f u r  d i o x i de , o x i d e s  o f  n i t r o ge n , 

SARA ANN SARG ENT 
C OURT REPORT I N G  S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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p a r t i c l e s  a n d  c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e , w o u l d  not 

e x c e e d  t h e  a l l ow a n c e s  u n d e r  t h e s e  two 

r e g u l a t i o n s . 

T h e r e  w a s  a l s o  s o m e  c omment a r y  

f r om t h e  N a t i o n a l  P a rk S e r v i c e  w i t h  

r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  e f f e ct o f  t h e  p r o p o s ed 

p r o j e c t  o n  t h e  G e t t y s bu r g  M i l i t a r y  P a r k , 

i n  p a r t i c u l �r ,  t h e  e f f e ct o f  s u l f u r  

d i o x i d e  o n  s t a t u e s  i n  t h a t  a r e a . I n  

a d d i t i o n , w e  a n a l y z e  t h e  e f f e c t  o n  

S h e n a nd o a h  N a t i o n a l P a rk . T h e  c o n c l u s i o n 

wa s t h a t  t h e r e  wou l d  b e  n o  s i g n i f i c a n t  

i m p a c t  o n  a i r  q u a l i ty i n  t h e s e  a r e a s . 

D u e  t o  t h e  c u r t a i l m e nt o f  P . H . 

G l a t f e l t e r  n u m b e r  f ou r  b o i l e r  w h i c h  i s  

p a r t  o f  t h e  p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t , d u e  t o  t h e  

r e c e i pt o f  s t e a m  f r om t h e  p r o p o s e d  c o g e n  

p l a n t  t o  t h e  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  s i t e , t h e  

f o l l ow i ng r e d u c t i o n s  i n  a i r p o l l u t i o n 

b a s e d  o n  p e rm i t t e d  l e ve l s  wou l d  o c c u r . 

Appr o x i m a t e l y  2 , 4 0 0  t o n s  p e r  y e a r  o f  

s u l f u r  d i o x i d e , a t  l e a s t  2 1 7 t o n s  p e r  y e a r  

o f  o x i d e s  o f  n i tr og e n  a n d  6 5  t o n s  p e r  y e a r  

o f  w h a t ' s  t e r m e d  P M - 1 0 ,  t h a t ' s  p a r t i c u l a t e  

m a t t e r  o f  very s m a l l  s i z e  . 

. SARA A N N  SARG ENT 
CO URT R EPORT I N G  S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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S i n c e  t h e r e  i s  a c o o l i n g  t ower 

a s s o c i a te d  w i th the p r o p o s e d  p ro j e c t , w e  

d e t e r m i n ed t h a t  t h e r e  w o u l d  b e  n o  a d v e r s e  

impa c t s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  f o g g i n g , i c i n g  o r  

p l um e  s h a d ow i ng i n  t h e  a r e a . 

W e  e x t e n s i v e l y  a n a l y z ed h e a l th 

e f f e c t s  i n  t h i s  E I S . I n  p a rt i cu l a r , w e  

l o ok e d  a t  h a z a r d o u s  a i r  p o l l ut a n t s  t h a t  

i n c l u d e d  s p e c i e s  s u c h  a s  a c i d g a s e s s u ch 

a s  s u l f u r  d i o x i d e , t o x i c  m e t a l s  w h i c h  

i n c l u d e d  l e ad a n d  m e r c u ry , r a d i o n u c l i d e s , 

v o l a t i l e  o r ga n i c  comp o u n d s  s u c h  a s  

b e n z e n e , p o l y c y c l i c h y d r o c a r b o n s  s u c h  a s  

b e n z o a p y r i n e , a n d  c h l o r o f or m . 

W e  c o n d u c t e d  f o u r  d i f f e r e n t  

t y p e s  o f  h e a l th r i s k  a s s e s s m e n t s . O n e  w a s  

c o n d u c t e d  o n  s t a c k  e m i s s i o n s , o n e  o n  

c o o l i n g  t o w e r  e m i s s i o n s , o n e  o n  

r a d i o n u c l i d e s . And t h e n  w e  c a n va s s ed 

s c i e n t i f i c s t ud i e s  s u ch a s  p h y s i o l og i c a l 

e f f e c t s  on a n i ma l s ,  h u m a n  ep i d em i o l ogy a n d  

c o n t r o l l e d h u m a n  p h y s i o l og i c a l  s tu d i e s . 

O u r  c o n c l u s i o n s  w e r e  b a s i ca l l y 

i n  two b r o a d  c a t e g o r i e s , c a n c e r  e f f e c t s  

a nd n o n - c a n c e r  e f f e ct s . I t  wa s d e t e r m i n e d  

SARA A N N  SARGENT 
COURT R E PORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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t h a t  t h e  l i f et i m e  e xc e s s  c a n c e r  r a t e  f r om 

p o t e nt i a l  e x p o s u r e  t o  a i r  e m i s s i o n s  f r om 

t h e  p r o p o s ed p r o j e c t  w o u l d  b e  l e s s  t h a n  

o n e  i n  o n e  m i l l i o n , w h i c h  i s  b e l ow the 

g e n e r a l l y a c c ep t e d  l i f e t im e  c a n c e r  r i sk 

d e emed b y  t h e  E n v i r o nm e n t a l P r o t e c t i o n  

A g e n c y . 

A l s o , w e  l o o k e d  a t  n o n - c a n c e r  

h e a l t h e f f ec t s  d u e  t o  t h e  em i s s i o n s  b a s e d  

o n  a n a l y s i s  o f  t h i ng s  c a l l ed h a z a r d  

quot i en t s  a n d  h a z a r d  i n d i c e s  wh i ch a r e  

o u t l i n e d  i n  t h e  d r a ft E I S  i n  g r e a t  d e t a i l . 

A l l  t h e s e  v a l u e s  w e r e  b e l ow t h e  n u m b e r  o f  

o n e , wh i c h  i nd i c t ed t h a t  a n y  n o n - c a n c e r  

h e a l t h  e f f e c t s  wo u l d  n o t  b e  e x p e c t ed o r  

m e a s u r a b l e . 

T h e  n e x t  a r e a  w e  l o o k e d  a t  w a s  

w a t e r  q u a l i t y . O n  t h e  a v e ra g e , t h e  

f a c i l i ty w o u l d  w i t h d r a w  4 . 1  m i l l i o n  

g a l l o n s  p e r  d a y  o f  P . H . G l a t f e l t e r  t r e at e d  

w a s t e w a t e r  a n d , o f  t h a t , c o n s u m e  o n  a n  

a v e r a g e  b a s i s  2 . 5  m i l l i o n  g a l l o n s  p e r  d a y  

v i a  c o o l i n g  t o w e r  eva p o r a t i v e  l o s s e s . 

T h a t  m e a n s  t h e  wa s t ew a t e r  i s  r e cyc l e d  i nt o  

a c o o l i ng t o w e r  a nd 2 . 5  m i l l i o n  g a l l o n s  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
CO URT R E PORT I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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p e r  d a y  w o u l d  b e  e va p o r a t e d . 

D u e  t o  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h i s  w a t e r  

i s  b e i n g  e va p o r a t ed , t h i s  t r a n s l a t e s  

u l t ima t e l y  i n  d e c r e a s e s  i n  f l ow i n  t h e  

C o d o r u s  C r e e k . D u r i n g  n o rma l f l o w  

c o nd i t i o n s , t h e  f l ow w o u l d  d e c r e a s e  f r o m  

8 7  c u b i c  f e e t  p e r  s e c o n d  t o  8 3 .  D ur i ng 

l ow f l ow c o nd i t i o n s , t h e  Q 7 - 1 0  w h i c h  i s  

t h e  l ow e s t  w e e k l y  a v e r a g e  f l o w  o v e r  a 

t e n - y e a r  p e r i od , a v e r y  r a r e  e v e n t , t h e  

f l ow wo u l d  d e c r e a s e  f r o m  5 8  C F S  t o  5 4 . 

T h e s e  l o s s e s , i t  w a s  d e t e rm i n e d , 

wou l d  be e a s i l y  a t t e n u a t e d  i n  t h e  r i v e r  

b a s i n  b u t  t h e  f a c i l i ty wo u l d  m i t i g a t e  

c o n s u mp t i o n  o f  w a t e r  d u r i n g  l o w  f l ow 

p e r i od s  by r e l e a s i ng w a t e r  f r o m  e x i s t i ng 

s t o r a g e  r e s e rvo i r s  o r  p r i v a t e  r e s e r v o i r s , 

n o t  Lake Marbu rg , wh i ch w a s  o n e  o f  a 

c a t e g o r y  o f  p ub l i c s c o p i ng c o n c e r n s  that 

w e  h e a r d  last  y e a r . 

Due t o  t h i s  e v a p or a t i v e  l os s  f o r  

most  s p e c i e s , c o n c e n t ra t i o n s  i n  P . H . 

G l a t f e l t e r  w a s t e w a t e r  b e i ng d i s c h a rg e d  

w o u l d  i n c r e a s e  d u e  t o  e v a p o ra t i v e  l o s s e s . 

Howeve r ,  t h e  m a s s  l o a d i ng s  w h i c h  i s  s o r t  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
COURT R E PORT I NG S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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o f  t h e  w e i g h t  o f  t h e  m a t e r i a l  i n  t h e  

w a s t ew a t e r  w o u l d  n o t  i n c r e a s e . S imp l y , 

y o u  e v a p o r a t e  w a t e r , y o u  i n c r e a s e  t h e  

c o n c e n t r a t i o n .  D u r i ng l ow f l o w  

s i tu a t i o n s , t h i s  t r a n s l a t e s  t o  a 9 . 6  

i nc r e a s e  i n  e f f e c t i ve c o n c e n tr a t i on o f  

d i s s o l ved s p e c i e s  i n  t h e  C o d o r u s  C r e e k  

immed i a t e l y  d o w n s t r e a m . 

Howeve r , d u e  t o  s om e  o f  t h e  

e n h a n c ed t r e a tm e n t  wh i c h  w o u l d  b e  r eq u i red 

d u e  t o  t h e  c o o l i n g  t ower , there w o u l d  be 

d e c r e a s e s  i n  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  e f f l u e n t s  

p a r a m e t e r s  s u c h  a s  s u s p e n d e d  s o l i d s , 

b i o c h em i c a l o x y g e n  dema n d  a n d  h e a t  l o a d . 

T h e s e  l a t t e r  two p a r a m e t e r s  c ou l d  a c t u a l l y 

i mprove o x y g e n  l eve l s  i n  t h e  C o d o r u s  Creek 

a n d , t h ereby , enhance b i o l o g i c a l l i f e  i n  

t h e  s t r e a m . 

W e  a l s o  l o oked a t  i n - s t r e a m  EPA 

acute and ch r o n i c  a mb i e n t  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  

c r i te r i a . A n d  t h e s e  w o u l d  be m e t  u n d e r  

both l o w  a n d  m e a n  f l o w  c o nd i t i o n s , e x c e p t  

f o r  c h l o r i d e , wh i ch w o u l d  e x c e e d  t h e  

c h r o n i c  s t a n d a rd u n d e r  l o w  f l o w  b y  a 

f a c t o r  o f  1 . 1  w h i c h  i s  a n  e x c e d e n c e  o f  t e n  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
COURT R E PORT I N G  S ERV I C E  
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p er c e n t . W e  a n a l y z e  t h e  e f f ec t  o f  t h i s  

e x c e d e n c e  i n  t h e  E I S  a n d  c a m e  t o  t h e  d r a f t  

c o n c l u s i o n  t h a t  t h e r e  wo u l d  b e  v e r y  l i t t l e  

i m p a c t . 

N o i s e . D u r i n g  t h e  c o n s t r uc t i o n , 

t h e r e  wo u l d  be s h o r t - t e rm i mp a c t s  

a s s o c i a t e d  w i th t h e  p u r g i n g  o f  d i rt a n d  

d e br i s  f r o m  s t e a m  s y s t e m s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  

t h e  p r o p o s e d  s i t e . M i n i m i z a t i o n  m e a s u r e s  

c o u l d  b e  r e qu i r e d . 

Howeve r , s i n c e  t h e  p r o p o s ed 

f a c i l i ty i s  i n  c l o s e  p r o x i m i t y  t o  e x i s t i n g  

indu s tr i a l  n o i s e  s o u r c e s ,  c h a n g e s  t o  t h e  

e n v i r o n m e n t  w i th r e sp e ct t o  n o i s e  l e ve l s  

wou l d  n o t  b e  e a s i l y  d i s c e r n i b l e  d u r i ng t h e  

o p e r a t i o n . N o i s e  r e d u c t i o n  m e a s u r e s  wou l d  

b e  emp l oy e d  t o  m i n i m i z e  t h i s b a ckground 

n o i s e  i n c r e a s e  d u r i ng t h e  o p e ra t i o n . Vent  

s i l e n c e r s  would  be i n s t a l l e d  t o  l e s s e n  the  

n o i s e a s s o c i a t e d w i th t h e  steam r e l e a s e  

e v e n t s . 

W e  l o oked a t  t r a n s p o rt a t i o n  a n d  

t r a f f i c . D o i ng very c o n s e r va t i v e  a n a l ys e s  

s u c h  a s  a s s u m i n g  t h e  l a c k  o f  a r i d e  s h a r e  

p r o g r a m  f o r  t h e  p r o p o s e d  s i t e , v e h i c u l a r 

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  
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tr a f f i c  w o u l d  i n c r e a s e  by 7 1 2  v e h i c l e s  p e r  

d a y  d u r i n g c o n s t r u c t i o n  a n d  b y  1 2 5  

v eh i c l e s  p e r  d a y  d u r i n g o p e r a t i o n  wh i ch 

w o u l d  d e g r a d e  t r a f f i c  f l ow i n  b o t h  th e 

a . m .  a nd p . m .  p e a k  h o u r s . Th i s  t r a n s l a t e s  

t o  a p p r o x i ma t e l y  a f i v e p e r c e n t  i n c r e a s e  

i n  tr a f f i c  a t  k e y  i nt e r s e c t i o n s  d u r i ng th e 

p e a k  h o u r s . 

I t  s h o u l d  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  the  Y o r k  

R o a d / C o l o n i a l  Va l l e y R o a d  i n t e r s e c t i o n  

w o u l d  c o n t i n u e  t o  o p e r a t e  a t  a c c e p t a b l e  

l e v e l s  o f  s e r v i c e . H o w e v e r , d e l a y s  w o u l d  

b e  e x a s p e r a t e d  b e c a u s e  t w o  k e y  

i n t e r s e c t i o n s , Y o r k R o a d / J e f f e r s o n  

R o a d / Lehma n R o a d  a nd Y o r k  R o a d / R o u nd w o o d  

F a c i l i t y  A c c e s s  D r i v e  d o  n o t  c u r r e n t l y  

h a v e  t r a f f i c  l i g h t s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i th them . 

The  Y o r k  R o a d / J e f f e r s o n  R o a d / Lehm a n  R o a d  

i n t e r s e c t i o n  a l r e a dy i s  a t  u n a c c e p t a b l e  

c o n d i t i o n s . 

T h e r e  a r e c e r t a i n  p o t e n t i a l  

m i t i g a t i o n  t h a t  c o u l d  o c c u r  s u c h  a s  

t r a f f i c  l i g h t s  a n d  l a n e i m p r o v e m e n t s  a n d  

a d d i t i o n a l  s t o r a g e  q u e u e s  f o r  l o g  t r u c k s  

a t  t h e  R o u n d w o o d  s i t e . I t  s h o u l d  b e  n o t ed 

S A RA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O URT R E P O R T I NG S ERV I C E  
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t h a t  i m p r o v e m e n t s  a t  t h e  Y o rk 

R o a d / R o u nd w o o d  F a c i l i t y  A c c e s s  D r i v e a r e  

a n t i c i p a t e d  d u e  t o  th i s  p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t . 

B u t  i t  s h o u l d  b e  a l s o  n o t e d  t h a t  t h e  

P e n n s y l v a n i a  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  

w o u l d  n e e d  t o  i m p r o v e  a ny p o t e n t i a l  

m i t i g a t i o n  m e a s u r e s  wh i c h a r e  i n c l u d ed i n  

t h e  d r a f t  E I S . 

S o l i d w a s t e . T h e  m a j o r s o l i d 

w a s t e  p r o d u c t  w o u l d  b e  a s h . H o w e v e r , th i s  

p r o j e c t  w o u l d  a l s o  g e n e r a t e  s o m e  o t h e r  

t y p e s  o f  w a s t e  s u ch a s  s a n i t a r y  wa s t e  a n d  

h a z a r d o u s  w a s t e . T h e  v o l u m e s  o f  th e s e  

w a s t e s  a r e  o u t l i n e d  i n  t h e  d r a f t  E I S . 

O n  a po s i t i ve n o t e , t h e  a s h  

b y p r o d u c t  w o u l d  b e  h a u l e d 7 0  m i l e s  t o  the  

H a r r i m a n  C o a l  C o r p o r a t i o n  m i n e s  wh e r e  i t  

wo u l d b e  u s e d f o r  m i n e  r e c l a m a t i o n  a nd t o  

r e d u c e  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  a c i d  m i n e  d r a i n a g e . 

F l o o d  p l a i n s  a n d  w e t l a n d s . 

T h e r e  a r e  c e r t a i n  p o r t i o n s  o f  t h e  p r o p o s e d  

s i t e wh i c h  wo u l d b e  l o c a t e d  w i t h i n  a 

1 0 0 - y e a r  f l o o d  p l a i n  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  1 . 1  

a c r e s . We i n v e s t i g a t e d  th i s  b e c a u s e  a t  

t i m e s  i f  y o u  p u t  a s t r u c t u r e  w i t h i n  a 

SARA A N N  SARGENT 
C O URT R E P O RT I N G S ERVI C E  
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f l ood p l a i n  i t  c o u l d  p o t e n t i a l l y  a l t e r  

f l ow d u r i n g f l ood e v e n t s  a n d i t  c o u l d  

c a u s e  d a m a g e  t o  s u r r o u n? i n g  a re a . I t  w a s  

d e t e r m i n e d  t h a t  n o  ma j o r i mp a c t s  wou l d  b e  

e xp e c t e d  t o  f l ood d y n a m i c s  d u e  t o  t h e  

s m a l l  a r e a  a f f e c t e d  a n d  to t h e  n a t u r e  o f  

s t r u c t u r e s  w h i c h  w o u l d  b e  c o n s t ru c t e d i n  

t h e  f l ood p l a i n . 

The r e  wou l d  b e  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  0 . 7  

a c r e s  o f  i d e n t i f i e d we t l a n d s  w h i c h  wo u l d  

b e  u n a v o i d a b l y  t r a ve r s e d n e a r  t h e  

f o o t p r i n t  o f  t h e  p l ant . M i t i g a t i o n  w o u l d  

p o s s i b l y  b e  r e q u i r e d  f o r  t h i s  w e t l a n d a nd 

i n t e r a c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  Army C o r p s  o f  

E n g i n e e r s  i s  r e q u i r ed . 

We ' v e l o o k e d  a t  t h e  e l e c t r i c a l 

i n t e r c o n n e c t i o n c o r r i d o r  f r om t h e  p r op o s e d  

s i t e  to B a i r  S u bs t a t i o n . I t  wo u l d  c r o s s  

t h e  C o d o r u s  C r e e k  t h r e e  t i m e s . I t  wou l d  

t r a ve r s e  Army C o r p s  o f  E n g i n e e r s ' f l o o d  

c o ntro l l a nd s , a f f e c t i n g a p p r o x i m a t e l y  1 7  

o f  the 1 , 7 0 0  a c r e s . Army C o r p s  o f  

E n g i n e e r s  h a s  l e a s e d  a bo u t  1 , 5 0 0  a c r e s  to 

t h e  game  comm i s s i o n  for t h e  c o n s e r v a t i o n  

o f  w i l d l i f e . O f  t h e  1 7  a c r e s , m o s t  i s  

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REPORT I N G  S ERVI C E  
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cu l t i v a t e d  l a n d . 

I n  a n a l y z i n g  t h e  a f f e c t e d  G a m e  

Comm i s s i o n h a b i t a t , a p p r o x i m a t e l y  0 . 9  

a c r e s  o f  r i p a r i a n  h a b i t a t , t h a t ' s  h a b i t a t  

n e a r  b a n k s  a n d  r i ve r s , w o u l d  b e  a f f e c t ed . 

A n d  0 . 3 6 a c r e s  o f  t h a t  w o u l d  b e  i n  the  

w i r e  z o n e . W h e n  you  p u t  i n  u t i l i t y  

l i n e s , t h e r e ' s  a n  edge  z o n e , a w i r e  z o n e  

a n d  a n  e d g e  z o n e . A w i r e  z o n e  i s  

a p p r o x i m a t e l y  4 0  f e e t  a c r o s s  a n d  t h a t  i s  

t h e  a r e a  i n  wh i c h  t r e e s  a r e cut i n  o r d e r  

t o  n o t  o b s t ru c t  t h e  p o w e r  l i n e s . 1 . 2  

a c r e s  o f  w o o d e d  u p l a n d s  w o u l d  a l s o b e  

a f f e c t e d  a n d 0 . 3 6 a c r e s  i n  t h e  w i r e  z o n e . 

I f  you  a d d  u p  the  numb e r s , 0 . 7 2 

a c r e s  o f  h a b i t a t  wou l d  b e  c o n s u med by t h i s  

i n t e r c o n n e ct i o n  c o r r i d o r . M i t i g a t i on o f  

the  0 . 3 6 a c r e  r i p a r i a n  h a b i t a t  c o u l d  b e  

r e q u i r e d  a n d  th e s e  m i t i g a t i o n  a c t i o n s  

w o u l d  n e e d  t o  b e  c o ord i n a t e d  b o t h  w i th t h e  

g a m e  com m i s s i o n , f i s h a n d  w i l d l i f e  a s  we l l  

a s  the Army C o r p s  o f  E n g i n e e r s . 

H o w e ve r , t h e r e  a r e  s ome b e n e f i t s  

a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h th i s  e l e c t r i c  u t i l i t y  

c o r r i d o r l i n e . O n e  i s  t h a t  i f  y o u  c l e a r  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S E RVI C E  
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cut  t h e  l a nd , b i od i v e r s i ty a c t u a l l y 

i n c r e a s e s , i t ' s  a m o r e  s t a b l e  h a b i t a t , a s  

w e l l  a s  m a n y  h u n t e r s  v i ew i t  f a v o r a b l e  

f r om a p o i n t o f  v i e w  o f  a n  a c c e s s  w a y . 

T h e s e  a r e  o n l y  s om e  o f  t h e  

i m p a c t s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i th t h e  p r o p o s e d  

p r o j e c t . Aga i n ,  I wou l d  t a k e  t im e  a n d  

r e a d  t h e  e x e c u t i v e  s umma r y  a n d  t h e  d r a f t  

E I S  a s  we l l  a s  l o o k i n g  i n  d e t a i l  t o  t h o s e  

s e c t i o n s  w h i c h  a r e  pa r t i c u l a r l y  o f  

i n t e r e s t  t o  y o u . 

T h e  f u t u r e  s c h e d u l e  f o r  t h e  

N a t i o n a l  E n v i r o nme n t a l P o l i c y  A c t  p r o c e s s , 

a s  R o y  s t a t e d  b e f or e , c omm e n t s  w i l l  b e  d u e  

J a n u a ry 3 1 s t , 1 9 9 5 . W e  w i l l  r e v i s e  t h e  

d r a f t  E n v i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t  b a s ed 

o n  t h e  c omment s t h a t  w e  r e c e i ve d u r i n g  t h e  

p u b l i c  h e a r i ng p r oc e s s . The f i n a l E I S  

w i l l  b e  a n t i c i p a t e d  t o  b e  i s su e d  i n  M a r c h  

1 9 9 5 . A n d  a r e c or d  o f  t h e  d e c i s i o n  f or 

t h i s  p r o j ect , e i t h e r  f a v o ra b l e , 

u n f a v o r a b l e  o r  f a v o r a b l e  w i t h  m i t i g a t i o n  

r e q u i r e d s h o u l d  b e  i s s u e d  s o m e t i m e  i n  

A p r i l  o f  1 9 9 5 . T h a nk y o u . 

ROY L .  E I G U R E N : 

SARA ANN SARGENT 
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T h a n k  y o u . W i t h  m e  a t  t h e  f r o n t  

o f  t h e  r o om a r e  m e m b e r s  o f  t h e  D e p a r tment 

of  E n e r g y ' s  h e a r i n g p a n e l . T h e i r  p u r p o s e  

i n  b e i n g  h e r e  i s  t o  l i s t e n  t o  y o u r  pu b l i c 

c omment a s  w e l l  a s  a s k  c l a r i f y i ng 

q u e s t i o n s  a s  n e c e s s a r y t o  b e t t e r  

u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  c omment t h a t  y o u ' r e 

p r o v i d i n g . T h e s e  a r e  i n d i v i d u a l s  who  h a v e  

s e n i o r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  o v e r  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  

e n v i r o nm e n t a l  d o c u m e n t . 

I ' v e a l r e a d y  i n t r o d u c e d  D r . 

W a c h t e r  w h o  i s  t h e  d i r e c t o r  o f  E n v i ro n m e n t  

S a f e t y  a n d  H e a l t h  w i t h  t h e  M o r g a n t own 

E n e r g y  T e c h n o l o g y  C e n t e r  in  M o r g a n t own , 

W e s t  V i rg i n i a . A l s o w i t h  me i s  D r . 

S u e l l e n  V a n  O o t e g h e m  w h o  i s  t h e  

env i r o n m e n t a l p r o j e c t  m a n a g e r  f o r  t h e  

M o r g a n t o wn E n e r gy T e c h n o l o g y  C e n t e r  a l s o 

i n  M o r g a n t own . J i m J o h n s o n  w h o  i s  t h e  

N E PA c o mp l i a n c e  o f f i c e r  f r o m  t h e  

D e p a rt m e n t ' s  h e a d q u a r t e r s  i n  W a s h i n g t o n , 

D . C . And  t o  m y  l e f t , G a r y  F r i g g e n s  w h o  i s  

w i t h t h e  C l e a n  C o a l b r a n c h  a t  t h e  

Morga n t o wn E n e r g y  T e c h n o l o gy C e n t e r . 

Ru l e s  f o r  t h e  c o n d u c t  o f  t h e  

S A R A  A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U RT R E PORTI NG S E RV I C E  
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2 3 6  

1 h e a r i n g a r e  f a i r l y s t ra i g h t f o r w a r d . I f  

2 y o u ' d  l i k e  to s p e a k , w e  wo u l d  a s k  t h a t  y o u  

3 w o u l d  r e g i s t e r  a t  t h e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  ta b l e . 

4 T h e  o r d e r  o f  s p e a k e r s , w e ' l l f i r s t  t a k e  

5 a n y  F e d e r a l , S t a t e  o r  l o ca l p u b l i c 

6 o f f i c i a l s  and  t h e n  mem b e r s  o f  t h e  p u b l i c 

7 o n  a f i r s t  co m e , f i r s t  s e r v e  b a s i s . N o w , 

8 t h e r e  h a v e  b e e n  a num b e r  o f  i n d i v i d u a l s  

9 w h o  h a v e  p r e - r e g i s t e r e d  a n d  w e  h a v e  

1 0  a t t e m p t e d  t o  a c c o mmo d a t e  t h e  t i m e s  w i th i n  

1 1  wh i c h  t h e y  h a v e  a s k e d  t o  s p e a k . 

1 2  S p e a k e r s  a r e  l i m i t e d  t o  f i ve 

1 3  m i n u t e s . How e v e r , we ' r e r e l a x i ng t h a t  

1 4  r e q u i r em e n t  a n d  I ' m e x e r c i s i ng t h e  

1 5  p r e r o g a t i ve o f  the cha i r  to a l l o w t h e s e  

1 6  i n d i v i d u a l s  to g o  b e y o n d  f i ve m i n u t e s . 

1 7  H owev e r , we d o  h a v e a l i g h t i ng s y s t e m  h e r e  

1 8  t h a t  s h o w s  wh i l e  y o u ' r e w i t h i n  y o u r  

1 9  f i v e - m i n u t e  p e r i o d t h e  l i g h t  r e m a i n s  

2 0  g r e e n . W h e n  y o u  h a ve o n e  m i n u t e  

2 1  rema i n i n g , t h e  l i g h t  g o e s  t o  y e l l ow .  A n d  

2 2  w h e n  f i ve m i n u t e s  h a s  e x p i r e d , i t  g o e s  t o  

2 3  r e d . We wou l d  a s k  t h a t  w h e n  y o u r  n a m e  i s  

2 4  c a l l e d t h a t  y o u  wo u l d  e i t h e r  c om e  t o  t h e  

2 5
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S A RA ANN S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  
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f r e e - s t a n d i n g  m i k e . G i v e  u s  y o u r  n a m e  f o r  

t h e  r e c o r d  a n d  t h e n  b e g i n  g i v i n g  u s  y o u r  

c o m m e n t . 

A s  I m e n t i o n e d  e a r l i e r , i f  y o u  

d o  h a v e  wr i t t e n  comm e n t , w e  w o u l d  l i k e  t o  

r e c e i v e  i t . I t  r e c e i v e s  t h e  s a m e  we i g h t  

i n  t h e  r e c o r d , t h a t  i s  t o  s a y  i t ' s  

c o n s i d e r e d  j u s t  t h e  s a m e  a s  t h o u g h  o r a l 

c omme n t  w a s  g i v e n . A n d  s o  i f  y o u  d o  h a v e  

wr i t t e n  c o m m e n t  e i t h e r  t o d a y  o r  a t  a l a t e r  

d a t e , p l e a s e  m a k e  i t  a v a i l a b l e  t o  u s . I f  

y o u  d o  h a v e wr i tt e n  c o m m e n t  a v a i l a b l e  

a f t e r  t o d a y , t h e r e  i s  a l o c a t i o n  t h a t  y o u  

c a n  m a i l  i t  t o  t h a t ' s  p r o v i d e d  a t  t h e  

r eg i s t r a t i o n d e s k . 

S o  w i th th a t , we ' l l g o  a h e a d  a nd 

n ow b e g i n  r e c e i p t  o f  c o m m e n t  f r o m  m e m b e r s  

o f  t h e  p u b l i c . We ' l l s t a r t w i t h o u r  

p r e - r e g i s t e r e d  c o m m e n t e r s . F i r s t  i s  M a r k  

C a m p b e l l .  

MARK CAM P B E L L : 

My n a m e  i s  M a r k C a m p b e l l .  I ' m a 

W e s t  M a n c h e s t e r  T o w n s h i p  r e s i d e n t , t h e  

f a t h e r  o f  two b e a u t i f u l  ch i l d r e n , a g e s  

n i n e  a n d  t w o  a n d  a h a l f ,  a nd h u s b a n d  t o  a 

SARA ANN SARG E N T  
CO URT R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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l o ve l y  w i f e , wh i c h  h e r  b i r t h d a y  i s  

t o n i gh t , s o  I ' l l m a k e  i t  q u i c k , a nd who i s  

p r e g n a n t  w i t h  o u r  t h i r d c h i l d  d u e  i n  

A p r i l .  

I ' m n o t  r e a l l y a n y b o d y  i m p o r t a n t  

o r  s p e c i a l  e x c e p t  i n  t h e  e y e s  o f  my 

ch i l d r e n  a n d my w i f e . B u t  e n ou g h  a b o u t  

m e . J u s t  e x a c t l y  why I ' m h e r e  t o n i gh t , I ' m 

h e r e  t o n i g h t  to g i v e  my s u p p o r t  t o  t h i s  

p r o j e c t . I b e l i e ve t h a t  Y o rk C o u n t y  c a n  

b e n e f i t  i mm e n s e l y  f r o m  t h i s  p r o j e c t  i n  

m a n y  w a y s . 

O n e  way i s  by m o r e  j o b s  f o r  th i s  

a r e a  b o t h  dur i n g c o n s t r u c t i o n  a n d  

o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  p l a n t , p l u s  a l l  t h e  o t h e r  

l o c a l  b u s i n e s s e s  t h a t  w o u l d  b e n e f i t  f r o m  

i t .  A n o t h e r  i s  t h e  t a x e s  g e n e r a t ed by 

t h i s  p r o j e c t .  S ome p e o p l e  s a y  t h e  

g o v e r n m e n t  s h o u l d n ' t  f u n d t h e  p r o j e c t  

b e c a u s e  i t ' s  t h e i r  t a x  d o l l a r s . I l o ok a t  

i t  th i s  way , y o u ' l l g e t  y o u r  m o n e y  b a c k  

a n d m a y b e  m o r e  f r om t h e  t a x  d o l l a r s  t h e  

f a c i l i ty p a y s  i n  l o c a l a n d  S t a t e  t a x e s . 

T o  me , t h a t ' s  a p r etty g o o d t r a d e - o f f . 

l o ok a t  i t  a s  a n  i n ve s t m e n t  o f  my t a x  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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d o l l a r s . 

A n o t h e r  p l u s  i s  t h e  e l e c t r i c a l  

p r o d u c t i o n  f r om t h i s  f a c i l i t y .  A s  s t a t e d  

i n  o n e  o f  y o u r  h a n d o u t s , a l m o s t  5 0  p e r c e n t  

o f  t h e  c u r r e n t  i n v e n t o r y  o f  t h e  e l e c t r i c a l  

g e n e r a t i o n c a p a c i ty i n  t h e  Un i t e d  S t a t e s  

w i l l  b e  m o r e  t h a n  3 0  y e a r s  o l d  b y  1 9 9 7 .  I 

j u s t  w o n d e r  h o w  e f f i c i e n t  s om e  o f  t h e s e  

o l d e r  p l a n t s  a r e . We ' v e g o t  t o  b u i l d 

n ewer a n d  e f f i c i e n t  o n e s  a n d  t h e  s o o n e r  

t h e  b e t t e r . 

T h e  b e s t  o v e r a l l  b e n e f i t  t h a t  

Y o rk C o u n t y  w i l l  g e t  f r om t h i s  p r o j e c t  i s  

t h e  r e d u c t i o n  o f  a i r  p o l l u t i o n . I ' ve 

h e a r d o v e r  a n d  o v e r  a b o u t  t h e  a i r  q u a l i t y  

i n  Y o r k  i s  n o t  t h a t  g o o d . We l l ,  h ow d i d  

i t  g e t  t h i s  w a y ?  O n e  w a y  I w o u l d  i m a g i n e  

i s  f r o m  o l d e r  a n d  l e s s  e f f i c i e n t  p o w e r  

p l a n t s . N o w , h e r e  c o m e s  a p r o j e c t  t h a t  

w i l l  s h u t  d o w n  a n  o l d e r  a n d  l e s s  e f f i c i e n t  

b o i l e r , a b o i l e r t h a t  b u r n s  l e s s  c o a l y e t  

e m i t s  m o r e  p o l l u t a n t s . 

T h i s  p r o j e c t  w i l l  r e d u c e  S 0 2  by 

2 , 4 1 9 t o n s  a y e a r , a t  l e a s t  2 1 7  t o n s  a 

y e a r  o f  N O x  a n d  6 5  t o n s  a y e a r  o f  PM - 1 0 . 

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S ERVI C E  
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2 4 0  

T o  m e , t h a t ' s n o t  a p r o b l em , t h a t ' s  p a r t  

o f  t h e  s o l u t i o n t o  o u r  a i r q u a l i t y  i n  

Y o rk . 

A n o t h e r  p l u s  a s  I s e e  i t  i s  t h e  

a s h  b y p r o d u c t  b e i n g u s e d  f o r  m i n e  

r e c l a m a t i o n  a n d  r e d u c e  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  a c i d  

m i n e  d r a i n a g e . I t ' s  b e e n  s a i d  t h e  e f f e c t s  

o f  t h i s  p r o j e c t  h a ven ' t  b e e n  s t u d i e d 

e n ough . T o  m e , I th i n k  i t ' s  b e e n  l o o k e d  

a t  a n d  s t u d i e d  w e l l .  T h e  l o n g e r  w e  wa i t  

f o r  t h i s  p r o j e c t , t h e  p o o r e r  o u r  a i r  

q u a l i t y b e c o m e s . S o  I s a y  t h e  s o o n e r  t h i s  

p r o j e c t  i s  c omp l e t e d , t h e  b e t t e r  o u r  

q u a l i t y o f  l i f e a n d  a i r  b e c o me s . T h a n k  

y o u . 

ROY L .  E I G UREN : 

O u r  n e x t  r e g i s t e r e d  c omm e n t e r  i s  

Adr i a n  Woo d s . I w i l l  ca l l  t h a t  n a m e  

l a t e r , app a r e n t l y  t h a t  p e r s o n  i s  n o t  h e r e . 

D a n  Y o u n g  o n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  Am e r i c a n  Lung  

A s s o c i a t i o n . 

DAN Y O U N G : 

My name  i s  D a n  Y o u n g . I a m  t h e  

p r o g r a m  d i r e c t o r  a t  t h e  Am e r i c a n  L u n g  

A s s o c i a t i o n  h e r e  i n  Y o r k . La s t  w e ek w e  

SARA ANN SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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d i d  r e c e i v e a c o p y  o f  t h e  E I S  s t a t e m e n t  

a n d  w e  r e v i e wed i t  s i n c e  t h e n  a n d  w e  

r e v i e wed i t  m o s t l y  a t  o u r  m e e t i n g o f  o u r  

t a s k  f o r c e  t o  s t u d y  t h e  l u n g  h e a l t h  

i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  p r o p o s e d  f a c i l i t y . 

A f t e r  r e v i e w i n g  t h i s  d o cu me n t , o u r  

p o s i t i o n  r ema i n s  u n c h a n g e d a n d  t h a t  i s  t o  

o p p o s e  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  and  o p e r a t i o n  o f  

t h i s  f a c i l i ty . We a r e  a n o n - p r o f i t h e a l t h 

a g ency w i t h t h e  m i s s i o n  t o  c o n q u e s t  l u n g  

d i s e a s e  a n d  t h e  p r o mo t i o n  o f  l u n g  h e a l th . 

I ' m h e r e  t h i s  e v e n i n g o n  beha l f  

o f  t h e  e s t i m a t e d  3 0 , 0 0 0  Y o r k  C o u n t i a n s , 

c h i l d r e n  a n d  a d u l t s , w i t h s om e  f o rm o f  

l u n g  d i s e a s e . T h e s e  a r e  t h e  p e o p l e  who 

are f i r s t  g o i n g t o  s u f f e r  f r om t h i s  a i r  

p o l l u t i o n  t h e  m o s t . A s  t h e s e  a i r 

p o l l u t i o n l e ve l s  i n c r e a s e , s o  w i l l  t h e  

p r e m a t u r e  d e a th r a t e s  i n c r e a s e . T h i s  f a ct 

wa s we l l  d e p i c t e d  a t  a Ha r v a r d  S c h o o l  of  

Med i c i n e  S i x - c i t y  S tudy that c l e a r l y  

c ompa r e d  p a r t i cu l a t e  m a t t e r  a i r  p o l l u t i o n  

r a t e s  i n  s i x c i t i e s  i n  t h e  U n i t e d S t a t e s . 

T h e  a u t h o r s  c o n c l uded t h a t  a d u l t s  l i v i n g 

i n  t h e  c i ty w i t h t h e  h i g h e s t  a n n u a l  l e v e l  

S ARA ANN SARG ENT 
COURT REP ORT I N G S E RV I C E  

{ 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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Volwne II 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: DOE has conducted a risk analysis which is contained in Section 
4. 1 .2. 1 1  of the EIS . This analysis concluded that there would be little increased 
health risk to the community (as assessed through cancer and non-cancer effects) 
from the proposed Cogeneration Facil ity. These conclusions were drawn from a 
number of sources including risk assessments conducted using EPA models as well 
as an analysis of information contained in peer-reviewed journal articles . 

Please also see the response to Comment D-129/6. 

Response: The proposed Cogeneration Facility should release, as a maximum, 29 
lbs/hr of particulate matter, which translates to 127 tons/yr . On a concentration 
basis, these emissions loadings would translate to a maximum particle concentration 
of 1 . 1  J.Lglm3 (24-hr basis) and 0.2 J.Lglm3 (annual basis). The National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards are 150 J.Lg/m3 and 50 J.Lglm3, respectively. 
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o f  f i n e  p a r t i c l e s  w e r e  2 6  p e r c e n t  m o r e  

l i k e l y  t o  d i e p r e m a tu r e l y  th a n  a d u l t s  

l i v i n g  i n  t h e  c l e a n e s t  c i t y . O b v i ou s l y , 

th i s  p l a n e t  i s  g o i n g  t o  e m i t  i t s  f a i r  

s h a r e  o f  p a r t i c u l a t e  m a t t e r . 

T h e  Amer i c a n  L u n g  A s s o c i a t i o n  

b e l i e v e s  t h e  d r a f t  E n v i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  

S t a t e m e n t  f o r  t h e  p r o p o s e d  Y o rk C o u n ty 

E n e r gy P a r t n e r s  C o g e n e r a t i o n  f a c i l i ty 

s h o u l d  b e  r e j e c t e d  b a s e d  o n  t h e  f o l l ow i n g 

p o i n t s : N u m b e r  o n e , t h e r e  i s  a s u rp l u s  

a l r e a d y  o f  e l e c t r i c a l  e n e r g y  i n  t h e  m a r k e t  

p l a c e  a s  w e l l  a s  t h a t  p r o j e c t e d  i n t o  t h e  

f u tu r e . 

N u m b e r  two , t h e  b e s t  a v a i l a b l e  

t e chno l o g i e s  a r e n o t  b e i n g  c o n s i d e r e d . 

I t ' s  o u r  b e l i e f  th i s  t e c h n o l og y  i s  

o u t d a t e d  a n d  th a t  n e w e r  t e c h n o l og i e s  a r e  

a va i l a b l e  t h a t  wou l d  f u r t h e r  r e d u c e  a i r  

p o l l u t i o n  l e ve l s  i n  th i s  a r e a . W e  b e l i e v e  

t h a t  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r g y  c a n  a n d  m u s t  

d o  b e t t e r  f o r  t h e  c i t i z e n s  o f  Y o r k . 

N u m b e r  t h r e e , t h i s  i s  n o  l o n g e r  

a d e m o n s t r a t i o n p r o j e ct . S i m i l a r  p l a n t s  

a l r e a d y  e x i s t  w i t h i n  t h e  Un i t e d  S t a t e s  a s  

SA RA ANN SARG ENT 
C O URT R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

(continued) 
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D-242/15 

KEYWORDS: 
Alternative technologies 

D-242/23 

KEYWORDS: 
Commercialization 

status 

Volwne II 

Final Enviromnental hnpact Statement 

The EIS was revised to include summaries of journal articles and reports, such as 
the one mentioned in the comment. These information sources dealt primarily with 
analyzing the association of mortality and morbidity with air pollution levels 
(especially particles) . For discussion, please see Section 4. 1 .2. 1 1  of the FEIS . 

Based on the overall ambient concentrations of particles expected to be generated by 
the proposed project (especially considering that there would be an overall decrease 
in particle loadings to the York air basin on an annual basis compared to current 
conditions), mortality increases are not expected. 

Please also see the response to Comment D-129/6. 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-83/5. 

Response: Issues regarding usage of the best prevailing technologies and 
consideration of alternative technologies have been previously discussed in responses 
to Comments D-100/9 and D-39/13,  respectively. 

Response: Information on the need for the proposed project is provided in Section 
1 .3 ,  "Purpose and Need, "  of the EIS . Please refer to the response for Comment D-
39/13,  which deals with the need for demonstrating the proposed project's 
technology at utility-scale and the existence of plans for plants of similar size and/or 
technology. 
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w e l l  a s  a br o a d . · 

N u m b e r  f o u r , t h e  e v i d e n c e  i s  

u n c o nv i n c i ng t h a t  a i r  p o l l u t i o n  l e v e l s  i n  

Y o r k  w i l l  b e  r e d u c e d , t h u s  t h e  i m p a c t  o f  

t h e  e x p e c t e d  a i r e m i s s i o n s  t o  t h i s  r eg i o n  

rema i n s  u n c l e a r . 

N u m b e r  f i ve , o u r  a i r  p o l l u t i o n  

r a t e s  i n  Y o rk a r e  s t i l l  a m o n g  t h e  w o r s t  

m o n i t o r ed a r e  s t i l l  a m o n g  t h e  w o r s t  

mo n i t o r e d  a i r  b a s i n s i n  P e n n s y l v a n i a  a n d  

w e  n e e d  f u r t h e r  r e d u c t i o n s . 

I n  c o n c l u s i o n , t h e  Am e r i c a n  Lung 

A s s o c i a t i o n b e l i e v e s  t h e r e  s h o u l d  b e  no 

c omprom i s e  w h e n  i t  comes t o  c l e a n  a i r 

s i mp l y  b e c a u s e  w h e n  y o u  c a n n o t b r e a t h e , 

n o t h i n g e l s e  matt e r s . T h a nk y o u . 

ROY L .  E I G U R E N : 

N e x t  r e g i s t e r e d  c omm e n t e r  i s  D r . 

C a r r o l l  M e s s i m e r  w i th t h e  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  

C o m p a n y . 

DR . CARROLL M E S S I M E R : 

G o o d  e ve n i n g , l a d i e s  a n d  

g e n t l e m e n , m y  n a m e  i s  D r . C a r r o l l  

M e s s i m e r . I ' m t h e  a s s i s t a n t  c o r p o r a t e  

e n v i r o nme nt a l  m a n a g e r  o f  t h e  P . H .  

SARA ANN SARGENT 
C O URT REPORTI N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I (continued) 
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Volume II 

Final Environmental hnpact Statement 

Response: Air quality permits for the proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P. 
(YCEP) project would result in a reduction of maximum permitted levels of 2,419 
tons/yr of sulfur dioxide (S02), 272 tons/yr of oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and 65 
tons/yr of particulate matter (PM 10) , representing a maximum decrease of 2, 756 tons 
of these pollutants (see Table 4. 1 -2). Estimated actual emissions would decrease by 
650 tons/yr of sulfur dioxide (SO�, 415 tons/yr of oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and 
7 tons/yr of particulate matter (PM10); and would increase by 1 ,349 tons/yr of 
carbon monoxide (CO) and 35 tons/yr of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), 
representing a maximum increase of 3 12 tons/yr of these pollutants (see Table 4. 1-
2a) . 

Response: As described in Section 3 . 1 .2 of the EIS, the York air basin is in 
attainment for five [sulfur dioxide (S�), oxides of nitrogen (NOx), particulate 
matter (PM10), carbon monoxide (CO) , and lead (Pb)] of the six criteria air 
pollutants, and is in marginal nonattainment for the sixth criteria pollutant, ozone 
(03). According to the Pennsylvania Air Quality Reports published by PADER for 
the twelve air basins and three non-air basin areas in Pennsylvania, in 1993--which 
appeared to be typical of earlier years--the York Air Basin was the highest area for 
annual averages of particulate matter (PM10), seventh highest for sulfur dioxide 
(S02) (six areas were higher, and four of the remaining nine areas were lower), 
highest for oxides of nitrogen (NOx), seventh highest for carbon monoxide (CO), 
and had no exceedances for ozone. The Upper Beaver, Lower Beaver, and Erie 
areas appeared consistently to be among those that had the highest averages. 

The York air basin ranks highest for particulate matter (PM10) and oxides of 
nitrogen (NOx). The proposed project would lower the inventory of these pollutants 
into the York air basin. 
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G l a t f e l t e r  Comp a n y . A n d  I am s p e a k i n g  

t o n i gh t  o n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  c o mpa n y . The 

P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  Company has two r e a s o n s  

f o r  s u bm i t t i ng t h e s e  c o m m e n t s . F i r s t , i n  

a c c o r d a n c e  w i t h  t h e  p u r p o s e  o f  t h i s  

m e e t i n g , w e  w i l l  m a k e  s u b s t a n t i v e  

c omm e n t s  o n  t h e  c o nt e n t s  o f  t h e  d r a f t  

E n v i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t em e nt . A n d , 

s e c o n d , i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t  o f  h a v i n g  o n l y  

a c c u r a t e  a n d  c o r r e c t  i n f o rmat i o n  b e f o r e  

t h e  D e p a r tment o f  E n e r g y  a n d  t h e  g e n e r a l 

p u b l i c , w e  w i l l  r e s p o n d  t o  i n a c c u r a t e  

i n f o rma t i o n . S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  I h a v e  f o u r  

t o p i c s  t h a t  I w i l l  a d d r e s s . 

F i r s t o f  a l l ,  t h e  f i n a l  

E n v i r o nmen ta l I m p a c t  S t a t e m e nt s h o u l d  m o r e  

c l e a r l y  e x p l a i n  t h e  c o n s erva t i v e  n a t u r e  o f  

t h e  a i r  m o d e l i n g s t u d i e s . I n  t h e  h e a l t h  

r i sk a s s e s s m e n t  a n d  i n  o t h e r  p a r t s  o f  t h e  

d r a f t  E I S  wh i c h  d i s c u s s  a i r  qua l i ty , t h e  

D e p a r t m e n t  s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  imp a c t s  o f  t h e  

p r o j e c t  o n  a i r  q u a l i t y  h a v e  b e e n  

c o n s erv a t i v e l y  e s t i m a t e d . I t  s h o u l d  be 

made p e r f e c t l y  c l e a r  in the t e x t  and t h e  

e x e c u t i v e s ummary o f  t h e  f i na l E I S  t h a t  

SARA A N N  SARGENT 
COURT REP ORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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D-244/23 

KEYWORDS: 
Air quality impacts 
Conservatism 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental bnpact Statement 

Response: As discussed in Section 4 of the EIS, air models such as seasonal annual 
cooling tower impacts (SACTI) (for cooling tower emissions), ISC2, and 
CTSCREEN [for circulating fluidized bed (CPB) emissions] , etc . ,  were used to 
predict the impacts of the proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P.  (YCEP) 
project on ambient air quality. These models are approved by EPA and PADER and 
their use and any "conservatism" is appropriate. It is not desirable to base any 
decision and assessment on modeling analyses that are derived from optimistic or 
even average level assumptions. Rather, it is prudent to base such modeling on 
conservative assumptions. The Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) 
analysis was conducted for the conservative scenario in which the proposed YCEP 
project and the P. H. Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 4 could be operated 
simultaneously up to 720 hours per year. The PSD analyses did not consider that 
for the other 8,040 hours per year, the P. H. Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler 
No. 4 would not be operated, or that it may not be operated at all .  The purpose of 
such "conservatism" is to render impacts representative of the "outside" or largest 
possible impact, rather than providing impact analyses based on the uncertainty that 
these impacts could be significantly greater. 

An additional table has been included in the PElS, Table 4. 1 -2a, Section 4. 1 .2.3, 
which shows estimates of expected emissions from the proposed YCEP project. 
Table 4. 1 -2a may be compared to the permitted (i.e. , "conservative") levels shown 
in Table 4. 1 -2. As can be seen, the "expected" levels" are less than the "permitted" 
levels . Nevertheless, all air quality modeling used permitted or "conservative" 
levels to help derive any predicted concentrations. 

Response: See the response to Comment D-244/15 .  The Executive Summary of 
the PElS has been changed to reflect the comment. 

DEt0495 
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t h e  a c t u a l i m p a c t s  w i l l  b e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

l ow e r  t h a n  th o s e  p r e d i c t e d  b y  t h e  

c o n s e r va t i ve mo d e l i n g . 

S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  w e  r e q u e s t  th a t  

t h e  f i n a l  E I S  p r o v i d e  a m o r e  d e t a i l ed 

e x p l a n a t i o n  o f  t h e  m a n y  c o n s e r v a t i ve 

a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  a i r  m o d e l i n g  a n d  t h e  h e a l th 

r i s k  a s s e s sm e n t . F o r  e x a m p l e , i t  i s  c l e a r  

th a t  t h e  h e a l t h e f f e c t s  a n a l y s i s  d o e s  n o t  

t a k e  i n t o  a c c o u n t  t h e  f a c t t h a t  t h e  

o p e r a t i o n  o f  G l a t f e l t e r ' s  num b e r  f o u r  

bo i l e r  w i l l  b e  c u r t a i l ed .  I n s t e a d , t h e  

m o d e l i n g wa s c o n d u c t e d  a s  i f  b o th t h e  

n u m b e r  f o u r  b o i l e r a n d  t h e  Y C EP b o i l e r  

w o u l d  b o t h  b e  o p e r a t i n g a t  f u l l  l o a d  3 6 5  

d a y s  a y e a r .  C l e a r l y ,  t h i s  i s  n o t  t h e  

c a s e . I n  f a c t , t h e r e  w i l l  b e  a 

s i g n i f i c a n t  d e c r e a s e  i n  t h e  em i s s i o n s  when 

the Y C E P  bo i l e r  s u p p l i e s  the s t e am 

p r e s e n t l y  b e i n g p r o d u c e d  by t h e  n u m b e r  

f o u r  b o i l e r . 

A n o t h e r  con s e r v a t i v e  f e a t u r e  o f  

t h e  m o d e l i n g i s  f o u n d  i n  t h e  a n a l y s i s  o f  

t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  S 0 2  a n d  N O x . I n  a n a l y z i n g  

t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  S 0 2  a n d  N O x , t h e  a n a l y s i s  

SARA ANN SARG E N T  
C O URT R E PORT I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I 
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D-245/4 

KEYWORDS: 
Air modeling 
Conservatism 
Health effects 

D-245/22 

KEYWORDS: 
Air modeling 
Conservatism 

Volwne II 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: As discussed more fully in the response to Comment D-244/ 15,  DOE's 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analysis for this proposed project is 
conservative and prudent, particularly in regard to analyses for health risk 
assessment. The discussions of air modeling and health risk assessment in Sections 
4. 1 .2.6 and 4. 1 .2. 1 1  of the EIS are considered to be appropriate. 

Response: See the response to Comment D-244/15 .  

bEC0497 
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a s s u m e d  t h a t  em i s s i o n s  f r o m  e x i s t i n g 

s o u r c e s  i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y  w o u l d  b e  m u c h  

h i g h e r  t h a n  t h e y  a ct u a l l y a r e . I n  f a c t , 

t h e  a n a l y s i s  a s s u m e s  t h a t  e v e r y  s o u r c e  a t  

G l a t f e l t e r  a n d  e v e r y  o t h e r  s o u r c e  i n  Y o rk 

C o u n t y  i s  o p e r a t i n g a t  f u l l  l o a d  2 4  h o u r s  

a d a y , 3 6 5 d a y s  a y e a r  a n d  em i t t i n g a t  i t s  

m a x i m u m  a l l ow a b l e  r a t e . C l e a r l y ,  t h i s  i s  

n e v e r  t h e  ca s e . T h e  f i n a l E I S  s h o u l d  

h i gh l i g h t  t h e  c o n s e r v a t i v e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e s e  

a s s u m p t i o n s . T h e  m o d e l i ng a l s o  d o e s  n o t  

t a k e  i n t o  a c c o u n t  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n t  

r e d u c t i o n s  i n  N O x  f r o m  t h e  m o d i f i c a t i o n s  

t h a t  w i l l  b e  m a d e  t o  t h e  t r a n s c o n t i n e n t a l  

g a s  p i p e l i n e c o rp o r a t i o n  f a c i l i ty .  

A s  o n e  l a s t  e x amp l e  o f  t h e  

c o n s e r v a t i v e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  m o d e l i ng , w e  

w o u l d  p o i n t o u t  t h a t  t h e  m o d e l  

o v e r e s t i m a t e s  em i s s i o n s  f r om j u s t  

G l a t f e l t e r  a nd Y C E P  a l o n e b y  m o r e  t h a n  3 0 0  

p e r c e n t . We u n d e r s t a n d  why a n d  a g r e e  t h a t  

t h e  m od e l i ng m u s t  b e  c o n s e rv a t i v e . I t  i s  

a l s o  a b u nd a n t l y  c l e a r  t h a t  e v e n  w i t h t h e s e  

mu l t i p l e  c o n s e r v a t i v e  a s s u m p t i o n s  t h e  Y C E P  

bo i l e r  w i l l  h a v e  n o  a d v e r s e  i m p a c t  o n  a i r  

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT R E PORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
Air modeling 
Offsets 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) modeling, that included 
prediction of oxides of nitrogen (NOx) concentrations, was based on the permitted 
emissions of 1 ,437 tons/yr of oxides of nitrogen (NOx) from the proposed York 
County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) project. The rationale for the conservative 
aspects of such a modeling approach [that did not provide credit for reductions of 
oxides of nitrogen (N0x)1 is discussed in the response to Comment D-244/15.  
Tables 4. 1 -2 and 4. 1 -2a in Section 4. 1 .2.3 of the FEIS , show the reductions of 
permitted emissions and expected emissions from the proposed YCEP project, and 
take into account the 800 tons/yr of oxides of nitrogen (NOx) Emission Reduction 
Credits (ERCs) obtained from the Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corporation, as 
well as the reductions of 909 tons/yr of oxides of nitrogen (NOx) resulting from 
Reasonably Available Control Technology (RACT) modifications and the curtailment 
of the P. H. Glatfelter Power Boiler No. 4 to 720 hours per year of concurrent 
operation with the proposed Cogeneration Facility. 

bEc499 
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2 4 7  

q u a l i t y  o r  hum a n  h e a l t h . 

B u t  s i n c e  t h e r e  a r e  c o n c e r n s  i n  

t h e  commu n i t y a b o u t  p o t e n t i a l  e f f e c t s  o f  

t h e  p l a n t  o n  a i r qu a l i t y , w e  s u g g e s t  t h a t  

t h e  f i n a l  E I S  c l e a r l y  e x p l a i n  t h e  

c o n s e r v a t i ve n a t u r e  o f  t h e  m o d e l i n g a n d  

t h e  d e g r e e  t o  wh i c h e m i s s i o n s  h a v e  b e e n  

o ve r e s t i m a t e d . 

My s e c o n d  p o i n t i s ,  t h e  f i n a l 

E I S  s h o u l d  c l e a r l y  d e t a i l  t h e  p r e s e n t  

c o n d i t i o n o f  G l a t f e l t e r ' s  n u m b e r  f o ur 

b o i l e r . G l a t f e l t e r ' s  n u m b e r  f o u r  b o i l e r , 

wh i c h  wa s i n s t a l l e d  i n  1 9 5 6  i s , l i k e  a l l  

o f  G l a t f e l t e r ' s  e q u i p m e n t , r e g u l a r l y  

i n s p e c t e d  a n d  w e l l  ma i n t a i n e d . W h i l e  t h e  

n u m b e r  f o u r  b o i l e r  r e p r e s e n t s  a n  e a r l i e r  

g e n e r a t i o n o f  t e c h n o l o gy , t h i s  b o i l e r i s  

i n  e x c e l l e nt c o n d i t i o n a n d w i l l  c o n t i nu e  

t o  s e r v e G l a t f e l t e r  f o r m a n y  y e a r s  t o  

come . T h i s  i s  e v i d e n c e d  by t h e  f a c t  t h a t  

G l a t f e l t e r ' s  n u m b e r  t h r e e  b o i l e r , wh i ch 

w a s  i n s t a l l e d  i n  1 9 4 8  r e m a i n s  i n  p e r f e c t l y  

g o o d  o p e r a t i n g c o n d i t i o n . W e  h a v e  n o  

p l a n s  t o  r e p l a c e  e i t h e r  o f  t h e s e  b o i l e r s . 

I n  f a c t , w e  j u s t  s p e n t  $ 1 . 3  m i l l i o n t o  

S ARA A N N  S AR G E N T  
C O U RT R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volwne 0 



D-247/2 

KEYWORDS: 
Air modeling 
Conservatism 

D-247/9 

KEYWORDS: 
Boiler No. 4 

Volume II 

Final Enviromnental bnpact Statement 

Response: See the response to Comment D-244/15. 

Response: Additional information regarding the condition of the P. H.  Glatfelter 
Company's Power Boiler No. 4 has been added to the FEIS in Section 2. 1 .3 .  
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May 1995 
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i n s t a l l  l o w N O x  b u r n e r s  o n  t h e  n u m b e r  f o u r  

b o i l e r i n  o r d e r  to b e  i n  c o mp l i a n c e  w i th 

P e n n s y l v a n i a  D E R ' s RACT s t a n d a r d s  f o r  N O x . 

T h e  th i r d  p o i n t t h a t  I wo u l d  

l i ke t o  make  i s ,  t h e  ava i l a b l e  d a t a  d o e s  

n o t  s u p p o r t  t h e  a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  Y o r k  C o u n t y  

h a s  a n  a b n o rma l l y h i gh c a n c e r  r a t e . T h e  

d r a ft E I S  c o r r e c t l y  s umm a r i z e s  i n f o rm a t i o n  

i n  t h e  1 9 9 4  P e n n s y l v a n i a  D e pa r t m e n t  o f  

H e a l th r e p o r t e n t i t l e d ,  C a n c e r  I n c i d e n c e  

a n d  M o r t a l i ty i n  P e n n s y l v a n i a .  Th i s  

r e p o rt wh i c h  i s  comp i l e d f r om d a t a  

s u b m i tted to t h e  D e p a r tm e n t  o f  H e a l th b y  

p h y s i c i a n s  a n d  h o s p i t a l s  i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y  

a n d t h e  r e s t  o f  P e n n s y l v a n i a  d o c um e n t s  t h e  

f a ct t h a t  t h e  a c t u a l  a n d  a g e - a d j u s t e d  

c a n c e r  r a t e s  i n  Y o rk C o u n t y  a r e  

s i gn i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  t h a n  t h o s e  f o r  t h e  

e n t i r e S t a t e  o f  P e n n s y l v a n i a .  I n  f a c t , 

t h e s e  d a t a  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  i n c i d e n c e  a n d  

d e ath r a t e s  f o r  c a n c e r  a r e  h i g h e r  i n  

P e n n s y l v a n i a ' s  l e s s  i n d u s t r i a l i z e d 

Ap pa l a c h i a n  c o u n t i e s  t h a n  t h e  m o r e  

i n d u s t r i a l i z e d c o u n t i e s  i n  t h e  e a s t e r n  
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SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT R E P ORT I N G  S E RVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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D-248/1 

KEYWORDS: 
Boiler No. 4 

D-248/S 

KEYWORDS: 
Baseline 
Cancer 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental hnpact Statement 

Response: Comment is noted. 

Response: Comment is noted. Data (both raw and age-adjusted) obtained from the 
Pennsylvania Department of Health, 1994, and summarized in Table 3 . 1- 12 of the 
EIS shows that cancer deaths for York County were similar to surrounding counties, 
and lower than Pennsylvania as a whole. 
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Th i s  d a t a i s  c o n s i s t e n t  w i th 

i n f o rm a t i o n  p r e s e n ted by b i o c h e m i s t  D r . 

B r u c e  A m e s  o f  t h e  U n i v e r s i ty o f  C a l i f o r n i a  

a t  B e r k l e y . D r . Am e s , t h e  i n v e n t o r  o f  the  

A m e s  t e s t  f o r  m u t a g e n i c i t y  a s s e r t s  in  h i s  

p e e r  r e v i e wed s c i e n t i f i c  a r t i c l e s  t h a t  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l p o l l u t i o n  i s  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  

l e s s  t h a n  o n e  p e r c e n t  o f  a l l  c a n c e r s . 

P o o r  d i e t , smok i n g ,  ch r o n i c  i n f e c t i o n s  a n d  

n a tu r a l l y o c c u r r i n g h o rm o n e s  a r e , 

a c c o r d i n g  t o  D r . Am e s , r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  9 9  

p e r c e n t  o f  a l l  c a n c e r s . 

And , f i n a l l y ,  s i g n i f i c a n t  

i m p r o v e m e n t s  t o  G l a t f e l t e r ' s  e f f l u e n t  

a n t i c i p a t ed i n  t h e  d r a f t  E I S  a n d 

s u p p o r t i n g d o c u m e n t s  h a v e , i n  f a c t , 

o c c u r r e d . I n  t h e  l a s t  m o n t h , G l a t f e l t e r  

h a s  f i n i s h e d  i t ' s  $ 1 7 0  m i l l i o n  p u l p  m i l l  

m o d e r n i z a t i o n  p r o j e c t . T h i s  p r o j e c t  

c o n s i s t e d  o f  t h r e e  m a j o r  i m p r o v e m e n t s  t o  

the  m i l l , a l l  d e s i g n e d  t o  i m p r o v e  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l p e r f o r m a n c e  a n d  m e e t  c u r r e n t 

a n d  a n t i c i p a t e d  e n v i r o n m e n t a l r e g u l a t i o n s . 

T h e s e  t h r e e  i m p r o v e m e n t s  a r e , 

o n e , a n ew w o o d  p r o c e s s i n g  f a c i l i ty . 

SARA ANN S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Two , 
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D-249/13 

KEYWORDS: 
Improvements 
Water quality 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental bnpact Statement 

Response: DOE recognizes that P. H.  Glatfelter Company has completed its Paper 
Pulp Mill Modernization Project; however a database regarding the actual 
improvements in water quality resulting from the modernization project is not yet 
available. Testing and data analysis would be coordinated between P. H .  Glatfelter 
Company and PADER to quantify the improvements resulting from this extensive 
modernization project. 
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a n e w  r e c o v e r y  b o i l e r .  A n d , t h r e e ,  m a j o r  

c h a n g e s  i n  t h e  p u l p i n g a nd b l e a c h i ng 

p r o c e s s e s .  T h e  m o s t  i m p o r t a n t  o f  t h e s e  

i m p r o v e m e n t s  i n  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t h e  Y C E P  

p r o j e c t  i s  t h e  c h a n g e s  w e  h a v e  m a d e  t o  o u r  

p u l p i n g a nd b l e a c h i ng p r o c e s s e s . W e  h a v e  

i n s t a l l ed a n d  a r e  n o w  o p e r a t i n g  p u l p i n g 

a nd b l e a c h i n g  p r o c e s s e s  t h a t  h a v e  b e e n  

i d e nt i f i e d b y  t h e  u . s .  E P A  a s  t h e  b e s t  

a va i l a b l e  t e c h n o l ogy i n  t h e  p r o p o s e d 

c l u s t e r  r e gu l a t i o n s  f o r  t h e  p u l p  a nd p a p e r  

i nd u s t r y . 

A s  a r e s u l t  o f  t h e s e  

i mp r ovem e n t s , t h e  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  Comp a ny 

h a s  t h e  m o s t  m o d e r n  p u l p  a n d  p a p e r  m i l l  i n  

P e nn s y l v a n i a  a n d  o n e  o f  t h e  m o s t  m o d e r n  i n  

t h e  c ou n t ry . T h e s e  p r o c e s s e s  i n c l u d e  

o x y g e n  d e l ig n i f i c a t i o n , c h l o r i n e  d i o x i d e  

s u b s t i tu t i o n  a nd improved p u l p  wa s h i n g . 

T h e  e n v i r o n m e n t a l a d v a n t a g e s  o f  t h e s e  

t e c h n o l og i e s a r e , a m o n g  o t h e r s , o n e , 

a l m o s t  t o t a l e l i m i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  p ot e n t i a l  

t o  f o rm d i o x i n  a n d  o t h e r  c h l o r i n a t ed 

orga n i c  c ompound s ;  two , s i g n i f i c a n t  

r e d u c t i o n s  i n  e f f l u e n t  c o l o r ; a nd , t h r e e ,  

SARA ANN S A R G E N T  
COURT R EPORT I N G  S ER V I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volume 0 
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KEYWORDS: 
Pulping process 

Volume II 

Response: Comment is noted. 

Final Environmental hnpact Statement 
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s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e d u c e d  d i s s o l v e d  s o l i d s . 

I n  f a ct , e a c h  o f  t h e s e  i mp r o v e m e n t s  h a s  

a l r e a d y  b e e n  r e a l i z e d .  D i o x i n  h a s  n e v e r  

b e e n  d e t e c t e d  i n  o u r  e f f l u e n t a n d  i t  i s  

n ow n o t  d e t e c t a b l e  i n  o u r  w a s t e w a t e r  

b i o s o l v e n t s . 

A c c o r d i n g t o  t h e  b e s t  a n a l y t i c a l  

m e t h o d s  a v a i l a b l e , t h e  G l a t f e l t e r  m i l l  i s  

n o t  p r o d u c i ng a n y  2 3 7 8  T C D D . E f f l u e n t  

c o l o r  h a s  b e e n  r e d u c e d  b y  a pp r o x i m a t e l y  5 0  

p e r c e n t a n d  w e  e s t i m a t e  t h a t  d i s s o l v e d  

s o l v e n t s  h a v e  b e e n  r e d u c e d  b y  

appr o x i m a t e l y  3 0  p e r c e n t . I n c i d e n t a l l y , 

t h e  f i s h c o n s u mpt i o n  a d v i s o ry w a s  r e moved 

s e v e r a l months a g o  b e f o r e  t h e s e  c h a n g e s  

t o o k  p l a c e . 

The b o t t o m  l i n e  i s  o u r  

w a s t e w a t e r  p l a n t e f f l u e n t  i s  m o r e  s u i t a b l e  

t h a n  e v e r  t o  b e  u s e d  i n  t h e  c o o l i n g  t o w e r  

s y s tem o f  t h e  Y C E P  f a c i l i ty . F u r t h e r m o r e , 

the r e d u c ed h e a t  l o a d  a nd B O D  f l ow t o  t h e  

c r e e k  wh i ch w i l l  o c c u r  w h e n  o u r  e f f l u e n t  

i s  u s e d  i n  t h e  c o o l i n g t ow e r  s y s t e m  w i l l  

r e s u l t  i n  f u r t h e r  i m p r o v e m e n t s  a n d  m o r e  

q u a l i ty . 

SARA ANN S A R G E N T  
COURT R E PORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I 

Volwne II 



D-25119 

KEYWORDS: 
Color 
Dissolved solids 
Water quality 

D-251/14 

KEYWORDS: 
Advisory 
Dioxin 

Volwne II 

Final Envirorunental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-249/1 3 .  As the information in 
the EIS shows, it is anticipated that the Pulp Mill Modernization Project would 
result in a 32-percent reduction in color and a 19-percent reduction in dissolved 
solids. These reductions could change based on actual performance of the newly 
installed pollution control equipment and could increase compared to the values 
contained in DOE's conservative analysis. 

Response: Comment is noted. 
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T h a n k  y o u , l a d i e s  a nd g e n t l e me n , 

f o r  y o u r  t i m e  a n d  a t t e n t i o n a n d  f o r  

a l l o w i n g u s  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y t o  m a k e  t h e s e  

c omme n t s . T h a n k  y o u . 

ROY  L .  E I G U R E N : 

O u r  n e x t  c o mm e n t e r  i s  D e a n  

S n yd e r . 

D EA N  S N Y D ER : 

I wo u l d  h a v e  t o  s a y  t h a t  y o u  

h a ve f a i l e d t o  p r o v i d e  a n  E n v i r o nmen t a l  

I mp a c t  S t a t e m e n t  t h a t  I c a n  u n d e r s t a n d . 

T h e r e f o r e , I m u s t  s a y  n o  t o  t h e  c o g e n . O n  

N o v e m b e r  8 th ,  I wou l d  h a v e  t o  s a y  t h a t  

t h a t  e q u a l e d  t h e  vote  o f  n o  f a i t h  i n  

g o v e r n m e n t l i k e  D E R  a n d  h e r e  w e  g o  a g a i n  

a n d  w e  c a n  s e e  why . 

O u r  l o c a l e l e c t e d  l e a d e r s  c a n ' t  

a g r e e  o n  th i s  i s s u e  o f  t h e  c o g e n . And  

t h i s  is  a l l  t h e  m o r e  r e a s o n for  a c o u n t y  

r e f e r e n d u m  o n  t h i s  i s s u e . E v e n  P r i m e  

M i n i s t e r  J o h n  Ma j o r i n  E n g l a n d  i s  

b e g i n n i n g t o  u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  n e e d  f o r  

r e f e r e n d u m . A r u l i n g p a r t y  l e a d e r  i n  

E n g l a n d s a i d , t h e  b e s t  w a y  t o  h e a l  

d i v i s i o n s i n  o u r  r a n k s  i s  t o  l e t  t h e  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U RT R E P O R T I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
NEPA 
Quality 

D-252/18 

KEYWORDS: 
Referendum 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental hnpact Statement 

Response: It is the goal of DOE to provide an accurate and understandable 
accounting of the expected environmental and human health impacts of the proposed 
project to the public as required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) . 
This is not always an easy goal to attain. However, the Council on Environmental 
Quality's regulations for implementing the NEPA process (40 CFR 1500. 1)  states 
that "NEPA's purpose is not to generate paperwork -even excellent paperwork- but 
to foster excellent action. The NEPA process is intended to help public officials 
make decisions that are based on understanding of environmental consequences, and 
take actions that protect, restore, and enhance the environment. " 

In an effort to "foster excellent action, " DOE has attempted to tailor the 
requirements of the NEP A process to meet the needs of the public as well as the 
decision maker(s) . There are many layers of analysis provided in the EIS. DOE 
has attempted to provide simple analyses and figures which allow comparison of 
basic facts related to the project, as well as detailed factual and analytical data (often 
by referencing other reports) for those segments of the scientific and medical 
communities who have requested inclusion of this information throughout the 
scoping process. DOE has chosen to err on the side of caution in regards to this 
matter, and to present all significant information as concisely as possible, rather than 
leave out information which, although it may appear insignificant to some, is of 
great interest to others . 

DOE has made every effort to make the EIS accurate, concise, and understandable 
to its large and diverse audience by: 1) providing an abstract and executive 
summary for the proposed project to concisely present document findings and 
facilitate understanding of the facts, 2) incorporating other documents by reference, 
as required by NEPA implementing regulation to l imit paperwork, and 3) 
concentrating analyses into the main areas of public concern as communicated by 
stakeholders . 

DOE attempted to arrange information such that the less specific and scientific 
information is presented early in a particular section, with more complex 
information contained in the interior of a section. However, there were many 
specific issues that were raised during public scoping that required extensive 
scientific analysis in order to resolve. Sometimes it was difficult to portray the 
findings of these analyses in other than scientific terms, especially when the 
Department utilized models (which contain numerous scientific assumptions) to 
address issues (such as air impacts and health risk to the population) . 

This comment has been noted and was kept in mind as final revisions to the EIS 
were made. 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-326/ 19.  
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p e op l e  d e c i d e t h e  i s s u e . And  w h a t  a b out 

t h e  T e n th Ame n d m e n t  r e s o l u t i o n  that our 

S t a t e  H o u s e  o v e rwh e l m i n g l y  a d o p t e d  and t h e  

S t a t e  s e n a t o r s  a d o p t e d  u n a n i m o u s l y . They  

b a s i c a l l y t o l d  t h e  F e d e r a l government t o  

g e t  out o f  th e i r  b u s i n e s s , e v e n  o u r  

e l e c t e d  o f f i c i a l s  w h o  d o n ' t  l i k e  t h e  

g o v e r nm e n t  c a l l i n g t h e  s h o t s . W e l l ,  

w h a t ' s  g o o d  f o r  t h e  g o o s e  i s  g o o d  f o r  t h e  

g a n d e r . L o c a l g o v e r n m e n t  s h o u l d  t e l l  t h e  

S t a t e  t o  g e t  o u t  o f  i t s  b u s i n e s s . And  i t  

u s ed t o  b e  S k i p  M i s s i m e r ; d i d n ' t  i t ?  I 

t h i n k  i t ' s  g o t t e n  a l i t t l e  m o r e  f o r ma l .  

A s  f o r  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r , s t a r t  

b e i n g a g o o d  c o r p o r a t e  n e i g h b o r . Drop  

your  p a r t n e r s h i p  w i th t h e  Y o r k C o u n t y  

E n e rgy P a r t n e r s . Why n o t  d r a f t  y o u r  own 

c l e a n  c o a l t e ch n o l o gy p r o p o s a l  and get a 

h u g e  g r a n t  f o r  y o u r s e l f ?  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r , 

y o u ' v e o p e n e d  P a n d o r a ' s  b o x  w i t h your  

p a r t n e r s h i p  w i t h t h e  York C o u n t y  E n e rg y  

P a r t n e r s . Do  y o u  s t i l l  th i n k  i t ' s  worth 

it?  Y o u ' v e r a i s e d  t h e  ire  of  m a n y  Y o r k  

Coun t i a n s . 

S o  D E R , i f  a n y o n e  c a r e s  w h a t  I 

SARA ANN S ARG E N T  
C O U R T  REPORT I N G S E RV I C E  
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t h i n k , y o u ' r e f i r e d . 
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R i c h a r d  D a b b , p r e s i d e n t  o f  t h e  

Y o rk C o u n t y M e d i c a l  a n d  O s t e o p a t h i c  

S o c i e ty . 

R I CHARD DA B B : 

I p r om i s e n o t  t o  b r i n g  y o u  a 

l ump o f  c o a l t o n i g ht . I ' m  s u r e  a l l  o f  y o u  

a r e  a s  u n h a p p y  w i th b e i n g h e r e  b e f o r e  t h e  

h o l i d a y s  a s  w e  a r e . My n a m e  i s  R i ch a r d  

D a b b  a n d  I ' m p r e s i d e n t  o f  t h e  Y o r k  C o u n t y  

M e d i c a l  S o c i e ty a n d  I ' m t h e  s p o k e s p e r s o n  

f o r  o u r  e n v i r o n me nta l i m p a c t  c o mm i t t e e . 

I ' m  a d o u b l e - B o a r d e d  s u r g e o n  i n  G e n e r a l 

S u r g e r y  a n d  P l a s t i c  a n d  R e c o n s t r u c t i v e  

S u r g e ry . My p r i m a r y  i n t e r e s t  i n  p r a ct i c e  

i s  t h e  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  p a t i e n t s  w i t h  

c a n c e r . And  I f e e l  t h a t  o u r  c o mm i t t e e  h a s  

w o r k e d  n o w  f o r  o v e r  a y e a r  a n d  a h a l f  

d i l i g e n t l y  t o  t r y  t o  r e v i e w t h e  

i n f o rm a t i o n  t h a t ' s  b e e n  b r o u g h t  t o  u s  i n  

a n  o b j e c t i v e  way a s  p o s s i b l e . B u t  a s  I 

n o t e d w i th p e r s o n a l s t a t e m e n t s ,  

o b j e c t i v i t y  s e em s  t o  c h a n g e  w i t h  t h e  

d i f f i c u l ty i n  wh i c h we ' v e h a d  i n  g e t t i n g 

S ARA ANN S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E  
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c l e a r  a n d  p r e c i s e  d a t a  t o  m a k e  o b j e c t i v e  

s t a t e m e n t s . 

O u r  f o r m a l  s t a t e m e n t  r e a d s  a s  

f o l l o w s : T h e  e n v i r o n m e n t a l i m p a c t  

c omm i t t e e  r e p r e s e n t i n g t h e  Y o r k  C o u nty 

M e d i c a l  S o c i ety , t h e  Y o r k  C o u n t y  

O s t e o p a t h i c  M e d i c a l  S o c i ety , t o t a l l i n g  6 0 0  

mem b e r s  h a s  p r e v i o u s l y  i s s u e d  a p o s i t i o n  

p a p e r  o n  t h e  p r o p o s e d  c o a l b u r n i n g  

c o g e n e r a t i o n  p l a n t  i n  A u g u s t  o f  1 9 9 3 . A t  

t h a t  t i me , we a d a m a n t l y  o p p o s e d  t h e  

c o n s t r u c t i o n o f  t h e  c o a l b u r n i n g  p l a n t  

b e c a u s e  o f  i t s  a d v e r s e  e f f e c t s  o n  a i r 

q u a l i t y  i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y , t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t  

a n d  h u m a n  h e a l t h . 

We h a v e  r e c e n t l y  r e v i ewed t h e  

D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r g y ' s  d r a f t  o f  t h e  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i m p a c t  s t u d y  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  

c o a l b u r n i n g c o g e n e r a t i o n  p l a n t . 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y , e s s e n t i a l l y n o n e  o f  t h e  

c o n c e r n s  w e  r a i s e d  i n  o u r  p o s i t i o n  p a p e r  

h a v e  b e e n  a d e q u a t e l y  a d d r e s s e d i n  t h e  

e n v i r o n m e n t a l i m p a c t  s t u d y . F i r s t , t h e  

E n v i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t  m e n t i o n s  

o n l y  t h a t  Y o r k ' s  a i r  q u a l i t y  i s  u s u a l l y  

S ARA A N N  S ARG ENT 
COURT R E P O R T I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: As discussed in Chapter 4 of the EIS, the proposed project would not 
be expected to have major adverse affects on air quality, the general environment, 
or human health. The EIS indicated that the air emissions from the proposed facility 
(even without reduction offsets anticipated for the curtailment of P. H.  Glatfelter 
Company's Power Boiler No. 4) would be well within regulatory guidelines (e.g. , 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards and Prevention of Significant Deterioration 
Review). In addition, the results of the health risk assessments conducted indicate 
that the risks (cancer and non-cancer) associated with this project would be within 
the level of risks considered to be acceptable by agencies such as the EPA. 

Response: The Health Risk Assessment section in the FEIS (Section 4. 1 .2. 1 1 ) has 
been revised to better respond to issues raised by York County medical societies . 
Please see responses to Comments W-YCMS-1 /30a through W-YCMS-1 /30g which 
specifically address the issues raised by the York County Medical and Osteopathic 
Medical Societies . 
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w i th i n  D ER s t a n d a r d s . B u t  i t ' s  n o t  

d i s c u s s e d  t h a t  Y o r k ' s  a i r q u a l i t y  i s  

a l r e a d y  o n e  o f  t h e  m o s t  h e a v i l y  p o l l u t e d  

a r e a s  i n  t h e  S t a t e . We c o n t i n u e  t o  l a g  

b e h i n d o t h e r s  i n  P e n n s y l v a n i a  i n  t h e  a r e a  

o f  a i r q u a l i t y  i m p r oveme nt . 

D u r i n g t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  

E n e rgy ' s  s e ep i n g m e e t i n g , w e  p r e s e n t e d  two 

v o l u m e s  c o n s i s t i n g of more t h a n  2 0  

a r t i c l e s  wh i c h  h a v e  a s i m i l a r  m e s s a g e . 

T h e s e  m e d i c a l  s t u d i e s  s h ow t h a t  a i r 

p o l l u t i o n h a s  d e t r i m e n t a l e f f e c t s  o n  l u n g  

f u n c t i o n , e s p e c i a l l y i n  s u s c e pt i b l e  

i n d i v i d u a l s  s u c h  a s  c h i l d r e n  a n d  t h o s e  

w i t h a s t h m a  a n d c h r o n i c  o b s t r u c t i v e  l u ng 

d i s e a s e . 

T h e s e  e f f e cts  o c c u r  a t  l e v e l s  

w e l l  b e l o w t h e  s t a n d a r d s  s e t  b y  t h e  D ER 

a n d  t h e  EPA . N o t  o n e  o f  t h e s e  m e d i c a l  

a r t i c l e s w a s  me n t i o n e d  i n  t h e  

E n v i r o n me n t a l I mp a c t  S t a t e m e n t . T h e r e  i s  

n o  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  t h e y  w e r e  e v e n  r e a d  b y  

t h e  D e p a rtment o f  E n e r g y  C omm i t t e e .  T h e  

H a r v a r d  S i x - C i t y S t u d y  h a s  s i n c e  b e e n  

p u b l i s h e d  i n  D e c em b e r  o f  ' 9 3  a n d t h i s  h a s  

SARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT R E PORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Please see the response to Comment D-24317. 

Response: DOE reviewed the medical articles received from York County Medical 
Society and York County Osteopathic Medical Society. Most of the information 
contained in these reports elucidated the scientific or epidemiologic relationship 
between air pollution levels and adverse health effects . DOE does not question the 
existence of a general relationship between air pollution and health effects, and, for 
this reason, conducted an independent health risk assessment for inclusion in the 
EIS . 

In the FEIS, a summary of these articles and reports has been presented in Section 
4. 1 .2. 1 1  (see Tables 4. 1 - 17  and 4. 1 - 18) .  The text has also been revised to reflect 
the application of this information to analysis of the effects of emissions from the 
proposed Cogeneration Facility. 

Please see the response to Comment D-129/6 for more information. 
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b e e n  c a l l e d by p e e r  r e v i e w e r s  t h e  b e s t  

s tudy t o  d a t e  w i t h r e g a r d s  t o  t h e  e f f e c t  

o f  a i r  p o l l u t i o n  o n  m o r t a l i t y r a t e s . 

T h e r e  w a s  a 2 , 6 0 0  p e r c e n t  h i g h e r  

r a t e  o f  p r em a t u r e  d e a t h s  i n  t h e  m o s t  

p o l l u t e d  a r e a  v e r s u s  t h e  l e a s t  p o l l u t e d  

c i t i e s  o v e r  a 1 4  t o  1 6 - y e a r  p e r i o d . 

P a r t i c u l a t e  a i r p o l l u t i o n  s e e m s  t o  b e  a 

m a j o r c a u s e .  T h e  ma j o r s o u r c e  o f  t h e  

p a r t i c u l a t e  a i r po l l u t i o n s  a r e  p o w e r  

p l a n t s . EPA o f f i c i a l s  c o n c l u d e d  a f t e r  

e x a m i n i n g  th i s  d a t a  t h a t  t e n s  o f  t h o u s a n d s  

o f  p e o p l e  a y e a r  a r e d y i n g  a s  a r e s u l t  o f  

a i r  po l l u t i o n t h a t  i s  w i t h i n  o u r  c u r r e n t  

s t a n d a r d s . N o  m e n t i o n  o f  t h i s  l a n d m a r k  

s t udy i s  m a d e  i n  t h e  c u r r e n t  E n v i r o n m e n t a l 

I m p a c t  s t a teme n t . 

T h e  Env i r on m e n t a l  I m p a c t  

S t a t e m e n t ' s  a s s e s s m e n t  o f  Y o r k  C o u n t y  

popu l a t i o n ' s  s t a t e  o f  h e a l t h i s  e n t i re l y  

i n a d e q u a t e . I n  f a c t , t h e  1 9 9 4  m o r t a l i t i e s  

d a t a  f r o m t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  H e a l th i s  

l i m i t ed t o  o n e  p a g e . N o  m e n t i o n  i s  m a d e  

o f  the  a c t u a l h e a l t h  o f  t h e  popu l a t i o n · 

s u c h  a s  t h e  i n c i d e n t s  o f  a s thma , e m p h y s e m a  

SA RA ANN S A R G E N T  
CO URT R E P ORT I N G  S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: A iuimber of articles were reviewed for information that could be 
applied to the risk analysis associated with the proposed Cogeneration Facility. The 
articles received from the York County Medical and Osteopathic Medical Societies 
dealt primarily with the association of increased particulate levels with increased 
mortality. These articles have been summarized and are contained in Section 
4. 1 .2. 1 1  of the FEIS . For further information, please see the responses to 
Comments D-129/6 and D-241 /24. 

Response: The results of this study are now presented in a summary table (Table 
4. 1 - 17) included in Section 4. 1 .2. 1 1  of the FEIS . The applicability of this 
information to t_he risk assessment that was conducted for the proposed Cogeneration 
Facility is also presented. For more information, please refer to the response to 
Comment D-129/6. 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-129/ 1 8 .  

The purpose of including baseline health data in an EIS is to ascertain whether the 
population potentially affected by a proposed action is at greater risk than the 
general population. Age-adjusted mortality data are included in the EIS (Table 3 . 1 -
12) to address the public's concern that the population in York County had a higher 
incidence of cancer and respiratory deaths than in surrounding counties . Information 
on county-specific morbidity data was not readily available. 

In addition, emission of oxides of nitrogen (NOx), a precursor to ozone formation, 
would be reduced with the proposed project, and could help to bring the air basin 
into attainment for ozone. This is consistent with the published goals of the Public 
Health Service (PHS, 1991). 

The effects of heavy metals are discussed in Section 4. 1 .2. 1 1  of the FEIS . Based 
on this information, health effects due to exposure to heavy metals - including 
inhalation, dermal absorption, and dietary uptake - would not be expected to occur 
because of the proposed facility. 
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a n d  ch r o n i c  b r o n c h i t i s . T h e  d e p o s i t i o n o f  

h e a vy meta l s  f r om t h e  p l a n t  w i l l  h a v e  a 

u n a n s w e r e d  n e g a t i v e i m p a c t  o n  t h e  r e g i o n 

a s  a who l e .  

I n  summ a ry , t h e  E n v i r o nm e n t a l  

I m p a c t  S t a t ement s i mp l y  i g n o r e d  m o s t  o f  

t h e  q u e s t i o n s  a n d  c o n c e r n s  wh i c h  w e r e  

r a i s e d  by t h e  e n v i r o nmen ta l i m p a c t  

c omm i t t e e  o f  t h e  Y o r k C o u n t y  M e d i c a l 

S o c i ety a n d  t h e  Y o r k  C o u n t y  O s t e o p a th i c  

s o c i ety . 

A l t h o u g h  n o n e  o f  t h e  c o mm i t t e e  

l i ve i n  Y o r k o r  b r e a t h e  o u r  a i r ,  w e  h op e d  

t h a t  t h e r e  wou l d  h a ve b e e n  a m o r e  f a i r  

a s s e s s ment o f  th i s  p r o j e c t . W e  c o n t i n u e  

t o  a d am a n t l y  o p p o s e  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  

t h i s  c o a l b u r n i n g p l a n t  wh i c h w i l l  b e  a 

c a t a s t r o p h e  t o  t h e  h e a l t h o f  t h i s  

c ommu n i t y . 

T h e  p o p u l a t i o n o f  Y o r k  C o u nty 

t r u s t s  u s  t o  care for t h e m  d u r i n g  the 

c r i s i s  o f  d i s e a s e ,  h e a r t  a t t a c k s , t r a uma , 

c a n c e r . T h e y  a l s o  t r u s t  u s  t o  h e l p  

p r e v e n t  t h o s e  p r o b l em s . H e a l t h  c a r e  

r e f o rm w i l l  r e q u i r e  u s  to c a r e  f o r  

S A RA A N N  SARG ENT 
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Amer i c a n s  a n d  t o  p r e v e n t  t h e s e  p r o b l em s  

p r i o r t o  t h e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  u s  c a r i ng f o r  

t h e  c r i s e s . 

T o  a l l o w f o r  c a r e  o f  a l l  

Amer i c a n s  m u s t  s t a r t  w i t h a s t r o n g  

f o u n d a t i o n  o f  p r e v e n t i ve m e d i c i n e . T h i s  

p r o j e c t , i n  o u r  op i n i o n , i s  i n  d i r e c t  

o p p o s i t i o n  t o  t h i s  c o n c e p t . 

I tru l y  s y m p a t h i z e  w i t h t h e  

w o r k i n g  m e n  i n  t h i s  r o o m  t o n i g h t  t h a t  s e e s  

t h i s  a s  a n  o p p o r t u n i t y  f o r  emp l o ym e n t . I 

a s s u r e  y o u  t h a t  w e  w i l l  k e ep w o r k i ng o n  

t h i s  p r o b l em a nd I a s s u r e  t h a t  t h e  

p r e s s u r e  t h a t  w i l l  b e  p r o d u c e d  i n  t h e  

f u t u r e  o n  i nd u s t r y  i n  Y o r k  by o u r  

s o c i e t i e s  w i l l  g i v e  y o u  m o r e  t h a n  amp l e  

o p p o r t u n i ty f o r  emp l o y m e n t  t o  h e l p  c l e a n  

u p  t h i s  c i ty . W h a t  w e  h o p e  t o  s e e  i s  a 

r e na i s s a n c e  i n  Y o r k  s i m i l a r t o  w h a t  o n e  

h a s  s e e n  i n  P i t t s b urgh . D i r t y  i nd u s tr i a l  

c i t i e s c a n  b e  c l e a n ed up . 

T h o s e  o f  y o u  w h o  wou l d  v i s i t my 

o f f i c e  wou l d  see a s i g n  g i v e n  t o  m e  b y  my 

s e c r e t a r y . I f  y o u  c a n ' t  c o n v i n c e  them , 

c o n f u s e  them . T h a t  i s  w h a t  h a s  b e e n  d o n e  

SARA A N N  SARG ENT 
C OURT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volwne U 



D-259/S 

KEYWORDS: 
Prevention 

Volume II 

Final Enviromnental bnpact Statement 

Response: DOE acknowledges that preventive medicine has become an increasingly 
important component of health maintenance. 

DOE has conducted a risk assessment for the proposed Cogeneration Facility, and 
the levels of risk posed by the proposed project are within the range found to be 
acceptable by EPA standards and interpretations. It should be mentioned that 
potential improvements to air quality could be expected due to the proposed project 
(for example, overall decreases in sulfur dioxide (S�), oxides of nitrogen (NOx), 
and particulate emissions) that would be supportive of preventive medicine precepts . 
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b y  t h e  i n i t i a t o r s  o f  t h i s  p r o j e c t  t o  t h e  

i n h a b i t a n t s  o f  t h i s  r e g i o n . T h a nk y o u . 

ROY L .  E I G UREN : 

our n e x t  s c h e d u l e d c o mm e n t e r  i s  

M i c h a e l  N e m s e r . H e  i s  h e r e  o n  b e h a l f  o f  

S P EAC . 

MI CHAEL MEN Z E R :  

H e l l o .  My name  i s  M i c h a e l  

M e n z e r . I ' m a r e s i d e n t  o f  t h e  C i t y o f  

Y o rk . A n d  f i r s t l y , I ' d l i k e  t o  s a y  g o o d  

e v e n i n g  t o  t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  f r om D O E  

a n d  my f e l l ow c i t i z e n s  o f  Y o rk C ou n ty . 

over  t h e  p a s t  f e w  d a y s  y o u  have  

heard  t e s t i m o n y  f r om m a n y  i n f o r m e d  p e o p l e  

w h o  h a v e  t a k e n  t i me o u t  f r om t h e i r  h o l i d ay 

s c h e d u l e  to s p e a k  h e r e . M a n y  a r e  

c o n c e r n e d  c i t i z e n s  w h o  h a ve c o m e  t o  v o i c e  

t h e i r  opp o s i t i o n  t o  a n  i l l - c o n c e i v e d  i d e a  

a nd d o  n o t  e x p e c t  c omp e n s a t i o n  f o r  th e i r  

t e s t i m o n y  o t h e r  t h a n  t h e  p i e c e  o f  m i nd 

t h a t  t h e y  wou l d  r e c e i v e  i f  t h e i r  o p i n i o n s  

w e r e  t a k e n  t o  h e a r t  a n d  t h i s  p r o p o s e d  

p r o j e c t  w a s  h a l t e d . Y ou ' v e a l s o  h e a r d  

f r om s p o n s o r s  a n d  s u p p o r t e r s  o f  t h e  

p r o j e ct ,  a l l  o f  w h om w i l l  p r o f i t f r om i t s  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  REPORT I N G  S ERVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volwne D 
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s u c c e s s f u l  c o mp l e t i o n . M a n y  o f  t h e s e  

p e op l e  a r e  b e i ng p a i d  c o l d  c a s h  t o  b e  

h e r e . 

S om e  o f  th i s  t e s t i m o n y  y o u ' v e 

h e a r d  b e f o r e , t h e  two d a y s  o f  s e e p i ng 

m e e t i ng s  h e l d  i n  t h i s  r o o m  s ome t i m e  a g o . 

B u t  t h i s  t i m e w e ' r e h e r e  t o  c o m m e n t  o n  t h e  

dra f t  E nv i r o n me n t a l  I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t , a n  

i n c o mp l e t e  6 0 0 - p a g e  m o n o l i th t h a t  w e  w e r e  

a l l  e x p e c t e d  t o  d i g e s t  i n  1 5  d a y s , d e s p i t e  

t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i t  t o o k  1 5  m o n t h s  t o  wr i t e  

i t . I t  i s  a h i g h l y  t e c h n i c a l  d o cu m e n t  

wr i t t e n  p r i m a r i l y f r o m  t h e  p o i nt o f  v i e w  

o f  a g r o u p  o f  p r o f i t e e r s  w h o  h a ve b e e n  

f a i r l y s a l i v a t i n g a t  t h e  p r o s p e c t  o f  

g e t t i n g $ 7 5  m i l l i o n  o f  t a x p a y e r  m o n e y  

d o l l e d o u t  by y o u , t h e  g o v e r nm e n t a l a g e n c y  

t h a t  h a s  n e v e r  t u r n e d  d o w n  s u c h  a 

r e q u e s t . W i th t h a t  k n ow l e d g e , t h e s e  g u y s  

f ro m  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  a n d  A i r  P r o d u c t s  h a v e  

p r o b a b l y  b e e n  r u b b i ng t h e i r  h a n d s  i n  g l e e  

f i g u r i ng i t ' s  j u s t  a m a t t e r  o f  t i m e  b e f o r e  

y o u  g i ve t h e  g o - a h e a d . 

B u t , l a d i e s  a n d  g e nt l e m e n , 

b e f o r e  you l i f t  t h a t  g r e a t  r u b b e r  s t am p , 

SARA ANN SARG ENT 
C O U R T  R E P O R T I NG S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volwne ll 



D-26119 

KEYWORDS: 
Document Length 
Schedule 

D-261/12 

KEYWORDS: 
NEPA 
Quality 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-3 1122, D-32/5, and D-321 13 .  

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-252/9. 
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c o n s i d e r  the  f a c t s . D r . R i c h a r d  C l a r k  h a s  

p r e s e n t e d  f a c t s , f i g u r e s  a n d  t a b l e s , a l l  

p a i n s t a k i n g l y  r e s e a r c h e d  a n d  c h e c k e d . 

H e ' s  n o t  g e t t i n g  p a i d  t o  d o  t h i s  a n d � e  

h a s  n o  r e a s o n t o  l i e t o  y o u . 

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e P l a t t s  w a s  r e c e n t l y  

r e - e l e c t e d  t o  h i s  p o s t  b y  a n  o v e r wh e l m i n g 

m a rg i n .  H e  h a s  b e e n  a vo c a l c r i t i c  o f  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  p l a n t . H i s  o p p o n e n t  w a s  f o r  t h e  

p l a n t . Why a r e  t h e  p e o p l e  b e h i n d h i m ?  

B e c a u s e  t h e y  c a n  s e n s e  t h a t  h e ' s  o n e  o f  

t h e  g o o d  g u y s . I t h i n k t h e  f a c t t h a t  h e  

h a s  r e m a i n e d  i n  h i s  p o s i t i o n  a n d  i s  s t i l l  

f i g h t i n g th i s  p l a n t i s  a g o o d  g a u g e  o f  

p u b l i c  s e nt i m e n t . P e o p l e  t r u s t  h i s  

j u dgme n t . Y o u  s h o u l d  t r u s t  h i s  j u d g m e n t . 

A s  f o r  p r o p o n e n t s  o f  t h e  p l a n t , 

M r . M e s s i m e r  who s p o k e  e a r l i e r  f r om P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r  a t  a D E R  h e a r i n g  T u e s d a y  n i g h t  

w a s  g r o u s i n g a b o u t  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r ' s  

r a t i n g a s  t h e  n u m b e r  two c om m e r c i a l  t o x i c  

p o l l u t e r  i n  t h e  S t a t e  o f  P e n n s y l va n i a .  

wa s s a y i n g t h a t  i f  y o u  i n c l u d e d  p u b l i c  

u t i l i t i e s a n d  t h e  l i k e  i n  t h a t  n o t o r i o u s  

l i s t i n g , G l a t f e l t e r  wou l d  b e  m o r e  l i k e  

S A R A  ANN S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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n u m b e r  6 0  i n  t o x i c  p o l l u t i o n i n  t h e  S t a t e  

o f  P e n n s y l v a n i a . 

I th i n k Mr . M e s s i m e r  w a s  m i s s i n g  

t h e  p o i n t . I t  d o e s n ' t  m a t t e r  w h e r e  you  

are  o n  t h e  r a t i n g s c a l e ,  t h e  f a c t  r e m a i n s  

t h a t  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  Com p a n y  i s  a ma j o r 

t o x i c  p o l l u t e r . 

T h e  m o s t  g r a p h i c  e v i d e n c e  o f  

t h a t  i s  t h e  a p p a l l i n g  c o n d i t i o n  o f  t h e  

C o d o r u s  C r e e k , a c r e e k  t h a t  i s  a l r e a d y  

e n d a n g e r e d  a n d w o u l d  o n l y  w o r s e n  i f  t h e  

c o g e n  i s  a l l o wed t o  b e  b u i l t .  T h e  

C o d o r u s , a s  y o u  k n o w , f l o w s  i n t o  t h e  

S u s q u e h a n n a  R i v e r  a n d e v e n t u a l l y  i t s  f e t i d  

w a t e r s  r e a c h t h e  e n d a n g e r e d  C h e s a p e a k e  

B a y . I n  a m o r e  p e r f e ct w o r l d ,  l a w s  wo u l d  

p r o t e c t  u s  f r o m  p o l l u t e r s  l i k e  P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r  a n d f r om m i s g u i d e d  op i n i o n s  

l i k e  t h o s e  e x p r e s s e d  r e c e n t l y  by Mr . 

M e s s i m e r . I n  a m o r e  p e r f e c t  wo r l d , P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r  wou l d  n o t  b e  a l l owed t o  e n t e r  

i n t o  a n y  o t h e r  p r o j e c t s  u n t i l  i t  

e f f e c t i v e l y  c l e a n e d  u p  t h e  m e s s  i t  h a s  

a l r e a dy m a d e . 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  i t  i s  n o t  a 

S ARA A N N  S AR G E N T  
C O U R T  R E PORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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D-263/10 

KEYWORDS: 
Codorus Creek 
Water quality 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Sections 4. 1 .4.2.6, 4. 1 .4.2. 7, and 4. 1 .5 . 1  of the EIS discuss the effects 
of the proposed facility on the in-stream water quality of Codorus Creek. While 
most parameters of water qual ity (e.g . ,  sulfate, total dissolved solids, most metals) 
would degrade in the section of the creek immediately downstream as a result of the 
evaporation or water cycling operation of the proposed facil ity, a few parameters 
would improve (e.g . ,  temperature and dissolved oxygen) . However, this assessment 
ignores the improvements resulting from P.  H .  Glatfelter Company's Pulp Mill 
Modernization Project. The EIS also includes a discussion of the anticipated 
improvements from the Pulp Mill Modernization Project (Section 4. 1 .4.2.6). The 
discussion of current Codorus Creek water qual ity is contained in Sections 3 . 1 .4. 1 
and 3 . 1 .5. 1 of the FEIS . 
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p e r f e c t wo r l d . Common s e n s e  d o e s n ' t  

a l wa y s  p r e va i l . I ' m p l e a s e d  t o  s e e  Dr . 

D a bb h e r e  t o n i g h t . H e ' s  a t h o u g h t f u l ,  

e d u c a t e d  a nd s e n s i t i v e  m a n . H e ' s  a n  

e m i n e n t  p r o f e s s i o n a l ,  a g u y  who k n o w s  w h a t  

h e ' s  t a l k i ng a b out . A f i n e r e p r e s e nt a t i v e  

o f  o u r  d i s t i n g u i s h e d  m e d i c a l  c o m mu n i t y . 

Dr . D a b b  a nd h i s  c o l l e a g u e s  a t  t h e  Y o r k  

C o u n t y  M e d i c a l  S o c i ety a n d O s t e o p a t h i c  

S o c i e ty a r e  s o l i d l y  a g a i n s t  t h e  p r op o s e d  

c o g e n  o n  t h e  b a s i s  o f  s o u n d  m e d i c a l  

r e a s o n i n g . I b e l i e ve t h a t  t h e s e  p e op l e  

h a v e e n o u g h  b a c k g r o u n d a n d  e x p e r i e n c e  to 

make a n  i n f o rm e d  d e c i s i o n . D o  y o u ? 

I t ' s  n o t  o u t  o f  l i n e , i n  m y  

op i n i o n ,  to  d i s m i s s  Y o r k C o u n t y  E n e rgy 

P a r t n e r s ' a pp l i c a t i o n  for t h e  d e v e l opment 

of  t h e  cogen  s o l e l y o n  t h e  w e i g h t  o f  

me d i c a l  p r o b l e m s  p o i n t e d  o u t  i n  Dr . D a b b ' s  

c o mmen t s . H o w e ve r , t h e r e  a r e  t h e  o t h e r  

r e a d i l y  a p p a r e n t  p r o b l e m s  i n  t e r m s  o f  

f u r t h e r  a i r a n d  w a t e r p o l l u t i o n  t o  b e  

c a u s e d  by th i s  p l a n t .  

L a d i e s  a n d g e n t l em e n , l o ok a t  

t h e  c o n d i t i o n  o f  o u r  a i r  a n d  w a t e r  n ow 

S ARA ANN S AR G E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volwne II 
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2 6 5  

a f t e r  d e c a d e s  o f  a b u s e  f r om t h e  p a p e r  

m i l l . C a n  o u r  e n v i r o nm e n t  i m p r o v e  a f t e r  

t h e  c o g  e n  i s  b u i l t ?  I t h i n k n o t . T h a n k  

y o u  v e r y  much . 

ROY  L .  E I G U R E N : 

T h a n k  y o u . T h e  n e x t  c o mm e n t e r  

i s  J o h n  K l unk . 

JOHN  K L U N K : 

I ' m  s o r r y . I ' m n o t  a s  p r ep a r e d  

a s  I ' d  l i k e  t o  b e  a n d  I c r a mmed a l i t t l e  

t h i s  a f t e r n o o n . U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  I d o n ' t  

h a v e  a s t a f f  o f  e d u c a t o r s  a n d  s e c r e t a r i a l  

s t a f f  t o  p u t  t o g e t h e r  my w o r k  f o r  m e . I ' m 

r e p r e s e n t i n g t o n i g h t  t h e  C o d o r u s  

M o n i t o r i n g N e tw o r k . W e  h a v e  h a d  i n p u t  a t  

t h e  s e ep i n g  m e e t i n g s , e x p r e s s e d o u r  

c o n c e r n  p r e v i o u s l y  a b o u t  i t , p r o v i d e s  s om e  

f o l l ow - u p i n f o rm a t i o n  a f t e r  t h e  s e e p i n g  

m e e t i n g s  a n d  i n t e nd t o  d o  a n  a d d i t i o n a l 

f o l l ow - u p  a f t e r  t h i s . B u t  t h e  f a c t t h a t  

t h i s  m e e t i n g w a s  s c h e d u l e d i n  s u c h a t i gh t  

t i me f r a m e , I j u s t  h a ve t o  h i t  s om e  o f  t h e  

m o s t  o b v i o u s  po i n t s  t h a t  I ' v e n o t e d  i n  

h e r e  w h e n  I l o o k e d  t h r o u g h  i t  t h i s  

a f t e r n o o n  a n d  t a g g e d  t h e m  o u t  a n d  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O URT R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I 
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D-265/2 

KEYWORDS: 
Environmental effects 

Volwne II 

Final Envirorunental Impact Statement 

Response: The EIS developed for the proposed York County Energy Partners , L.P. 
(YCEP) Cogeneration Facil ity includes information that shows that there would be 
some positive impacts related to the proposed project. In certain categories , such 
as air quality, it is expected that the proposed facility, in concert with the 
curtailment of P.  H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 4, would improve the 
environment for key air pollutants . 

An underlying assumption of the Clean Air Act is that reducing emissions of criteria 
pollutants to a regional air basin would have a beneficial effect on the air qual ity of 
a region. This is the basis for requiring offsets of greater than 1 :  1 for oxides of 
nitrogen (NOx) in nonattainment areas . The proposed project would result in the 
curtailment of the P. H. Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No . 4 under a federally 
enforceable permit modification. By curtail ing operations (and, thus, reducing coal 
throughput) to oxides of nitrogen (NOx) emissions equivalent to 720 hours per year 
for this boiler (representing concurrent operations of Power Boiler No.4 with the 
proposed Cogeneration Facility) , the regional air basin would also see a net 
reduction in sulfur dioxide (S02) and particulate matter since, under its current 
permit, this 1 950s vintage boiler operates with less efficient pollution control 
equipment than that which would operate on the proposed facility . It is anticipated 
that additional oxides of nitrogen (NOx) reductions would be realized with the 
permanent modifications to gas generators belonging to Transcontinental Gas 
Pipeline Corporation. The net effect would be a 1 5  percent reduction in oxides of 
nitrogen (NOx) being contributed to the York air basin. 

Reports by the York County Medical Society, the York County Osteopathic Medical 
Society, and the American Lung Association clearly show that particulate matter and 
oxides of nitrogen (NOx) are the primary pollutants responsible for respiratory 
problems in general . The proposed project would be expected to reduce these two 
pollutants and also sulfur dioxide (S02) loadings on a yearly basis . 

DEt-537 
May 1995 
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2 6 6  

r e s e a r c h e d  a c o u p l e  o f  t h e s e  i t e m s . 

I n o t e  t h e r e ' s  a r e f e r e n c e  m a d e  

t o  d i o x i n  l e v e l s  i n  C o d o r u s  C r e e k . Th i s  

i t em r i gh t  h e r e  r e ga rd i n g  t h e  l e v e l  o f  

d i o x i n  l e ve l s  i n  C o d o r u s , P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  

h a s  t e s t e d  th i s  e f f l u e n t  n u m e r o u s  t i m e s  

f o r  t h e  p r e s e n c e  o f  d i o x i n  a n d r e qu e s t  E PA 

a t  t h e  r e q u e s t  o f  EPA a n d D ER .  

D i o x i n  h a s  n e v e r  b e e n  d e t e c t e d  i n  P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r ' s  e f f l u ent . T h i s  m a y  b e  s o  but 

d i o x i n  is  a s u bs t a n c e  t h a t  b i o c umu l a t e s  

a n d m a d e  t r em e n d o u s  v o l um e  o f  w a s t ew a t e r  

d i s c h a r g e d . I t  i s  l o g i c a l l y t h e  s o u r c e  o f  

t h e  d i o x i n  a n d  t h e  r e a s o n f o r  t h e  f i s h 

a d v i s o r y , w h i c h  I t h i n k t h e r e ' s  a c o n f l i c t  

h e r e . D r . M e s s i m e r  s a i d  t h a t  d i o x i n  

a d v i s o r y  w a s  l i f t e d . I r e a d  t h a t  i n  h e r e  

a n d  i t ' s  b e e n  m y  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  t h a t  n e w  

d a t a  c a m e  out t h a t  w o u l d  s ug g e s t  t h a t  i t  

m a y  b e  l i f t e d  b u t  i t  h a s  n o t  b e e n  l i f t e d  

y e t . 

J u s t  t h i s  a f t e r n o o n  I s p o k e  to 

L e r o y Y o u n g at t h e  P e n n s y l v a n i a  F i s h  a n d  

B o a t  Comm i s s i o n  who i s  o n e  o f  t h e  t h r e e  

p a r t i e s  - - - e x c u s e  me . I h a v e  t o  f i nd 

SARA ANN SARG ENT 
COURT REPORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

Volwne ll 
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KEYWORDS: 
Advisory 
Codorus Creek 
Dioxin 

Volume II 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: Dioxins, a group of chlorinated organic compounds, originate from 
numerous oxidation processes . These processes include residential wood burning, 
charcoal grilling, forest fires , incinerators, some wastewater treatments , certain 
industrial processes (e.g. ,  chlorine bleaching of wood fibers), etc. The dioxin
related fish consumption advisory that was in effect for parts of Codorus Creek 
basin also included South Branch of Codorus Creek from the York County Water 
Company dam to the main branch of Codorus Creek. This suggests multiple sources 
contributing to dioxin levels in the fish . The P .  H .  Glatfelter Company is one of 
several major wastewater dischargers that affect water quality in Codorus Creek. 
To date, there has been no l ink establ ished between the P .  H .  Glatfelter Company's 
wastewater and the bioaccumulation of d ioxin in the fish of Codorus Creek. 

The fish consumption advisory for Codorus Creek was lifted July 28, 1994, by 
agreement among the state agencies (PADER, the Department of Health, and the 
Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission) with jurisdiction over this matter (News 
Release by PADER, Commonwealth News Bureau). 

Please see also Section 3 . 1 .5. 1 in the EIS .  

DEC-539 
May 1995 
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th a t . I n  t h e  t h r e e  p a r t y a d v i s o r y  g r o up 

wh i c h i n c l ud e s  P e n n s y l v a n i a  D E R  a n d  the  

H e a l t h  D e p a r tm e n t  a n d  t h e  P e n n s y l v a n i a  

F i s h a n d  B o a t  Comm i s s i o n . H e  t o l d  me t h a t  

t h e y  h a v e  t h e  d a t a , t h e y  h a v e  l o o k e d  a t  i t  

a n d  t h a t  the  t h r e e  p a r t y  a d v i s o r y  

comm i s s i o n h a s  n o t  e v e n  m e t  y e t  o n  th i s  

i s s u e . And  u n l e s s  M r . Y o u n g  w a s  i n  e r r o r , 

I w o u l d  c h a l l e n g e  D r . M i s s i m e r ' s  

c o n t e n t i o n  t h a t  t h e  a d v i s o r y  h a s  b e e n  

l i f t e d . I h a v e  n e v e r  h e a r d - - - I h e a r d  

t h a t  i t  w a s  b u t  I n e v e r  s a w  a n y t h i n g  

o f f i c i a l  o n  i t .  A n d  I wo u l d  b e t  th a t  th a t  

d i o x i n  a d v i s o r y  w i l l  s h ow u p  i n  t h e  

P e n n s y l v a n i a  B o a t  a n d  F i s h Comm i s s i o n  

s umm a r y a s  i t  h a s  b e e n  f o r  t h e  l a s t  n u m b e r  

o f  y e a r s . I f  I ' m wro ng , I a p o l o g i z e ,  b u t  

I ' m g o i n g o n  i n f o r m a t i o n  I j u s t  g o t  th i s  

a f t e r n o o n . 

Mr . Y o u n g  d i d m e n t i o n  t h a t  y o u  

v i s i t e d  h i m  a t  h i s  o f f i c e , D r . V a n  

O o t e ghem a n d  a n o t h e r  i n d i v i d u a l  f r om D O E . 

A n d  o n e  th i n g h e  j u s t  me n t i o n e d  w a s  t h a t  

y o u  c l a i m  y o u ' r e f o c u s i n g y o u r  r e f e r e n c e  

a n  a w f u l  l o t  o n  h u m a n  h e a l t h  e f f e c t s . 

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G S E RV I C E 

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
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D-267/23 

KEYWORDS: 
Health effects 
Water qual ity 

Volwne II 

Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-266/9. 

Response: The EIS has a section on health effects (Section 4. 1 .2. 1 1 ) that focuses 
on the impacts of air emissions from the proposed project and the various pathways 
(i .e . ,  inhalation, ingestion, dermal exposure) that humans could be exposed. This 
analysis includes emissions from the use of P .H .  Glatfelter Company's wastewater 
as the proposed project's cooling water. The exposure pathway to humans of 
wastewater ingestion was not viewed to be an important route of exposure 
(especially since drinking water intakes are not in proximity to the discharge point) . 
However, the EIS does analyze the effects of wastewater on aquatic species as 
outl ined in Section 4. 1 .5. 1 .  
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I n o t e  i n  t h e  - - - o n e  o f  t h e  

s e c t i o n s  t h a t  a d d r e s s e s  w a t e r  q u a l i ty , 

t h e r e ' s  n e v e r  a n y  me n t i o n  o f  t h e  - - - a n d  I 

m u s t  a d m i t  I h a v e n ' t  r e a d  t h i s  e n t i r e  

d r a f t  E I S . B u t  I h a v e n o t f o u n d  i t  y e t . 

I t ' s  n o t  t h e  e a s i e s t  d o c ume n t  t o  l o c a t e  

s o m e t h i n g . I f o u n d  i n f o rm a t i o n  i n  h e r e  

a n d  c o m e  b a c k  t o  i t  t o  t r y  t o  f i nd i t  a n d 

t h a t ' s  why I t o o k  t o  t h i s  m e t h o d , b e c a u s e  

i t ' s  a r e a l l y h a r d b o o k  t o  r e f e r e n c e . 

B u t  d a t a  f r o m  t h e  C o d o r u s  wh i l e  

m o n i t o r i n g ne twork t h a t  we f u r n i s h e d  t o  

t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r g y  i n d i c a t e s  

i n - s t r e a m  t e mp e r a t u r e s  o f t e n  e x c e e d  w a r m  

w a t e r  f i s h e r y  s t a n d a r d s  b u t  s e l d om 

a p p r o a c h  t h e  h i g h  l i m i t s  a l l ow e d  b y  t h e  

3 1 6 -A e x empt i o n  wh i c h G l a t f e l t e r  e n j o y s . 

T h e y  s e l d om a p p r o a c h  t h e  h i g h  l i m i t s  but  

that  w o u l d  s u p p o r t  l o we r i n g t h e  l i m i t s  in  

t h e  N P D E S  p e rm i t . 

I f  th i s  w e r e  t o  o c c u r , t h e  

d i f f e r e n t i a l  f a c t o r  c o u l d  c h a n g e  t h e  

e n t i r e  s i t u a t i o n  w i t h r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  c l a i m  

o n e  d e g r e e  f a h r e n h e i t  r e d u c t i o n  t h a t  

E n e r g y  P a r t n e r s ' p r o j e c t  h a s  c l a i m ed i t  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I 
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Volwne II 

Final Environmental hnpact Statement 

Response: Comment is noted . 

Response: An explanation of P. H .  Glatfelter Company's exemption to Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act § 3 16(a) water quality criteria for temperature has been 
added to Section 4. 1 .4.2.6. Basically, permitted temperatures in the summer are the 
same July and August = 3 1  oc (87°F); but in the winter, permitted temperatures are 
much higher [§ 3 16(a) exemption: January = 16°C (60°F), February = 21  oc 
(69 °F) compared to 25 Pa. Code § 93.7: January = 4°C (40°F), February = 4°C 
(40°F)] . 

Regardless of the terms of P. H .  Glatfelter Company's National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit, the proposed facility would be expected to 
lower the in-stream temperature for two reasons. First, the cool ing tower blowdown 
is cooler than P. H. Glatfelter Company's wastewater effluent (blowdown = 32°C 
(90°F), compared to 36 °C (97°F) for P. H. Glatfelter Company's effluent) ; so the 
mixing of blowdown water with P .  H .  Glatfelter Company's waste stream would 
reduce the temperature of P .  H .  Glatfelter Company's effluent. Second, the total 
volume of effluent would be smaller, and a smaller volume of warm effluent mixed 
with the creek water yields a cooler mixture downstream. Changing the permit 
would have an effect only if the permit limits were reduced such that P. H .  
Glatfelter Company had to further process its wastewater to lower its temperature 
below 32°C (90°F) at the secondary treatment system. 

DEC-543 
May 1995 
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wo u l d  c r e a t e  i n  t h e  C o d o r u s  C r e e k . I f  I 

a m  i n c o r r e c t  i n  t h i s ,  t h a t  t h e  w a r m  w a t e r 

- - - t h a t  t h e  3 1 6 -A e x e mp t i o n  i s ,  i n d e e d , 

m e n t i o n e d i n  t h e  th i n g , I a p o l o g i z e . 

B u t  I th i n k i t  w o u l d  h a v e  b e e n  

u s e f u l  a n d  m o r e  f o r t h c o m i n g  o f  t h e  D O E  a n d  

i f  i t ' s  G l a t f e l t e r  t h a t  w o u l d  h a v e  b e e n  

r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  th i s  r e v e a l i n g  t h e  f a c t  

t h a t  t h e y  d o  h a v e  t h a t  e x empt i o n . T h e  

t a b l e s  h e r e  i n d i c a t e  t h e  w a rm w a t e r  

f i s h e r y  s t a n d a r d s  but  t h e y  d o  n o t  i n d i c a t e  

t h e  h u g e  v a r i a t i o n s  f r om t h a t  t h a t  t h e  

G l a t f e l t e r  C omp a n y  e n j o y s . 

T h e r e ' s  a n  i s s u e  o f  t h e  f l ow a n d  

I m a y  h a v e  a l i t t l e  b i t o f  a h a rd t i me 

w i t h t h i s . B u t  o n e  p r o b l e m I h a v e  w i th 

y o u r  a s s u mpt i o n s  a b o u t  i t  o n l y  a f f e c t i n g 

down s t r e a m  w a t e r  r e s o u r c e s  a s  f a r  a s  f l ow 

i s  c o n c e r n e d  i s  the f a c t  t h a t  t h e  a m o u n t s  

o f  w a t e r  t h a t  a r e  g o i n g t o  b e  r e q u i r e d  

m u s t  come  f r o m  t h a t  - - - f r o m t h e  C o d o r u s  

b a s i n  a t  t h e  G l a t f e l t e r  a n d / o r  h o p e f u l l y  

n o t  a t  t h e  Y C E P  f a c i l i t y . B u t  i t  m u s t  

c ome f r o m  t h a t  s t r e am . N o w , t h e  
. 

G l a t f e l t e r  Comp a n y  h a s  a r i g h t  t o  a h u g e  

SARA ANN SARG E N T  
COURT REPORT I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I (continued) 
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Volume II 

Final Enviromnental hnpact Statement 

Response: Information has been added to Chapter 9 that lists and explains these 
variances and exemptions. Please see the response to Comment D-283/8 . 

DEC-545 
May 1995 
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a m o u n t  o f  w a t e r , m u c h  m o r e  t h a n  t h e y  

p r e s e n t l y  w i t h d r a w . A s  a m a t t e r  o f  f a c t , 

t h e  E n e r gy P a r t n e r s '  s e w a g e  f a c i l i ty ' s  

p l a n n i n g  m o d u l e  t h a t  t h e y  s u b m i t t e d  t o  t h e  

Y o r k D E R  o f f i c e  g i v e s  a p r o j e c t i o n  o f  

t h e i r  - - - w e l l ,  i t  h a s  d e s i g n e d  a nd / o r 

p e r m i t t e d  c a p a c i t y , 2 8  m i l l i o n  g a l l o n s  a t  

p e a k . N ow , I b e l i e v e  t h a t  i s  s om e th i n g 

a b o u t  t h e  f i g u r e  t h a t  t h e y ' r e a l l owed t o  

w i t h d r a w  i f  t h e y  n e e d  f o r  t h e i r  p u r p o s e s . 

P r e s e n t l y ,  t h e y ' r e a v e r a g i n g 1 2  a nd a h a l f  

p e a k , 1 5  a n d  a h a l f  w i t h d r a w a l .  P r o j e c t e d  

f l ows  i n  f i v e  y e a r s  a r e  1 4  a v e r a g e , 2 0  

m i l l i o n  g a l l o n s  a d a y  p e a k . T h a t ' s  f o u r  

a n d  a h a l f  m i l l i o n g a l l o n s  a d a y  t h a t  t h e  

G l a t f e l t e r  C omp a n y  p r o j e c t s  m o r e  t h a n  

t h e y ' r e a l r e a d y  w i t h d r a w i n g . How c a n  t h e  

c l a i m p o s s i b l y  b e  m a d e  t h a t  t h a t  w i l l  n ot 

d i m i n i s h t h e  l e v e l a t  L a k e  M a r b u r g ?  T h e  

d a rn  a g r e e m e n t  t h e y  h a v e  s p e c i f i c a l l y a n d  

c l e a r l y  l a y s  o u t  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  e n t i t l e d t o  

t h a t  by v i r t u e  o f  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e y  b u i l t 

t h e  d a rn  a t  L a k e  M a r b u r g . I f i n d t h i s  very 

f a u l t y  and I b e l i e v e  th i s  has  t o  b e  

a d d r e s s e d . 

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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KEYWORDS: 
Water use 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Any increase in the amount of water to be withdrawn by P. H .  Glatfelter 
Company in the future is not associated with the proposed project, since there is 
sufficient capacity in the amounts that P. H. Glatfelter Company is currently 
withdrawing to provide its treated wastewater as cooling water make-up to the 
proposed YCEP project. As discussed in Section 4. 1 .4.2. 8 of the EIS, HEC-3 
modeling shows that no additional releases from Lake Marburg would be required 
to support the proposed facil ity .  

bEc-547 
May 1995 
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I f o u n d  i t  i n t e r e s t i n g h o w  m a n y  

l o c a t i o n s  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  i s  a d d r e s s e d i n  

t h i s  b o o k . I f  s o m e o n e  who p i c k s  i t  u p  a n d  

d o e s n ' t  r e a d  i t  t h o r o u g h l y  m i g h t  l o ok a t  

o n e  s e c t i o n  a n d  t h i n k , w e l l ,  t h a t ' s  a l l  i t  

i s ,  t h a t ' s  j u s t  f i n e ,  i t  s o u n d s  g o o d  t o  

m e . A n d  p r e s e n t  e f f e c t s  o n  w a t e r  q u a l i t y , 

p a g e  6 - 1 4 . T h e  w a t e r  q u a l i ty i n  C o d o r u s  

C r e e k  i s  s u b j e c t  t o  w a t e r  q u a l i t y 

s t a n d a r d s  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  T i t l e  2 5  

E n v i r o n m e n t a l R e s o u r c e s  o f  P e n n s y l v a n i a  

C o d e . W a t e r  q u a l i ty c r i t e r i a  a p p l i c a b l e  

t o  w a r m w a t e r  f i s h e ry d e s i g n a t e d  r e a c h e s  

o f  C o d o r u s  C r e e k a r e  p r e s e n t e d  i n  t a b l e  

D - 1 , A p p e n d i x  D o f  t h e  D ,  d r a f t E I S .  

T h e s e  a r e  g e n e r a l  c r i t e r i a  t o  w h i c h  a l l  

p e r m i t t e d  d i s c h a r g e s  mu s t  c o n f o r m . T h a t ' s  

a ma j o r p r o b l e m h e r e  b e c a u s e  P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r  Comp a n y  d o e s n ' t  c o n f o rm to 

t h o s e  s t a n d a r d s . They  h a v e  e x emp t i o n s  f o r  

t e mp e r a t u r e  a n d  c o l o r , t h a t  t h e  t a b l e  t h a t  

w a s  r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e r e , I f o u n d  s o m e t h i n g 

t h a t  c o n f l i c t s  w i t h i n f o rm a t i o n  t h a t  I 

h a ve . 

I n  t h a t  c h a r t , c o l o r  a t  t h e  

S A RA ANN S A R G E N T  
C O U RT R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
Codorus Creek 
Color 
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Water quality 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Resources (e.g . ,  air, water) are discussed throughout the EIS as 
appropriate. In order to facilitate the finding of information on similar resources 
throughout the EIS , parallel construction was used by DOE in developing Chapters 
and Sections . 

Response: References to the regulatory water quality criterion for color, as applied 
to the main stem of Codorus Creek, have been corrected in the FEIS . 

Portions of 25 Pa. Code § 93 present the State's water quality criteria for color, 
protected uses, and the assignment of these criteria and protected uses to the 
waterways of Pennsylvania. The correct water quality criterion is listed as 
"maximum 50 units on the platinum-cobalt scale; no other colors perceptible to the 
human eye . "  The critical use to be  protected by this criterion i s  listed as 
"recreation. " No color criterion for the protection of aquatic l ife has been 
promulgated for any surface waters in Pennsylvania. 
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c o l o r two c r i t e r i a  g r a d i n g i s  t h e  o n l y  o n e  

th a t ' s  i d e n t i f i e d . T h e r e  a r e  m o r e  t h a n  

o n e  c o l o r  c r i t e r i a  i n  t h e  P e n n s y l v a n i a  

C o d e  wh i c h  I h a v e  a c o p y  o f  h e r e . T h e  

s t r e a m  g u i d e  s e c t i o n  o f  t h e  b o o k  wh i c h  

l i s t s  a l l  t h e  s t r e a m s  i n  P e n n s y l va n i a  h a s  

C o d o r u s  C r e e k , m a i n  s t em O i l  C r e e k  t o  

m o u t h , Y o r k  C o u n t y w a rm w a t e r  f i s h e ry a t  

c o l o r o n e . C o l o r  o n e  i s  - - - t h e  c o l o r  

l i m i t  i s  5 0 ,  n o t  7 5  a s  i s  e xp r e s s e d i n  

th i s  c h a r t  h e r e . I me a n ,  y o u  p e o p l e  a r e  

p u t t i n g  p a r t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  i n  h e r e . I 

m e a n ,  t h e  c ompa ny e x c e e d s  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  

s t a nd a r d b y  a f a c t o r  o f  f o u r  

a p p r o x i m a t e l y . T h e y ' r e a l l o wed t o  e x c e e d  

i t  by th a t . 

I j u s t  am r e a l l y t r o u b l e d th a t  

y ou c a n ' t  g e t  m o r e  a c c u r a t e  i n f o r m a t i o n  

t h a n  th i s . I t ' s  r i g ht i n  t h e  P e n n s y l va n i a  

r e g u l a t i o n s . 

At t h i s  t i m e , t h a t ' s  a bo u t  a l l  I 

h av e  o n  t h e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y . T h a n k  y o u  f o r  

t h e  t i me . 

ROY  L .  E I G U R E N : 

I a p p r e c i a t e  i t ,  t h a n k  y o u . T h e  

S A R A  ANN S ARG E N T  
C O U RT REPORT I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

(continued) 
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

The P .  H .  Glatfelter Company entered into a consent agreement with PADER that 
allows in-stream color, at a specified downstream monitoring point, up to the 
following limits: ( 1 )  the l imit not to be exceeded is 375 color units ; (2) the monthly 
average l imit is 225 color units; (3) the annual average limit is 200 color units . 

Based on the information provided by R. Callahan, P .  H .  Glatfelter Company, color 
in waters of Codorus Creek upstream of the P .  H .  Glatfelter Company is usually 30 
to 50 color units . Prior to the Pulp Mill Modernization Project, the downstream 
color averaged around 220 color units . However, as a result of a Pulp Mill 
Modernization Project, P. H. Glatfelter Company achieved significant reductions in 
the color-producing tannins and I ignins in its wastewater effluent. Post
modernization, downstream color has averaged 150 to 160 color units . With 
operation of the proposed York County Energy Partners, L .P .  (YCEP) project, in
stream color is expected to rise to about 165 color units at low-flow (1981  average 
annual flow). Prior to the Pulp Mill Modernization Project, color was thought to 
reduce primary productivity in Codorus Creek (PADER, 1989,· EA Inc. , 1989; 
Environ, 1994a). 

tmc-ssi 
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n e x t  comm e n t e r  i s  P a u l S h a f f e r . 

PAUL S H A F F E R : 

G o o d  e v e n i n g . M y  n a m e  i s  P a u l  

S h a f f e r . I f e e l  l i k e  I a m  s p e a k i n g  o r.  

b e h a l f  o f  9 0  p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  �a y p e o p l e  i n  

Y o r k  C o u nt y  who a r e  9 5  p e r c e n t  o f  a l l  t h e  

p e o p l e  i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y . T h e r e ' s  a l l  k i nd s  

o f  n u m b e r , 1 0 0 , 0 0 0  t h i s , f i ve m i l l i o n t h a t  

a nd 6 5 0 , 0 0 0  s o m e t h i n g  e l s e . A n d  w e ' r e a l l  

p r etty w e l l  l o ok i ng a t  i t  l i k e  i t ' s  p u r e  

G r e e k . 

O n e  t h i n g w e  h a ve t o  g o  o n  i s  a 

s c i e n t i f i c  - - - I ' l l c a l l  i t  a s c i e n t i f i c 

o r g a n i z a t i o n  a n d  t h a t  i s  t h e  m e d i c a l  

p e r s o n n e l o f  Y o r k  C o u n t y . I s a w  i n  t h e  

p a p e r  t h i s  m o r n i n g t h a t  D r . D a b b  

c omp l a i n e d  t h a t  h e  d i d n ' t  g e t  i n f o rm a t i o n  

t h a t  h e  r e q u e s t e d . O n  t o p  o f  t h a t , I ' d  

u nd e r s t a n d  t h e  m e d i c a l  p r o f e s s i o n  i n  t h i s  

c o u n t y  i s  s t r o n g l y  a g a i n s t  t h i s  

p r o p o s i t i o n . Now , i f  y o u  c a n ' t  s a t i s f y 

them , y o u  s h o u l d n ' t  b e  a b l e  t o  s a t i s f y t h e  

p e o p l e  i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y  w h o  a r e  r e l y i ng u p o n  

a n y  i n t e l l e ct t h a t  wo u l d  c o v e r  t h i s  typ e 

o f  s i t u a t i o n . 

SARA ANN SARG E N T  
C O U RT R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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I w o u l d  l i k e  t o  s a y  t h a t  I h a v e  

h a d  g r a v e  s u s p i c i o n s  a b o u t  T h r e e  M i l e  

I s l a n d a n d  w h a t  e f f e c t  t h a t  h a s  h a d  o n  t h e  

c o u n t y . S i x t e e n  ( 1 6 )  d a y s  a g o , my s e n  who 

is 4 7  d i e d of c a n c e r . I ' v e a l w a y s  b e e n  

s u s p i c i o u s  o f  P . H . G l a t f e l t e r  Comp a n y i n  

p a r t i c u l a r .  I c a n  r e m e m b e r  w h e n  I w a s  

f i ve y e a r s  o l d  I w a l k e d  a c r o s s  t h e  W e s t  

M a r k e t  S t r e e t  br i d g e  a n d  m a n y t i m e s  s i n ce 

i n  t h e  hand of  my p a r e n t , my m o t h e r . And  

e v e r y  s u mmer I ' d w a l k  by t h e r e , t h e r e ' d  b e  

t h e  o c c a s i o n  when  I ' d s e e n  h u n d r e d s  o f  

d e a d  f i s h  f l o a t i n g  a r o u n d . T h e  r e p u t a t i o n 

o f  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r , w i t h  w h om I s p o k e  t o  

m a n y  p e o p l e ,  w a s  t h a t  t h e y  w e r e  t h e  c a u s e  

o f  i t . I u n d e r s t a n d  t h e r e  w e r e  some  

others  that  w e r e  c l e a n i n g up that  h a d  

t h r o wn t h e  p o i s o n s  i n . T h i s  c o n t i n u e d  

t h r o u g h o u t  the  y e a r s  a n d  f r om a l l  t h e  

peop l e  I e v e r  t a l k ed t o , I f o u n d  o u t  t h a t  

the i r  o p i n i o n  w a s  t h a t P . H . G l a t f e l t e r  h a d  

a n  a m a z i n g p o w e r  i n  H a r r i s b u r g . I w i s h  

t h e m  we l l .  E v e r y b o d y  t r i e s  t o  g e t  t h e r e . 

B u t  t h e y ' r e u s i n g a n d  t h e y  w e r e  

u s i n g  a p u b l i c  c r e e k  t o  d i s p o s e  o f  th e i r  

SARA ANN S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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e f f l u e n t s . And  i n  t h e  m e a n t i me , a l l  I 

e v e r  h e a r d  a nd I s up p o s e  t h e y h a v e  d o n e  

i t , t h e y  h a v e  t r i e d t o  i m p r o v e  t h e  p o i s o n s  

o r  t h e  a m o u n t  o f  p o i s o n  t h a t  t h e y  wou l d  

d i s t r i bu t e  d own t h a t  p u b l i c  s t r e a m . N o  

m a t t e r  h o w  m u c h  they t r i e d to i mp r o v e  i t ,  

t h e y  s t i l l  w e r e  u s i n g  a p u b l i c  s t r e a m  a n d  

they ' r e s t i l l  d i s t r i b u t i n g  th e i r  p o i s o n s  

d own t h a t  s t r e a m . And  s o  f o r  7 0  y e a r s  I 

c a n  r e m e m b e r  t h e  d e a d  f i s h  f l o a t i n g  d o w n  

t h e  C o d o r u s  C r e e k . I n k y - s t i n ky C o d o r u s  

t h e y  c a l l e d  i t . 

Now , t h e r e ' s  o n e  s t a t e m e n t  I 

h e a r d  w a s  i n  t h i s  a r e a , a l l  i t  wo u l d 

a m o u n t  to i s  o n e  p a r t  i n  o n e  m i l l i o n  a nd 

t h i s  w a s  a s a f e  a m o u n t  o f  c a n c e r - c a u s i n g  

p a rt i c l e s  i n  t h e  a i r .  I l i v e  o n  t h e  top 

o f  a m o u n t a i n  two m i l e s  n o rth of  D e l aw a r e . 

I e n j o y g o o d , f r e s h  a i r .  H o w e v e r , w h e n  

i t ' s  r e a l  mug g y , wh e n  i t ' s  a b o u t  t o  r a i n ,  

we f r e q u e n t l y  g e t  t h a t  f a m i l i a r  o d o r  f r om 

S p r i n g G r o v e m a n y  m i l e s  a w a y . And  so I ' m 

s u g g e s t i ng t h a t  t h i s  o n e  p a r t  i n  o n e  

m i l l i o n  p a r t s  wh i c h  i s  s o  u n h a rm f u l  to t h e  

h u m a n  r a c e  i n  t h i s  c o u n t y  w i l l  b e c ome m o r e  

S A R A  A N N  SARG ENT 
COURT R E P ORT I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
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Odor 

D-275/14 

KEYWORDS: 
Air emissions 
Health effects 

D-275/22 

KEYWORDS: 
Air emissions 
Health effects 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Comment is noted. For a discussion of odors in Codorus Creek, please 
see Section 3 . 1 .  4. 1 in the FEIS . 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-275/22. 

Response: Emissions from the proposed project would include substances having 
a potential to cause cancer in humans. As noted in the Human Health Risk 
Assessment and summarized in Section 4. 1 .2. 1 1  of the FEIS, the upper bound 
excess lifetime cancer risk for an individual would be around 3 in 1 million. This 
3 in 1 mill ion risk does not mean that 3 particles out of every mil l ion particles 
emitted from the proposed facil ity would be cancer-causing particles . Rather, it 
means that the chances of an individual developing cancer sometime in his or her 
life due to substances emitted from the proposed project would be approximately 3 
in 1 million. This is in the range of generally accepted risk levels recommended by 
the EPA for assessing risks to humans from exposure to environmental carcinogens. 

DEC-557 
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May 1995 

2 7 6  

h a rm f u l  t o  m e  b e c a u s e  I s u s p e c t  i t  g o e s  i n  

c o r r i d o r s  a c c o r d i n g t o  t h e  w a y  a i r 

c u r r e n t s  f l ow . A n d  i f  I c a n  g e t  t h e  s m e l l  

f r o m S p r i n g G r o v e  o n  c e r t a i n  o c c a s i o n s , 

e v e n  i f  t h e y  c u t  d own t h e  s m e l l  f r om 

S p r i n g G r o v e , I ' m  now g o i n g  to g e t  

s o m e t h i n g e l s e  t h a t  I c a n ' t  s e e . 

S o  I w o u l d  l i k e  t o  s a y  t h a t  I 

t h i n k , n u m b e r  o n e , t h e  p e o p l e  w h o  a r e  i n  

pow e r , s o  t o  s p e a k . I ' m n o t  c o n s i d e r i n g 

s u c h  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  a s  t h e  Y o r k  C o u n t y  

M e d i c a l S o c i e t y  a n d t h e  Y o rk C o u n t y  

M e d i c a l  A s s o c i a t i o n  a n d  t h e  m e d i c a l  

d o c t o r s  h e r e  who h a s  a g r o u p , I 

u n d e r s t a nd , a r e  v e r y  s t r o n g l y  op p o s ed . 

I f  t h e y ' l l o p p o s e  i t , I d o n ' t  k n ow a n y  

b e t t e r  t o  oppo s e  i t  m y s e l f . F r o m  w h a t  

I ' v e s e e n  i n  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r , I d o n ' t  

t r u s t  t h e m . 

ROY L .  E I G U R E N : 

T h a nk y o u , s i r . T h e  n a m e  I 

c a l l e d e a r l i e r  a n d  d i d n o t  g e t  a r e s p o n s e , 

Adr i a n  W o o d s . J o e l  S e a r s  o n  b e h a l f  o f  

F l e e t  T e c h n o l o g i e s . 

J O E L  S EARS : 

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO URT R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  

I 
(continued) 
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Final Environmental hnpact Statement 

While the health risk assessment methodology is conservative by design and may, 
in fact, overstate the actual risk to human health, there are uncertainties in the 
methodology. The air dispersion models used to estimate concentrations are the 
ones recommended by the EPA for this type of facility and geographic setting. The 
air dispersion process is complex, and actual concentrations may not always match 
predicted concentrations. However, given the conservative nature of risk assessment 
methodology and the underlying exposure assumptions, emissions from the proposed 
project would not be expected to adversely effect human health - even under an 
assumption of worst-case exposure. In estimating exposures, results from air 
modeling were used to estimate worst-case concentrations. The Human Health Risk 
Assessment used the worst-case (highest concentration) exposures to determine the 
individual excess lifetime cancer risk. 

DEC-559 
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G o o d  e v e n i n g . My n a m e  i s  J o e l  

S e a r s  a n d  I ' m a s m a l l  b u s i n e s s m a n  f r o m  B e l  

A i r , a b o u t  4 5  m i l e s  d ownw i n d f r om t h e  

p l a n t . And  o n  a g o o d  d a y  o r  a b a d  d a y , 

d e p e n d i ng o n  h ow y o u  c l a s s i f y  i t , d o w nw i nd 

r e a l l y m e a n s  d ownw i n d . I f i nd i t  a l m o s t  

i n c r e d i b l e  t h a t  o n  c e r t a i n  m o r n i ng s , m a y b e  

o n e  i n  3 0 ,  I c a n  s m e l l  t h e  p l a n t  4 5  m i l e s  

f r om h e r e . I h a v e  s t r o n g  p r o f e s s i o n a l a nd 

p e r s o n a l t i e s  to t h e  Y o r k Commu n i t y . And , 

i n  f a c t , h a v e  p l a n n e d  w i t h  my p a r t n e r  t o  

b e  s i t u a t ed down town Y o r k  by t h i s  t i m e  

n e x t  y e a r , i f  po s s i b l e . W e ' r e a s m a l l  

f i rm . We do r o u g h l y  $ 3  to $ 5  m i l l i o n  a 

y e a r  i n  r e v e n u e  a n d w e ' l l c r e a t e  1 2  t o  1 6  

n ew t e c h n o l o g y - b a s e d  j o b s  i n  t h e  c ommu n i ty 

i f  w e  d e c i d e to r e l o c a t e . 

C l e a r l y ,  w e ' r e n o t  t h e  

s i g n i f i c a n c e  t o  t h e  c o mmu n i ty o f  

S t a r b u c k ' s  C o f f e e  o r  some  o f  t h e  o t h e r  

org a n i z a t i o n s  t h a t  h a v e  r e c e n t l y  

r e l o c a t e d . O n e  o f  t h e  th i n g s  t h a t  m a k e s  

u s  s l i g h t l y  d i f f e r e nt t h a t  we d o n ' t  p l a n  

t o  c r e a t e  j o b s  a n d  l e a v e  t h e  a r e a . A s  

m a n a g e r s  a n d  own e r s , w e  p l a n  to l i ve i n  

SARA ANN SARG ENT 
C O U RT R E PORT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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KEYWORDS: 
Odor 

Volwne II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Comment is noted. Please see Section 3 . 1 .2 of the FEIS for a discussion 
of odors caused by air emissions. 

DEC-561 
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t h e  c o mm u n i t y . A n d  s o  w e ' r e v e r y  

s e n s i t i v e  t o  t h e  e n v i r o nm e n t a l  s i t u a t i o n 

i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y , i n  p a r t i c u l a r  a i r  a n d  

w a t e r . 

P e r s o n a l l y ,  I ' m a r e c r e a t i o n a l  

r u n n e r , I ' m a n  e x - s m o k e r  a n d  I ' m  r e a l l y 

n o t  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t a k i n g u p  s m o k i n g a g a i n . 

And  a s  I u n d e r s t a n d  i t ,  t h e  s e r i o u s n e s s  o f  

t h e  p o l l u t i o n  p r o b l e m i n  t h e  commu n i t y  i s  

s u c h  t h a t  i f  I r u n  b e t w e e n  2 0  a n d  3 0  

m i n u t e s  a d a y , wh i ch i s  my n o rm a l r e g i m e n , 

t h a t  I m i g h t  a s  w e l l  b e  s m o k i n g b e t w e e n  a 

p a c k a n d  two a nd a h a l f  p a c k s  o f  

c i g a r e t t e s  a d a y  a n d I r e a l l y d o n ' t  c a r e 

t o  d o  t h a t . 

I ' m  a l s o  s e n s i t i v e  t o  t h a t  

b e c a u s e  o f  a f a i r l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  h i s t o r y  o f  

c a n c e r  i n  m y  f a m i l y . I ' m  n o t  a s c i e n t i s t  

and I d o n ' t  know wh a t  t h e  g e n e t i c  

i mp l i c a t i o n s  a r e . B o t h  o f  my p a r e n t s  d i e d  

o f  l u n g c a n c e r , my f a t h e r  m o s t  r e c e n t l y . 

And  i n  a k i n d o f  s e l f i s h  v a i n , w h a t  I 

d o n ' t  w a n t  my s o n  t o  go t h r o u g h  i s  wh a t  I 

w e n t  t h r o u gh when  my f a t h e r  d i e d . I d o n ' t  
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a s  h e  d i d . I don ' t  want h im to s ee  that 

w i th me . Both o f  my parents , a s  I sa i d , 

were v i ct ims o f  lung cancer . One n i ece i s  

recover ing , we hope , f r om brea st c a ncer . 

Four c o u s i n s  that are d ead , two on each 

s i de o f  the fami ly . And on my mother ' s  

s i d e , h er father and s even o f  her 

genera t i o n  o f  the ten that made i t  into 

adu l thood d i ed o f  cancer o f  one form or 

another . 

S o  I ' ve come to  the commun i ty 

ton ight to s o l i c i t  your he l p . And 

b a s i c a l l y  I want you to  h e l p  me dec ide  

pos i t i v e l y  to move to  York . And what I ' m 

ask i ng you to do i s  to  cons ider dep l oy i ng 

funds to acqu ire the new techno l ogy which 

wou l d  s i gn i f i c ant ly  reduce the pro j ected 

output of the cogen p l a nt . Otherw i s e , do 

not a l l ow the p l a nt to be bu i l t .  

I a m  convi nced that i f  you were 

to  l ook at a new car purchas ing d e c i s ion 

and you had the a b i l ity to  buy a brand new 

sh i ny 1 9 8 5  Ford w ith no m i l e s  on  i t  that 

had been s i t t i ng i n  storage for ten years 

and i f  the a l ternat ive to that were a 1 9 9 5 

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U RT R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E 

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: There is a suite of technologies with varying degrees of technological 
risk that have been considered and adopted for inclusion into the Clean Coal 
Program. There are advantages and disadvantages associated with each of these 
technologies with respect to parameters such as emissions, reliability, probabil ity of 
upset conditions, and maintainability . Those technologies that tend to be further 
along the maturation curve tend to be those that have lower risk of upset conditions 
and off-specification performance. The technology being demonstrated by the 
proposed project falls into this latter category. A new technology's performance 
needs to be assessed not only for its expected level of emissions reduction, but also 
for its technology risk in terms of expected performance. Looking at the whole 
picture, the proposed technology is competitive with other advanced technologies 
when analyzing emissions reduction coupled with technological risk. Please also 
refer to the responses to Comments D-37/ 16 and D-39/ 1 3  for more information on 
the consideration of alternative technologies . 
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2 8 0  

m o d e l  a t  t h e  s a m e  c o s t , t h a t  y o u  w o u l d  

2 p r o b a b l y  t ak e  t h e  ' 9 5 m o d e l .  T h e  b e n e f i t  

3 w o u l d  b e , o f  c o u r s e ,  s u p e r i o r e ng i n e e r i ng , 

4 r i d e  c o m f o r t a n d  a l l  t h o s e  c r e a t u r e  

t h i n g s , a n d  a l s o  a 9 0  p e r c e n t  r e d u c t i o n  i n  

t a i l p i p e em i s s i o n s . 

7 I w a n t  y o u  t o  h e l p  m e  to move  my 
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b u s i n e s s  to Y o rk . And a l l  y o u  n e e d  t o  d o  

i s  d e c i d e  i n  f a v o r  o f  t h e  n e w  t e c h n o l o g y . 

T h a n k s . 

ROY  L .  E I G U R E N : 

La d i e s  a nd g e n t l em e n , t h a t  

c o n c l u d e s  t h e  l i s t  o f  t h o s e  i nd i v i d u a l s  

who r e g i s t e r e d  t o  comm e n t  t h i s  e v e n i ng . 

I ' d  a s k , a r e  t h e r e  i nd i v i d u a l s  i n  t h e  

a u d i e n c e  w h o  h a v e  n o t  s p o k e n  a n d  w o u l d  

l i k e  t h e  o p p o r t u n i ty to d o  s o ?  Y e s , s i r . 

C a n  we h a v e  y o u r  n a m e  f o r  t h e  r e c o r d , 

s i r ?  

R I CHARD CLARK : 

My n a m e  i s  R i c h a r d  C l a r k  a n d  I 

s p o k e  t h e  oth e r  n i g h t  a s  a s p o k e s p e r s o n , 

a n  e l e c t e d  s p o k e s p e r s o n  f o r  a g r o u p  

c a l l e d , STOP , S t op T a r g e t i n g  O u r  P e o p l e . 

I h a v e  s ome c omme n t s  to m a k e  r e l a t i v e  to 

SARA ANN SARG ENT 
COURT R E P O R T I N G S E RV I C E  
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2 8 1  

S T O P . I h a v e  s o m e  o f  my own c o mme n t s  t h a t  

I ' d l i k e  t o  s t a r t  o u t  w i th . S o  I ' m 

s p e a k i n g f i r s t  a s  a r e s i d e n t  o f  N o r t h  

C o d o r u s  Tow n s h i p , n o t  a s  a n  e l e c t e d  

s p o k e s p e r s o n f o r  S T O P . 

B a c k  i n  1 9 7 0  a n d  f o r  two o r  

t h r e e  y e a r s  a f t e r  N E PA w a s  i m p l e m e n t e d , 

t h e r e  w a s  a g r e a t  d e a l  o f  r e s e a r c h  t h a t  

w e n t  o n  b e c a u s e  N E PA , t h e  s k e l e t o n  w a s  

c r e a t e d . B u t  i n  t e r ms o f  t h e  f l u s h i ng 

o u t ,  if  y o u  w i l l ,  o f  the s k e l e t o n , i t  

h a d n ' t  b e e n  d o n e . I h e a r d  t h a t  t h e r e  w e r e  

a l o t  o f  t h e  i n d u s t r i e s  th a t  w e r e  v e r y  

p e r p l e x e d  by t h e  r e g u l a t i o n s  a n d  p e r p l e x e d  

by w h a t  t h e y  n e e d e d  t o  d o  t o  c o mp l y  w i th 

N E PA and s o  o n . Y e t  a t  t h a t  t i me t h e r e  

w a s  a t e rm t h a t  c a m e u p  a n d  i t  h a d  t o  d o  

w i th r e g u l a t o r y  a g e n c i e s  a n d  I r e a l i z e  

t h a t  t h e  D O E  i s  n o t  a r e g u l a t o r y  a g e n c y  

b u t  y o u  a r e  a s  t h e  a g e n c i e s  w i t h  t h e  N E PA 

p r o c e s s  in a s e n s e  a r e g u l a t o r y  a g e n c y . 

T h e r e  w a s  a t e r m c a l l e d  

c l i e n t e l e  c a p t u r e . I d o n ' t  k n o w  i f  a n y  o f  

y o u  h a v e  ever  h e a r d  o f  i t  o r  n o t . 

w h a t  i t  a m o u n t e d  t o  w a s  t h a t  t h e  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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r e g u l a t o r y  a g e n c i e s  w e r e  t a k e n  c a p t i v e , s o  

t o  s p e a k ,  by t h e  i n d u s t r y  t h a t  t h e y  w e r e  

s u p p o s e d  t o  b e  r e g u l a t i n g . I wa s i nv o l v e d  

w i th t h e  p r od u c t i o n o f  E n v i r o nm e n t a l 

I mp a c t  S t a t e m e n t s . A t  t h a t  t i m e , t h e r e  

w e r e  q u i t e a n u m b e r  o f  p e op l e  t h a t  t h e r e  

w e r e  b e c a u s e  t h e r e  wa s r e a l l y n o  c o u n t r y  

o f  s c i e n t i s t s  t h a t  c o u l d  f u l f i l l  t h e  ca l l  

f o r  s tu d i e s  a n d  s o  on . 

And I wou l d  j u s t  o f f e r t h a t  I 

t h i n k  w i t h  r e g a rd t o  r e a d i n g t h a t  d o c u m e n t  

t h a t  I s a w  s o m e  c l a s s i c  s ymptom s  o f  

c l i e n t e l e  c a p t u r e . I t  w o u l d  a p p e a r  t h a t  

t h e  d o c u m e n t  h a d  b e e n  s a n i t i z e d a s  f a r  a s  

a n y a d v e r s e  comm e n t s  r e l a t i v e  t o  t h e  

p r o j e c t . T h a t  c o n c e r n s  m e . I f o u n d  t e r m s  

l i k e  m i n i m i z e  a n d  n o  s i g n i f i c a n t  a n d  s o  o n  

a n d  s o  f o rth u s e d  q u i t e l i t e r a l l y .  And  I 

d o n ' t  t h i nk t h a t  t h e  D O E  i s  d o i n g 

t h e m s e l v e s  a n y s e rv i c e  by d o i n g t h i s . 

A n d  I wou l d  u r g e  y o u  t o , i n  t h e  f i n a l  

Env i r o n m e n t a l I mp a c t  S t a t e m e n t , c o m e  b a c k  

a n d  t a k e  a l o ok a t  s o me o f  t h o s e  t h i ng s . 

I h e a r d  a s t a t e m e n t  h e r e  t o n i g h t  

w i th r e g a rd t o  t h e r e  b e i n g n o  h e a l t h r i s k 

S ARA ANN SARG ENT 
COURT REPORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: DOE strived to be objective when analyzing both the positive and 
negative impacts related to this proposed project. The Department attempted to rely 
on quantitative analyses whenever possible to arrive at a finding. There have been 
many layers of internal and external review, involving both Federal , contractor, and 
inter-Agency personnel to help ensure this objectivity. It is believed that both 
positive and negative impacts are objectively analyzed, included, and conveyed in 
the EIS . 

DOE has reviewed the EIS to ensure that words like "minimize" and "significant" 
are used in their proper context. "Significant" has a special meaning as defined in 
the National Environmental Pol icy Act' s implementing regulations. In air quality 
analyses, the use of the word "significant" has a specific regulatory definition. It 
is recognized that "significant" and "minimal" have subjective and conclusionary 
connotations and should generally be avoided; however, these words oftentimes are 
the best to convey to the reader the general findings of an analysis where no 
quantitative or comparative measures are available. It should be noted that DOE 
attempts to make EISs as readable, communicative, and comprehensible to the public 
as possible. Sometimes the use of subjective and conclusionary terms can convey 
to the reader in an efficient manner the "sense" of the finding, rather than via more 
complicated technical jargon. 

Response: As stated in the FEIS (Executive Summary), DOE bel ieves that the 
information presented is an accurate portrayal of the health risk findings: 

The results of these assessments indicate that the lifetime excess 
cancer rate from potential exposure to emissions from the proposed 
project would be no more than 3 in 1 million, which is in the range 
of the generally accepted lifetime cancer risk. Radionucl ide 
emissions account for much of this cancer risk. Hazard Quotients 
for noncarcinogenic substances are all less than 1 ,  and Hazard 
Indices for all pathway-specific exposures (air, soil and food) to 
noncarcinogenic substances are less than 1 ,  indicating that adverse, 
noncancer health effects due to emissions from the proposed project 
would not be expected. The proposed project should. therefore. 
have no measurable adverse effects to human health . (underline 
added) 

Multiple health risk assessments were conducted to arrive at these findings. 

May 1995 
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c r e a t e d . I t  s e e m s  t o  me a s t a t e m e n t  l i k e  

t h a t  i s  i n d e f e n s i b l e .  W i t h o u t  a n y 

q u a l i f i c a t i o n s , t h e r e  i s  p r o b a b l y  n o  

q u a l i f i e r s  a t  a l l . W h e n  y o u  m a k e  a 

s t a t e m e n t  l i k e  t h a t ,  i t  s e ems  l i k e  i t ' s  

i n d e f e n s i b l e . 

W i t h r e g a r d  t o  c o mm e n t s  r e l a t i v e  

t o  S TO P , I wou l d  o f f e r  t h e  f o l l o w i n g . I 

w o u l d  a s k  t h a t  t h e r e  b e  a c o m p r e h e n s i ve 

t a b l e  i n  t h e  f i n a l s t a t e m e n t  t h a t  wo u l d  

a d d r e s s  a l l  o f  t h e  e i t h e r  e x c e s s e s  o f  

F e d e r a l  r e g u l a t i o n s , n o t  o n l y  F e d e r a l 

r e g u l a t i o n s  b u t  F e d e r a l g u i d e l i n e s . I 

n o t i c e  w i t h r e g a r d  - - - I h a v e n ' t  r e a d  t h e  

w h o l e  d o c u m e n t . I h a v e n ' t  h a d  t i m e . I ' m  

a c o l l e g e  p r o f e s s o r  a n d w e ' r e  r i g h t  i n  t h e  

m i d d l e  o f  e x a m s  a n d  s o  I ' ve h a d  o t h e r  

t h i n g s  t h a t  I ' v e h a d  t o  d o . 

B u t  I n o t i c e d  i n  t e r m s  o f  n o i s e , 

n o i s e  i s  r e a l l y n o t  a d d r e s s e d t h a t  

t h o r o u g h l y . N o i s e  i s  s o me t h i n g  t h a t  y o u  

c a n  - - - I r e a l i z e  t h a t  n o i s e i s  s o m e t h i n g 

t h a t  y o u  c a n ' t  q u a n t i f y  b u t  s o u n d s  y o u  

c a n . I f  t h e r e  a r e  F e d e r a l e n e rg y  

g u i d e l i n e s  a n d  I d o n ' t  s e e  t h o s e  a d d r e s s e d  

SARA A N N  S ARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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It is not the position of DOE that no health risk would be created under the proposed 
project. Rather, the risk assessments indicated that exposures to noncarcinogenic 
and carcinogenic substances would result in risk levels that would be considered 
general ly acceptable. 

Response: Most of the environmental regulations relating to coal-fired power or 
steam plants are state regulations . Many of these, however, are rooted in Federal 
statutes . 

Regulatory requirements may be exceeded in two ways. First, regulatory 
constraints , l imits, or requirements may be exceeded in accordance with an 
exception or consent agreement. These are grants of a right to exceed the l imits 
normally imposed by regulations . Two exceedances that apply to the P. H .  
Glatfelter Company, color units and temperature (below the company's wastewater 
discharge to Codorus Creek), are described in a new table (Table 9.4) contained in 
Chapter 9 of the FEIS . Second, regulatory requirements, including l imits prescribed 
in permits, may be exceeded without a grant of the right to do so . An example 
would be the emission of sulfur dioxide (S02) at a greater rate than allowed by a 
permit for a specified time period . Such exceedances do not presently apply to the 
proposed York County Energy Partners, L .P .  (YCEP) facil ity because the proposed 
facility is not operational . Existing industrial facil ities may exceed certain limits 
from time to time, due to unforeseen fluctuations or events . DOE does not have 
access to information on this latter type of exceedance, except for information on file 
with regulatory agencies -- primarily PADER. Any existing information of this type 
is available upon request from the regulatory agencies . 

"Guidel ines" are issued by various industry groups, non-regulatory governmental 
agencies, regulatory agencies acting in a non-regulatory capacity, and various trade 
and professional organizations . Because of the many possible sources of guidelines, 
these all cannot be readily evaluated, compiled, and compared to the proposed 
YCEP Cogeneration Facility. However, various guidelines have been followed from 
project design to study procedures and results analysis . 

Response: Potential impacts from noise - both from construction and operation of 
the proposed facil ity - are discussed in Section 4. 1 .  7 of the EIS . The baseline 
environment with respect to noise is discussed in Section 3 . 1 .  7. These sections 
summarize the noise assessment that is contained in the Environmental Information 
Volume (ENSR, 1994). 

As noted in the ErS , there are no appl icable Federal standards for ambient 
(community) noise. Because there are no applicable regulatory standards, the 
criteria used to assess impacts due to noise are that any additional noise from the 
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a t  a l l  i n  the  s t a t e me n t . A g a i n ,  m a y b e  I 

m i s s e d t h e m . B u t  i f  t h e y  a r e n ' t  i n  t h e r e , 

t h o s e  a r e  t h e  s o � t s  o f  t h i ng s  t h a t  s h o u l d  

b e  i n c l u d ed i n  t h a t  comp l e t e t a b l e  t h a t  

w o u l d  i n d i c a t e  a n y  p l a c e s  a t  a l l  w h e r e  a ny 

s t a n d a r d s  m a y  p o s s i b l y  b e  e x c e e d e d . 

W i t h  r e g a r d  t o  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  

t e c h n o l o g i e s , I a l r e a d y  a d d r e s s e d t h a t  o n  

W e d n e s d a y  n i ght . I c om m e n d  y o u  f o r  

g e t t i n g i n t o  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  t e c h n o l o g i e s  

a nd I h a d  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e  p r e s s u r i z e d 

f l u i d i z e d  c o mbu s t i o n  h a s  c e r t a i n  

a d v a n t a g e s . I r e a l i z e  t h a t  t h e r e ' s  g o i n g 

t o  b e  d i s a d v a n t a g e s  a s  w e l l .  B u t  a c o u p l e  

o f  a d v a n t a g e s  a r e  r a r e l y  s e e n  i n  t h e  

p r o g r a m m a t i c  Env i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  

S t a t e m e n t . O f f  t h e  t o p , y o u  h a v e  a t e n  

p e r c e n t  r e d u c t i o n  i n  N O x . W e  c o m m e n d  y o u  

t h e n  w i t h , a g a i n , r e i t e r a t e , a f u l l - b l o wn 

c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  a l t e r n a t i v e  t e c h n o l o g i e s , 

a t  l e a s t  t h o s e  t h a t  i nv o l ve d  c o a l .  S o  

t h e r e ' s  c o a l  g a s i f i c a t i o n a n d  I m e n t i o n e d  

t h e  p r e s s u r i z e d combu s t i o n . I w o u l d  a s k  

t h a t  t h e y  b e  g i v e n  f u l l - b l ow n  t r e a tm e n t  i n  
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proposed facility should not be discernible over the existing background noise. To 
establ ish a representative baseline, background noise was monitored at seven noise
sensitive locations which included: 

• a residence, located on the southern perimeter of the site, which would be the 
nearest residence to the proposed facility, 

• the intersection of the access drive to the Roundwood Facility and Route 1 16, 
• the Lions Club pavilion and the fishing area at Kesslers Pond, 
• the eastern bank of Kesslers Pond, 
• the P .  H .  Glatfelter Company's Research Building on Rockery Road, 
• the residence of the manager of the T & J Breeder Farm off of Colonial 

Valley Road, and 
• the northeast corner of the T & J Breeder Farm building, which is the corner 

closest to the proposed facility .  

In addition to these seven noise-sensitive locations, background noise at the proposed 
site was monitored at the backstop of the ballfield currently located on the proposed 
site. Collectively, these measurements provided a baseline against which noise 
increases from the proposed facil ity were assessed . 

Noise impacts from construction and operation of the proposed facility were 
modeled and the expected noise levels were compared to the basel ine. Noise which 
would be expected to result from construction activities range from 0 to 3 decibels 
A-weighted (dBA). As most on-site construction activities would be expected to 
occur during the daytime, these small increases would not be expected to be 
noticeable. 

Noise impacts from the operation of the plant were modeled using a point source 
propagation model (ERTNOI) . Steam venting would occur from an automatic 
pressure control valve and a safety rel ief valve. The automatic pressure control 
valve would be fitted with a vent silencer which would baffle acoustic energy. The 
safety relief valve would only function in the event of a failure of the automatic 
pressure control valve, and would not be expected to occur with any predictable 
frequency. 

Railcar coupling and uncoupling would have an impact on the most noise-sensitive 
receptors located at the T & J Breeding Farm. The maximum daytime noise level 
expected to occur due to railcar coupling and decoupling would be 60 dBA at the 
receptor located at the northeast corner of the breeder building. This increase 
exceeds 10  decibels, and would be perceived as a doubling in loudness. However, 
this maximum noise event would be infrequent, and would be limited to daytime 
operations. In addition, the breeder building itself would dampen noise such that 
the perceived noise inside the chicken house would be expected to be approximately 
1 0  dBA less than outside levels. These levels would not be expected to cause 
disturbance to the chickens. 
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T h e  o t h e r  t h i n g t h a t  I w o u l d  a s k  

f o r  wou l d  b e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f  a l t e r n a t i v e  

s i t e s . T h i s  h a s  b e e n  a d d r e s s e d a n d , D r . 

V a n  O o t e g h em , y o u  h a d  i n  y o u r  s u f f i c i e ncy 

r e v i e w  of  t h e  EIV f o r  t h e  West M a n c h e s t e r  

T own s h i p  h a d  a d d r e s s e d  t h i s ,  h a d  i n d i c a t e d  

t h a t  t h e  ap p l i c a n t s  s h o u l d  a d d r e s s  t h e s e  

th i n g s . And  I wou l d  r e i t e r a t e  t h a t  t h e  

a l t e r n a t i v e s i t e s  a n d  t h e  p r o c e s s  by w h i c h  

t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e s i t e s  w e r e  c o n s i d e r e d  a nd 

t h e  r e a s o n s  f o r  t h e i r  r e j e c t i o n , t h a t  

t h e s e  s h o u l d  a l s o  b e  a d d r e s s e d i n  t h e  

f i na l s t a t e m e n t . T h a n k  y o u  v e r y  m u c h . 

ROY L .  E I G U R E N : 

C o u l d  we h a v e  y o u r  n a m e ?  

WARREN EVA N S : 

I ' m  D r . W a r r e n  E v a n s  f r o m  E l k  

T o w n s h i p .  My b a c k g r o u n d  i s  i n  

b i o chem i s try . I h a v e  a P h . D .  i n  

b i o c h e m i stry f r o m  H a r v a r d  Me d i c a l  S ch o o l . 

I w a s  h e r e  o n  W e d n e s d a y  n i g h t  a n d  I m a d e  

m o r e  o f  a p e r s o n a l s t a t e m e n t . I ' d  l i k e  t o  

ca l l  y o u r  a t t e n t i o n t o  t a b l e  4 . 1 - 2 . 

a r e a s  t h a t  I am c o n c e r n e d  a bo u t . 

Y o u ' v e h e a r d  a n u m b e r  o f  

S ARA ANN SARGENT 
COURT REP ORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: Issues regarding consideration of alternative technologies have been 
previously discussed under Comment D-391 1 3 .  Please refer to the response for this 
comment. 

Response: Section 1 . 1  of the EIS summarizes the history of this proposed project 
and the various proposed sites of Tallahassee, West Manchester, and North Codorus. 
Responses to Comments D-8 1 1 17  and D-3261 19  provide additional information on 
the moves from Tallahassee and West Manchester, and D-12 1 / 14  discusses West 
Manchester as an alternative site. 

Prior to selection of the North Codorus site, York County Energy Partners, L.P.  
(YCEP) conducted an extensive site search over a 1 - 1 12 year period. The site 
search spanned Met-Ed's service territory. Selection criteria and the background for 
the North Codorus selection are described in Section 2.2. 1 . 1  of the EIS . Under the 
Clean Coal Technology (CCT) Program, DOE is not responsible for selecting a 
project site, but only for evaluating the suitabil ity of a site proposed by the industrial 
partner. In both the West Manchester and North Codorus site moves, YCEP 
proposed only one location to DOE. In each case, DOE found the site sufficiently 
acceptable to proceed with preparation of an environmental impact statement. 
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l a y p e o p l e  h e r e  t o n i g h t  w h o  h a ve e x p r e s s e d  

t h e i r  c o n c e r n s  th a t  t h e y  a r e  n o t  

s c i e nt i s t s . And  i n  a s e n s e  w i t h o u t  h a v i n g 

t h e  s c i e nt i f i c b a c k g r o u n d , t h e y  f e e l  

e x p l o i t e d . T h e y  d o n ' t  h a ve t h e  k i nd o f  

t e c h n i c a l b a c k g r o u n d , t h e y  d o n ' t  h a v e  t h e  

r e s o u r c e s  t o  h i r e  t h e  k i n d o f  t e c h n i c a l  

p e r s o n n e l  t h a t  y o u  a n d  t h e  Y o r k  C o u n t y  

E n e r g y  Pa r t n e r s  h a v e  h a d  a va i l a b l e  to y o u . 

S o  I ' m go i n g to i n  a v e r y  c u r s o r y  w a y  t r y  

t o  a s k  y o u  s e v e r a l q u e s t i o n s  a b o u t  t h e  

d a t a  i n  t a b l e  4 . 1 - 2 . Th i s  i s  o n  p a g e  4 - 2 2 . 

I f  w e  a c c e pt y o u r  a s s u mpt i o n s , 

a n d  t h a t ' s  a b i g  i f ,  b e c a u s e  a s  y o u  we l l  

k n o w , t h e r e  a r e  l a r g e  v a r i a t i o n s  t h a t  c a n  

o c c u r  i n  d a t a c o l l e c t i o n . I d o n ' t  s e e  i n  

t h e s e  t a b l e s  a n y s t a n d a r d s  o f  d e v i a t i o n s . 

S o  I wo u l d f o r m a l l y r e q u e s t  t h a t  t h e  

s t a n d a r d  d e v i a t i o n s  be i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  

t a b l e  to g i v e  s o m e  p e o p l e  a n  i d e a  o f  w h a t  

k i n d o f  r a n ge w e ' r e t a l k i ng a b o u t  w i t h 

t h e s e  d a t a  f i g u r e s . 

S e c o n d l y  w i t h r e g a r d to t h i s  

t a b l e , I a p p l a u d  y o u  i n  t r y i ng t o  m a k e  a n  

e s t i m a t e  o f  w h e t h e r  t h e r e  w o u l d  b e  

SARA ANN S A RG E N T  
C O URT R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Enviromnental hnpact Statement 

Response: Table 4. 1 -2 displays maximum permitted emissions values . In a 
statistical sense there are no "standard deviations" of these maximum values, which 
are absolute. However, the "range" or "spread" of emissions data can be assessed 
by comparing the permitted levels to estimates of actual emission levels shown in 
Table 4. 1 -2a, which has been added to the FEIS . 
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s i g n i f i c a n t  r e d u ct i o n s  i n  s u l f u r  d i o x i d e  

a n d  i n  t h e  n i t r o g e n  o x i d e s  a n d  t h e  

p a r t i c l e s . I f  o n e  a c c e p t s  y o u r  a s s umpt i o n s  

o f  t h e  d a t a , wh o e v e r  p r e p a r e d  t h i s  t a b l e ,  

wh i c h  I ' m not r e a l l y s u r e  a s  t o  who d i d  

p r e p a r e  t h i s  t a b l e  - - - a n d  I t h i n k t h a t ' s  

a n o t h e r  r e q u e s t  I wou l d  l i k e  t o  h a v e  i s  t o  

m a k e  i t  s p e c i f i c a t  t h e  b o t t o m  o f  t h e  

t a b l e  e x a c t l y  who w e r e  t h e  p e r s o n n e l  w h o  

p r e p a r e d  t h e  t a b l e ?  W e r e  t h e s e  emp l o y e e s  

o f  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  o r  w e r e  th e s e  e mp l o y e e s  

o f  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r gy o r  w e r e  t h e s e  

c o n t r a c t o r s  t h a t  w e r e  h i r e d  by P . H .  

G l a t f e l t e r  o r  a r e  the s e  c o n t r a c t i n g  

a g e n c i e s  o f  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r g y ?  

A n d , i f  s o , i f  t h e s e  w e r e  c o n t r a c t i n g  

a g e n c i e s  o f  t h e  D e pa r t m e n t  o f  E n e r g y , I 

wou l d  f o rma l l y r e q u e s t  t h a t  y o u  put  th e i r  

q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  e i t h e r  i n  a n  a p pe n d i x  o r  

a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  t a b l e . 

ROY  L .  E I G U R E N : 

D o c t o r , i t ' s  my u n d e r s t a n d i n g  

f o r  c l a r i f i c a t i o n  purp o s e s , s i r ,  t h a t  

t h o s e  s p e c i f i c q u e s t i o n s  w i l l  b e  a d d r e s s ed 

i n  t h e  f i n a l  E I S .  E a c h o f  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C OURT R E P ORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: DOE has used an interdiscipl inary approach for the preparation of the 
EIS . There are many individuals from multidisciplinary backgrounds who have 
participated in the preparation of the EIS and its many components , including tables 
and figures. Section 1502. 1 7  of the CEQ NEPA implementing regulations require 
that the EIS include the names and qual ifications of persons who were primarily 
responsible for preparing the EIS or significant background papers, including basic 
components of the statement. The list of preparers for this EIS can be found in 
Chapter 1 1  of the Draft and Final EISs.  

Response: The qual ifications of preparers contributing to the writing of the EIS are 
presented in Chapter 1 1  of the EIS . The qualifications of contractors writing the 
source documents that were used in developing the EIS are not included in this 
Chapter, since they are not technically "preparers " and it would be inaccurate and 
misleading to refer to these individuals as the authors of the EIS . 

References are provided throughout the text and a comprehensive bibl iography is 
located in Chapter 10 .  Unless explicitly stated otherwise in the EIS , information 
was compiled by authors identified in Chapter 1 1  of the EIS . Most data in the EIS 
have been provided by the industrial partner, Federal and State officials and official 
documents, and independent studies conducted by private contractors. All data have 
been reviewed by the Army Corps of Engineers, DOE's environmental project 
manager, as well as by their contractors, for reasonableness and accuracy. The 
qualifications and responsibilities of those individuals involved in preparation of the 
EIS are noted in Chapter 1 1 ,  "List of Preparers . "  

The revised Table 4. 1 -2 in the FEIS was assembled by A .  Leslie (Energetics, Inc.) 
and J. Wachter (DOE) from source information publicly available in the reading 
rooms and through personal correspondence with P. H .  Glatfelter Company. 
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t h a t  y o u ' r e a s k i n g  w i l l  b e  a d d r e s s e d  

f o r m a l l y .  

WARR EN E VAN S : 

T h a n k  y o u . T h e  n e x t  i s s u e  i s  

t h e  comp l e t e n e s s  o f  t h e  t a b l e  wh i c h  D r . 

C l a rk w a s  g e t t i n g  a t . H e  w a s  r e q u e s t i n g  a 

comp l e t e  t a b l e . I n  o t h e r  w o r d s , h e r e  y o u  

h a v e  l i s t ed s u l f u r  d i o x i d e , n i t r o g e n  o x i d e  

a n d  t h e  p a r t i c u l a t e s . And  w e  a l l  k n o w  

t h o s e  a r e  s i g n i f i c a n t  h e a l th r i s k s . And , 

a g a i n , I app l a u d y o u  f o r  a d d r e s s i n g t h o s e  

t h r e e . B u t  f o r  t h e  p u r p o s e s  o f  t h e  

p e o p l e , t h e  l a y p e o p l e ,  y o u ' v e h e a r d t h i s  

g e n t l e m a n  very e l o q u e nt l y  a s k f o r  t h e  

k i n d s  o f  i n f o r m a t i o n  t h a t  h e  c o u l d  

u n d e r s t a n d  a n d i t  wou l d n ' t  t a k e  a p e r s o n  

w i th a Ph . D .  o r  w i t h  a m e d i c a l d e g r e e  t o  

u n d e r s t a n d  w h a t  t h e s e  h e a l t h  r i s k s  a r e . 

t h i n k i t ' s  p o s s i b l e  f o r  t h e  o r d i n a r y 

p e r s o n  to u n d e r s t a n d  d a t a  i f  y o u  m a k e  i t  

c l e a r  t o  them . Y o u ' r e n o t  m a k i n g  t h i s  

d a t a  c l e a r ,  a n d  I w i l l  t e l l  y o u  why . 

Th i s  ta b l e ,  i f  i t  w e r e  r e a l l y 

b e i n g  p r e s e n t e d  f o r  t h e  l a y p e r s o n  to 

u n d e r s t a n d , wou l d  have more t h a n  s u l f u r  

S ARA ANN SARG E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: As discussed more fully in the response to Comment D-34/1 , an 
additional table, Table 4. 1 -2a, has now been included in the FEIS that lists data on 
emissions of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and carbon monoxide (CO) from 
both the proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P.  (YCEP) project and from the 
P .  H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No . 4. 

See also the response to Comment D-35/8 . 
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d i o x i d e , m o r e  t h a n  the  N O x  a n d  t h e  PM - 1 0 s . 

I t  w o u l d  a l s o  i n c l u d e  s u c h  t h i n g s  a s  t h e  

vo l a t i l e  o r g a n i c s . N o w , y o u  s a y  t h a t ' s  

n o t  r e q u i r e d  u n d e r  y o u r  r e g u l a t i o n s  t o  

d e a l w i t h  t h a t  i s s u e . 

B u t  wo u l d n ' t  i t  b e  v e r y  h e l p f u l  

f o r  the  o rd i n a r y l a y m a n  t o  s e e  j u s t  w h a t  

t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  i s  g o i n g t o  b e  w h e n  y o u  

h a v e  y o u r  p l a n t  o n - l i n e  i n  c o n j u n c t i o n  

w i t h t h e  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  f u r n a c e  n u m b e r  

f o u r  i f  i t  o n l y  f u n ct i o n s  f o r  o n e  m o n t h . 

I t  wo u l d  be very  u s e f u l  t o  s e e  w h e t h e r  

t h e r e  w e r e  go i n g t o  be s i g n i f i c a n t  

r e d u c t i o n s  u s i n g t h e s e  s a m e  u n i t s . I 

m e a n , p e o p l e  c a n  u n d e r s t a n d  t o n s  p e r  y e a r . 

I t ' s  m u c h  h a r d e r  t o  u n d e r s t a nd t h e  k i n d s  

o f  comp u t e r  mo d e l i n g d a t a  t h a t  y o u  h a v e  

w i t h reg a r d t o  vo l a t i l e  o r g a n i c s  o r  w i t h 

r e g a r d t o  r a d i o n u c l i d e s , wh i c h I ' l l t a k e  

u p  n e x t . I t ' s  v e r y  h a r d  f o r  p e o p l e . 

The  a v e r a g e  p e r s o n  i n  Y o r k  

C o u n t y i s  not  u s e d  t o  t h a t  t y p e  o f  

t e r m i n o l o g y . And  t h e y ' r e a b s o l u t e l y  

r i g h t , t h a t  i n  a s e n s e  t h e y  a r e  b e i n g 

d e c e i ve d . And  t h e y  a r e  b e i n g e x p l o i t e d  by 

SARA ANN S A RG E N T  
COURT R E PORT I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: As discussed in the responses to Comments D-341 1 and D-35/8, carbon 
monoxide (CO) and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) emission data from both the 
proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P.  (YCEP) project and the P .  H .  
Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No . 4 have now been listed in  Table 4. 1 -2a. 
This table has been included in the FEIS to supplement Table 4. 1 -2 that l isted sulfur 
dioxide (S02), oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and particulate matter (PM10) permitted 
emission data. As a result of the proposed YCEP project, a reduction would occur 
to the permitted level of 2,419 tons/yr for sulfur dioxide (S�), 272 tons/yr for 
oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and 65 tons/yr of particulate matter (PM10) ,  representing 
a maximum decrease of 2, 756 tons of these pollutants . Table 4. 1 -2a shows that 
estimated actual emissions would decrease by 650 tons/yr of sulfur dioxide (S�), 
415 tons/yr of oxides of nitrogen (NOx), and 7 tons/yr of particulate matter (PM10) ,  
and would increase by 1 ,349 tons/yr of carbon monoxide (CO) and 35 tons/yr of 
VOCs, representing a maximum increase of 3 12 tons/yr of these pollutants . The 
conservative air quality scenario is represented by the proposed YCEP project and 
the P .  H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No . 4 running simultaneously during 
the 720 hours per year in which the Power Boiler No. 4 may be operated 
concurrently with the proposed project. Prevention of Significant Deterioration 
(PSD) analysis was undertaken for this "worst case" scenario, and is described in 
Sections 4. 1 .2.6 and 4. 1 .2.  7. This PSD analysis indicated that predicted 
concentrations of criteria pollutants would be 27 percent or less of their respective 
allowable PSD increments or would be below EPA significance levels .  

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-252/9 . 
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s c i e n t i s t s  who s h o u l d  k n o w  b e t t e r  o r  
p e r h a p s  s c i e n t i s t s  d o n ' t  k n o w  h o w  t o  t a l k  
t o  l a yp e op l e  a n ym o r e  b u t  t h e y  s h o u l d . And 
i t ' s  a b o u t  t i m e  t h a t  the t a xp a y e r s  wh o p a y  
f o r  t h e s e  s c i e n t i s t s  a n d t h e s e  r e p o r t s  b e  
g i v e n  e x p l a n a t i o n s  i n  t e r m s  t h a t  t h e y  c a n  
u n d e r s t a n d . 

And  s o  t h a t  br i n g s  m e  t o  a n o t h e r  
q u e s t i o n . A s  y o u  a l l  k n o w , t h e  n u c l e a r  
p o w e r  i n d u s try , o n e  o f  t h e i r  g r e a t  c l a i m s  
i s  t h a t  we a r e  s o  m u c h  b e t t e r  t h a n  c o a l 
t e ch n o l o gy . We d o n ' t  em i t  t h o s e  h i g h l y  
r a d i o a c t i v e  m a t e r i a l s  f r o m  t h e  s t a c k s  t h e  
way t h e  c o a l t e c h n o l ogy d o e s . 

S o  l e t ' s  a d d r e s s  t h e  i s s u e  o f  
r a d i o n u c l i d e s , wh i c h  y o u ' r e f o r m a l l y ,  a s  
y o u  t o  a d m i t  i n  y o u r  r e p o r t , n o t  r e q u i red 
t o  r e a l l y a d d r e s s  that  b e c a u s e  t h a t ' s  n o t  
r e q u i r e d  u n d e r  F e d e r a l l a w  f o r  t h e  c o a l 
t e c h n o l o g i e s . B u t  I th i n k y o u  s h o u l d  
a d d r e s s  th a t . I f  t h e  n u c l e a r  p o w e r  
i n d u s t r y  i s  c l a i m i n g tha t y o u r  s t a c k s  a r e  
s o  d i rty t h a t  y o u ' r e e m i t t i n g m o r e  
r a d i o a c t i v i t y  t h a n  t h e  n u c l e a r  p o wer 

p l a n ts a r e , then  c l e a r l y  s om e t h i n g i s  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Section 4. 1 .2 .8  of the EIS discusses the radionuclide emissions that 
would result from the proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P.  (YCEP) project. 
Table 4. 1- 12  and Table 4. 1 -12a present estimates of the primary radionuclide 
emission rates for the proposed project. Table 4. 1 - 12b lists estimated radionucl ide 
emissions from P. H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No . 4. 

Please see the responses to Comments D-29 113 and D-294/6. 

DEC-587 
May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

bEc-588 
May 1995 

2 9 1  

w r o n g . C l e a r l y  s o meth i n g i s  w r o n g . 

2 And  w h e n  y o u  l o ok a t  y o u r  
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1 9  end  u p  i n  t h e i r  l u n g  a s  a p a r t i c l e . Y o u  

2 0  k n o w  t h a t  a n d  I know t h a t  a n d  t h e y  k n o w  

2 1  t h a t . T h e y ' r e n o t  t h a t  s t u p i d . 

2 2  S o  I f o r ma l l y  r e q u e s t  t h a t  i n  

2 3  t h i s  t a b l e  y o u  p u t  t h e  r a d i o nu c l i d e  
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SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Section 4. 1 .2 .8  of the FEIS has been revised to more comprehensively 
address radionuclide emissions from the proposed York County Energy Partners, 
L.P.  (YCEP) project. These estimates have been made on the basis of 9 12,500 tons 
of coal burned per year by the proposed YCEP project. In estimating the overall 
radionucl ide emissions resulting from the proposed project, no credit has been taken 
for the curtailment of the P. H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No . 4. This 
curtailment would result in a maximum of 720 hours of concurrent operation per 
year (with the proposed project) and the reduced consumption of approximately 
90,000 tons/yr of coal , which is burned with less efficient fly ash capture. (Fly ash 
is the primary source of radionuclides that result from coal burning.)  Thus, the 
estimates are conservative, in that these represent the maximum amount of 
radionuclide emissions that could occur from the proposed YCEP project during 
possible simultaneous operation of the YCEP facil ity and P. H .  Glatfelter 
Company's Power Boiler No. 4 during 720 hours per year. Table 4. 1 - 12  in section 
4. 1 .2 . 8  displays estimates of radionuclide emissions contained in the radionuclide 
emissions report (Weston, 1995) and shows that the total weight of the radionuclides 
that would be released was estimated to be 14.8 lbs per year. This cited report is 
a revision to the one previously submitted by Weston and referenced in the DEIS 
(Weston, 1994b). The total radiation rate was estimated to be 77.26 millicuries per 
year. Table 4. 1 - 12a displays independent estimates of radionucl ide emissions made 
by DOE and shows that the total weight of the more extensive list of radionuclides 
that DOE considered was 15 .26 lbs per year; the total radiation rate was estimated 
to be 278 .91  mill icuries per year. Table 4. 1 . 12c has been added to the FEIS to 
present radionuclide differential emissions for the entire project, including 
curtailment of P.H. Glatfelter Company Power Boiler No . 4. 

Also , see the response to Comment D-294/6. 
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t h e  e x c e s s  c o a l . Y o u  s e e , w h a t ' s  h i d d e n , 

w h a t ' s  d e c e i t f u l  a b o u t  t h i s  i s  t h a t  y o u ' r e 

s a y i n g y o u ' r e burn i n g a l o t  m o r e  c o a l but 

p ut t i n g a l o t l e s s  p o l l u t i o n  out in t� e 

a i r .  B u t  a l l  t h a t  c o a l c o n t a i n s a l o t  

m o r e  r a d i o a c t i v i t y  a nd y o u  k n o w  t h a t . Y ou 

k n o w  t h a t  o n  a p e r  cur i e  - - - t h e  number o f  

cur i e s  p e r  y e a r , t h e  o u t p u t  o f  t h e  m i l l i o n  

t o n s  t h a t  you ' r e g o i n g  t o  b e  b u r n i ng i s  

g o i n g t o  b e  c l e a r l y  h i g h e r  t h a n  t h e  a m o u n t  

t h a t ' s  com i n g  o u t  o f  t h a t  f u r n a c e  n o w . 

A n d  I t h i n k y o u  s h ou l d  p u t  t h e  

r a d i o a c t i v i t y d a t a  f o r  t h e  f u r n a c e  f o r  

y o u r  n e w  c o g e n  p l a n t a n d  l e t ' s  s e e  h o w  

t h a t  c o mpa r e s  t o  wh a t  t h e  l e ve l s  t h a t  a r e  

b e i n g p u t  out i n t o  t h e  a i r  i n  Y o r k  County 

now a n d  see  whether maybe t h a t ' s  where  

s o m e  of  these  p e o p l e  are  d y i ng f r o m . 

M a y be t h a t ' s  w h e r e  i t ' s  c orn i n g  f r o m . 

Y o u ' r e m i s l e a d i n g t h e m . Y o u ' r e t e l l i n g  

t h e m  t h a t  s u l f u r  d i o x i d e  a nd n i t r o u s  o x i d e  

a n d t h e  p a r t i c l e s . 

We l l ,  b e l i e ve me , r a d i o a c t i v i ty 

i s  a f a r  m o r e  p o t e n t  c a u s e  o f  g e n e t i c  

d e f e c t s  i n  p e o p l e ' s  l u n g s  a n d  i n  t h e i r  

S A RA A N N  S AR G E N T  
COURT REP ORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: kadionucl ide emissions would increase by 225 . 1 5  mill icuries per year 
as a result of the proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) project (see 
Table 4. 1 - 12c) . Radon emissions of 2 14.40 millicuries per year account for the 
majority of these emissions. As discussed in the response to Comment D-294/6, the 
volume of particulate matter (PM10) emissions, with which non-radon radionuclide 
emissions are associated, would decrease on an overall-analysis basis. 

Response: As discussed in the response to Comment D-294/6, total radiation dose 
estimates would be less than 1 millirem per year (mrem/yr), which is a small 
percentage of the average 360 mrem/yr dose associated with the exposure to the 
average individual in the United States . 
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l i v e r s  a n d  i n  t h e i r  h o m e  now t h a n  a n y 

p a r t i c u l a t e  i s .  I a p p l a u d  t h e  d o c t o r  f o r  

t a l k i n g a b o u t  t h e  p a r t i c u l a t e s . H e  k n o w s  

a l o t  m o r e  a b o u t  l u n g  d i s e a s e . I w o r k e d  

o n  l e ukem i a  f o r  3 0  y e a r s . I c a n  t e l l  you 

o n e  o f  t h e  ma j o r c a u s e s  of  i t . Y o u  know 

t h i s  a n d the pu b l i c  knows i t ,  t h a t  

r a d i o a c t i v i t y i s  o n e  o f  t h e  m a j o r c a u s e s  

o f  l e u k e m i a . A n d  i t  c a n  c om e  f r o m  f l y a s h  

a n d  y o u know t h a t  a n d I t h i n k y o u  s h o u l d  

put t h a t  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  a n d  p u t  i t  i n  a way 

t h a t  p e o p l e  c a n  u n d e r s t a n d . 

Ok a y . I ' m c a l m i n g down now . 

I ' m  a s c i e n t i s t s o  I u n d e r s t a n d t h e s e  

i s s u e s . I k n o w  I c o u l d  d e c e i v e t h e s e  

peop l e  very  e a s i l y .  I c o u l d  d e c e i v e a l l  

o f  y o u  i f  I w a n t e d  t o . I c o u l d  b e  a 

r e n t - a - s c i e n t i s t  l i k e  t h i s  c h a r a c t e r  f r om 

P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r , a r e n t - a - s c i e n t i s t . I 

w o u l d n ' t  t r u s t  h i s  d a t a  o n e b i t  a n d  I 

d o n ' t  t h i nk you s h o u l d  t r u s t  h i s  d a t a . 

And  y o u  a r e  t r u s t i n g h i s  d a t a  b e c a u s e , 

I ' l l t e l l  you why . Look  i n  y o u r  r e p o r t , 

l o o k i n  t h e  ap p e n d i x  o f  y o u r  r e p o r t  a n d 

l o o k  w h o  d i d  t h e  r a d i o n u c l i d e  a n a l y s i s  f o r  

S A R A  A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO URT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Other than radon gas, the radionuclide emissions that result from the 
proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P.  (YCEP) project are associated with 
fly ash. Section 4. 1 .2 .8 of the FEIS includes the following new or revised tables 
that l ist estimates of radionuclide emissions : Table 4. 1 -1 2  "Estimated radionucl ide 
emission rates from the proposed YCEP facility , "  Table 4. 1 -1 2a "DOE estimates of 
radionuclide emission rates from the proposed YCEP facil ity, "  Table 4. 1 - 1 2b "DOE 
estimates of radionuclide emission rates from the P. H .  Glatfelter Company's Power 
Boiler No. 4, " and Table 4. 1 . 1 2c "DOE estimates of increase (reduction) of 
radionucl ide emission rates from the proposed YCEP facil ity. "  The information in 
the last table assumes curtailment of the P. H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler 
No . 4 to 720 hours per year of simultaneous operation with the proposed project. 

See also the response to Comment D-294/6. 
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y o u r  d a t a , W e s t o n . Who  h i r e d  W e s t o n ?  W h o  

h i r e d  h i m ?  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  h i r e d  h i m . 

Y o u  d o n ' t  t h i n k t h e y  d o n ' t  h a v e  a s t a k e  i n  

t h a t . I s h o u l d  s a y  a t  l e a s t  g o  o u t  a n d  

g e t  y o u r  own c o n t r a c t o r . 

I f o r m a l l y  s u g g e s t  t h a t  y o u  h a v e 

t h a t  r a d i o n u c l i d e  s t u d y d o n e  a g a i n  a n d  y o u  

g o  d o w n  t h e r e  a n d  me a s u r e  t h e  

r a d i o a c t i v i t y com i ng o u t  o f  t h a t  s t a c k  a n d  

y o u  c o m e  u p  w i t h a n e w  p r o p o s a l  f o r  w h a t  

t h a t  r a d i o a c t i v i t y i s  g o i n g t o  b e  a n d  y o u  

c o mpa r e  i t  b e f o r e  a n d  a f t e r  a n d m a k e  i t  

e a s y s o  t h e  pub l i c c a n  u n d e r s t a n d , s o  t h a t  

y o u r  D a i l y R e c o r d  c a n  u n d e r s t a n d  i t ,  s o  

t h e  Y o r k  D i sp a t c h  c a n  u n d e r s t a n d i t . Make 

it  c l e a r  t o  them . 

And  o n e  l a s t t h i n g a n d t h e n  I ' l l 

g e t  o f f  b e c a u s e  I know y o u ' r e t i r e d  o f  

h e a r i n g t h i s . But  I w a n t  t o  a s k o n e  m o r e  

q u e s t i o n . How c a n  t h e  a v e r a g e  p e r s o n  i n  

t h i s  c omm u n i t y  t h i s  who l e  p r o j e c t  

I f i nd my s e l f  i n  a r a t h e r  i r o n i c  p o s i t i o n  

bec a u s e  I w a s  a g r e a t  s u p p o r t e r  o f  

c o g e n e r a t i o n , a n d  y o u ' l l p r o b a b l y  f i nd 

that h a r d  to be l i e v e  bec a u s e  I saw s o  m a n y 

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: DOE performed independent estimates of radionucl ide emissions from 
both the proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P.  (YCEP) facil ity and the 
existing P. H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 4. These estimates are 
documented in Appendix L of the FEIS. Table 4. 1 - 12a in Section 4. 1 .2 .8  displays 
DOE's estimates and shows that the total radionucl ide emission rate was estimated 
to be 278 .91  mill icuries per year (mCi/yr) for the more extensive list of 
radionuclides that DOE considered . It is important to note that of this total , radon 
represented some 84 percent of the radionuclide emissions. Radon is a gas which 
has more than 20 known isotopes, of which Rn-220 and Rn-222 are the more 
important. Rn-220 has a half-life of only 55 seconds, while Rn-222 has a half-l ife 
of 3 . 82 days . 

Estimates have been made on the basis of 9 12,500 tons of coal burned per year by 
the proposed YCEP project. In estimating the overall radionuclide emissions 
resulting from the proposed YCEP project, no credit has been taken for the 
curtailment of the P.  H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 4. This curtailment 
would result in a maximum of 720 hours of concurrent operation per year and the 
reduced consumption of approximately 90,000 tons/yr of coal , burned with less 
efficient fly ash controls. (Fly ash is the primary source of radionuclides--other than 
radon--that result from the burning of coal).  Thus, the estimates are conservative, 
in that they represent the maximum amount of radionuclide emissions that would be 
expected to occur from the proposed YCEP project during possible simultaneous 
operation of the YCEP facility and P .  H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 
4. To that end, Table 4. 1 - 12c was prepared by DOE. Table 4. 1 - 12c shows DOE's 
estimates of the increases (or reductions) of radionuclide emissions from the 
proposed YCEP facil ity including the curtailment of the P .  H .  Glatfelter Company's 
Power Boiler No . 4 to 720 hours of concurrent operation per year. As can be seen, 
an increase of 225 mCi/yr of radionuclide emissions was estimated to occur, of 
which 2 14  mCi/yr (i .e. , 95 percent) was attributed to increased radon emissions and 
1 1  mCi/yr (i .e. , 5 percent) was attributed to fly ash emissions. 

When the radionucl ide emissions from the proposed YCEP facility are translated into 
dose rates to the public, the proposed YCEP project would deliver a maximum 
effective radiation dose of up to 0.03 millrems per year (mrem/yr) to individuals 
depending on dispersion of the ash particulates, exposure pathways, and dose 
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p e op l e  d y i n g o f  r a d i o a c t i v i t y  i n  t h i s  

c o u n t r y  a s  a r e s u l t  o f  t h e  nu c l e a r  p o w e r  

i n d u s t r y . I t h o ught c o g e n e r a t i o n  w a s  a 

g r e a t  i d e a . I t ' s  a v e ry e f f i c i e n t w a y  o f  

u s i n g e n e r gy a n d  I a p p l a u d  t h e  D e p a r t m e nt 

o f  E n e r g y  f o r  g o i n g t h a t  w a y  b u t  y o u  k n o w  

a s  w e l l  a s  I d o  t h a t  t h e  w a y  t o  g o  w i t h  

c o g e n e r a t i o n  i s  n o t  w i t h c o a l ,  i t ' s  w i t h 

g a s ,  i t ' s  w i t h m e t h a n e  g a s . A n d  e v e r y body 

k n ow s  t h a t . A n y b o d y  t h a t ' s  i n  t h i s  

a u d i e n c e  k n o w s  t h a t  m e t h a n e  i s  t h e  w a y  t o  

g o . T h a t ' s  t h e  c l e a n  t e c h n o l o g y . B u t  

y o u ' r e c o mm i t t e d  t o  c o a l .  I u n d e r s t a n d  

t h a t . I u n d e r s t a n d  t h a t  y o u ' r e comm i t t e d  

t o  c o a l . Y o u ' r e a s e c t i o n  o f  t h e  

D e pa r t m e n t  o f  E n e r g y , y o u ' v e g o t  t o  t ry t o  

m a k e  t h i s  work . T h a t ' s  h o w  y o u  k e e p  y o u r  

j o b .  

Now , l e t  me a s k  y o u  a q u e s t i o n  

a n d  I wo u l d  l i k e  a n  a n s w e r . I f  y o u  c a n ' t  

a n s w e r  i t  h e r e , p l e a s e  a n s w e r  i t  i n  t h e  

r e p o r t . C a n  t h i s  p l a n t , i f  i t  d o e s n ' t  

w o r k , s u p p o s e  t h a t  i t  d o e s n ' t  m e e t  a l l  o f  

t h e s e  w o n d e r f u l  r e q u i r em e n t s ,  r e m e m b e r  

T . M . I .  w a s  n e v e r  sup p o s e d  t o  c o m e  n e a r  a 

S ARA A N N  S ARG E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E  
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assimilation. This dose estimate does not include any emissions reductions from the 
curtailment of the P .  H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 4. 

An expected dose of 0.03 mrem/yr can be put in perspective by comparing this 
value to normal doses of radiation. The estimated annual dose to the average 
individual in the United States population is 360 mrern!yr (Murray, 1989). Out of 
a total of 360 mrem/yr, an individual receives an average of 200 mrem/yr from 
radon gas (primarily in their home), 27 mrern!yr from cosmic rays, 28 mrern!yr 
from rocks and soils, and 40 mrem/yr from inside their body (primarily from natural 
potassium-40 in food) . Total radionuclide emissions from all coal-fired electric 
generating utilities combined account for only about 1 percent, or less, of the 
average annual dose. The dose a person receives varies widely depending on 
location, time, and activity, but it is unlikely that an individual would receive less 
than 1 00 mrem/yr (the natural background radiation dose). The estimated maximum 
dose the local population is l ikely to receive from the proposed YCEP project would 
be a 0 .01  percent increase over the existing average radiation exposure. Such a 
small increase in radiation dose has not been found to increase the incidence of 
disease, mutation or teratogenic effects, despite several attempts to document low
level radiation effects (Yalow, 1988; National Research Council, 1990). 
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m e l t d own b e c a u s e  t h e  M I T  e n g i n e e r s  o n  

p a p e r  s a i d , o h , t h i s  w i l l  w o r k , t h i s  w i l l  

n e v e r  come d o wn , we h a v e  a l l  t h e  s a f e t y  

f a c t o r s , we h a v e  a l l  t h e  s t u f f  a n d t h e s e  

p o o r  p e o p l e  h e r e  w h o  a r e  n o t  s c i e n t i s t s , 

t h e y  t r u s t  t h a t  k i n d o f  s t u f f . A n d  w h a t  

h a p p e n e d ?  T h e  me l t d own . I t  p r a c t i c a l l y  

w e n t  d o w n  i n t o  t h e  g r o u n d . A n d  t h e y  

d i d n ' t  e v e n  h a ve m o n i t o r s  o n  t h e  s t a c k s . 

T h e y  d i d n ' t  h a ve m o n i t o r s  f i ve m i l e s  o u t  

t o  k n o w w h a t  t h e  l e ve l s  o f  r a d i o a c t i v i t y  

were  t h a t  p e o p l e  were  b e i n g  e x p o s e d  t o . 

T h a t ' s  e x p l o i t a t i o n , s c i e n t i f i c  

e xp l o i t a t i o n , a n d  i t ' s  c h e a p . 

S o  my q u e s t i o n i s  t h i s ,  c a n  t h i s  

c o a l - f i r ed p l a n t  b e  c o n v e r t e d  t o  a 

g a s - f i r ed p l a n t  e v e n t u a l l y o r  i s  i t  

i r reve r s i b l e , o n c e  i t  g o e s  i n  i t  h a s  t o  b e  

com m i t t e d  t o  c o a l t e c h n o l o g y ?  

R O Y  L .  E I G U R E N : 

T h a t  w i l l  b e  a n s w e r e d  i n  t h e  

f i n a l  E I S . 

WA RREN EVA N S : 

I w o u l d  l i k e  a n  a n s w e r  t o  t h a t  

b e c a u s e  I h a v e  a f e e l i n g  t h a t  i f  y o u  

S A R A  A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I NG S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: If demonstration were successful, York County Energy Partners, L.P. 
(YCEP) would continue commercial operation of its unit using the demonstrated 
technology. Technically, circulating fluidized beds (CFBs) could not operate on 100 
percent natural gas . Once constructed, the CFB would be committed to operating 
on solid fuels such as coal . YCEP has stated in writing that it would only burn coal 
in the CFB. Further, all the permits are based on coal operation. In addition, the 
proposed site does not currently have a gas line of required size to fuel a 227-MW 
gas boiler. 

Consequences of unsuccessful demonstration have been presented in Chapter 5 of 
the EIS . Consequences presented do not include retrofitting the plant for exclusive 
gas-fired operation. 
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r e a l l y d o  s e r i o u s l y m o n i t o r  t h i s , a n d  t h a t  

w i l l  b e  my f i n a l  p o i n t  i s  h o w  y o u ' r e g o i n g 

t o  m o n i t o r  w h e t h e r  t h e  c o a l - f i r e d  p l a n t  

t h a t ' s  g o i n g t o  be t a k e n  o u t , h o w  d o  w e  

k n o w i t ' s  o n l y  g o i n g t o  o p e r a t e  o n e  m o n t h ? 

W h o ' s  g o i n g t o  b e  t h e r e  t o  p o l i c e  i t ?  

W h o ' s  g o i n g t o  o p e r a t e  t h a t ?  I s  t h e r e  a 

w a y  t h a t  t h e  pub l i c c a n  l o o k  a t  t h e  s t a c k  

a n d  s e e ?  I s  t h e r e  a s t a t  c o m i n g  o u t  o f  

t h a t  f u r n a c e  s o  t h a t  t h e  a v e r a g e  p e r s o n  

w a l k i n g by t h e  p l a n t  c a n  s a y , o h , l o o k , 

t h a t  t h i n g i s  w o r k i n g  a n d  s o  i s  t h e  o t h e r  

o n e , t h e y ' r e b o t h  g o i n g  s i mu l t a n e o u s l y . 

T h a t ' s  a g a i n s t  t h e  l a w . C a n  a p e r s o n  d o  

t h a t ?  

A U D I E N C E  MEM B E R : 

T h e y ' l l  a l l  be d o wn i n  W e s t  

V i r g i n i a . T h e y  d o n ' t  c a r e . 

WARREN EVA N S : 

W h o  i s  g o i n g  t o  m o n i t o r  t h i s ?  

And , f i n a l l y ,  j u s t  a s  t h e  t e c h n i c i a n s  a t  

T . M . I .  h a d  a h i g h  s ch o o l  t r a i n i n g , m o s t  o f  

t h e m , a n d  t h e y  w e r e  o p e r a t i n g  e q u i.P men t 

t h a t  t o o k  p r a ct i c a l l y a n  e n g i n e e r i n g 

d e g r e e  t o  o p e r a t e , a n d  t h a t  w a s  t h e  r e a s o n  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO U RT R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: A discussion of the operation of P. H.  Glatfelter Company's Power 
Boiler No. 4 is included in Section 2. 1 .3  of the EIS . Operations of boilers are 
limited via permits, which generally do not specify the maximum numbers of hours 
that a boiler can operate, but do specify the maximum amount of specified pollutants 
that can be emitted. Total emissions equal the emission rate multiplied by the time 
of operation (EMISSIONS = EMISSIONS RATE x TIME), just as distance traveled 
would equal speed times the time of travel . Thus, by specifying allowable total 
emissions for a one year period and assigning a rate to Power Boiler No. 4, the 
permits effectively impose a limit of operation to 720 hours per year concurrent with 
the operation of the proposed project. 

P. H.  Glatfelter Company is currently seeking a permit modification that would limit 
the oxides of nitrogen (NOx) emissions of Power Boiler No. 4. In July 1994, after 
approval from PADER, Power Boiler No. 4 was modified with low NOx (oxides of 
nitrogen) burners [Reasonably Available Control Technology (RACn]. This boiler 
must operate for one year under continuous monitoring for oxides of nitrogen (NOJ 
emissions to establish the new oxides of nitrogen (NOx) emissions rate. This new 
rate will be used to determine the new permit l imit (expected in August 1995). The 
new emissions permit is expected to allow Power Boiler No. 4 to operate at full load 
for up to 720 hours per year of simultaneous operation with the York County 
Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) boiler. Power Boiler No. 4 could operate for more 
hours by operating when the YCEP boiler is not operating. However, Power Boiler 
No. 4 must always remain within the oxides of nitrogen (NOx) emissions rate limit. 
The interim oxides of nitrogen (NOJ limit, currently in effect, is 0.86 lbs/MMBtu 
(personal communication with Bob Callahan, P. H .  Glatfelter Company). 

As mentioned above, simultaneous emissions from the proposed YCEP facility and 
the P. H .  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 4 do not indicate a permit 
violation. P. H.  Glatfelter Company may operate Power Boiler No. 4 anytime when 
the YCEP boiler is not operational . In addition to that quantity of time, Power 
Boiler No. 4 may operate simultaneously with the YCEP boiler for up to the 
expected l imit of 720 hours. Thus, Power Boiler No. 4 is not limited to one month 
of operation, given the above conditions. 

Because emissions from Power Boiler No . 4 are not readily visible, a person must 
rely on other sources of information and on the deterrent effect of possible civil and 
criminal penalties . PADER requires P. H. Glatfelter Company to use continuous 
emissions monitoring and to report the data quarterly. Two managers must sign the 
data reports, thereby subjecting themselves to possible criminal prosecution for 
falsification or omission of data. Once per year, PADER tests the monitoring 
equipment. P .  H .  Glatfelter Company checks the monitors daily for accuracy. 

The policing of YCEP's and P. H.  Glatfelter Company's emissions could occur 
through EPA's actions, PADER's actions or the actions of local citizens (including 
local citizen groups and local governmental officials). The state has primacy in 
implementing the Clean Air Act, and P ADER is expected to inspect, require 
monitoring, issue orders as necessary and enforce state regulations and the state's 

DEC""601 
May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

DEC00602 
May 1995 

1 

1 3  

1 4  

1 

1 

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 5  

2 9 8  

why i t  f a i l e d , t h e  M I T  e n g i n e e r s  who  w e r e  

s o  b r i l l i a n t w i t h a l l  t h e i r  d e g r e e s , t h e y  

f o r g o t  t o  t a k e  i n t o  c o n s i d e ra t i o n t h a t  

h u m a n  b e i n g s  r u n  t h e s e  t h i n g s . T h e y ' r e 

n o t  r u n  b y  s o me k i n d  o f  r o b o t . A n d  t h e s e  

w e r e  p e o p l e  w h o  m e a n t  we l l .  T h e y  o n l y  h a d  

a h i g h  s c h o o l e d u c a t i o n . T h e y  w e r e  t h e  

o n e s  t h a t  m a d e  t h e  m i s t a k e . W h o ' s  g o i n g 

t o  o p e r a t e  t h i s  c o a l - f i r e d  p l a n t , y o u r  

p l a n t ?  H o w  d o  w e  k n ow t h a t  t h e y  a r e n ' t  

g o i n g t o  m a k e  s e r i o u s  m i s t a k e s  a n d t h i n g s  

t h a t  we c a n ' t  e v e n  sm e l l  a r e g o i n g  t o  come 

i n t o  our l u n g s  l i k e  r a d i o a c t i v i t y o n  t h i s  

p l a n t ?  W h o ' s  g o i n g  t o  m o n i t o r  t h a t ?  D o  

y o u  h a v e  a n y  k i n d o f  c o n t r o l ?  I s e e  

n o t h i ng i n  h e r e  s a y i n g  a n y t h i n g  a b o u t  t h e  

q u a l i f i c a t i o n s . I wou l d  l i k e  t o  f o r m a l l y 

r e q u e s t  t h a t  t h e  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  b e  

s t i p u l a t e d  a s  t o  who  i t  i s  t h a t ' s  g o i ng t o  

b e  o p e r a t i n g t h i s  e q u i p m e n t  b e c a u s e  t h a t ' s  

w h a t  c a u s e d  T . M . I .  t o  f a i l . I t  w a s  t h e  

p e o p l e  r u n n i ng i t  a nd t h e  e n g i n e e r s  f o r g o t  

t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h a t  i s  a l o n g  t h e i r  

s c i e n t i f i c d a t a . T h a n k y o u . 

ROY L .  E I G U R E N : 

S A RA A N N  S ARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  
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air pollution statute (see Air Pollution Control Act, 35 P.S.  § 4001 et seq.). 
Furthermore, under the Clean Air Act, EPA can inspect records and monitoring 
equipment and take samples of emissions (42 U.S .C § 7414) .  EPA may also 
enforce provisions of the Clean Air Act, EPA regulations under the Clean Air Act, 
and provisions of the State Implementation Plan (including state air pollution control 
regulations published in the Federal Register) (42 U.S.C.  § 7413) .  Even state 
substantive laws and regulations (emission standards, limitations, PSD permitted 
emission limits, etc.) passed under the provisions of the Clean Air Act may be 
enforced as Federal law (42 U.S.C.  § 741 1 (c), § 7413) .  There are criminal 
penalties for record-keeping violations, tampering with monitoring devices and 
failure to disclose material information (42 U .S .C.  § 7413) .  The "citizen suit" 
provision of the Clean Air Act (42 U .S .C.  § 7604) allows citizens to directly 
enforce (in Federal District Court) the Clean Air Act, regulations promulgated under 
the Act, and State Implementation Plans. At its discretion, the Court may award the 
costs of litigation (including reasonable attorney fees and expert witness fees) to the 
citizen who brings the suit [42 U.S.C.  § 7604(d)] . 

Response: A comprehensive training and start-up program would be implemented 
to ensure safe and efficient operation of the new Cogeneration Facility. It is 
anticipated that training for the new facility would be given through a plan 
developed by York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP), and would be supervised 
by employees currently responsible for operations at similar facilities. 
Furthermore, two sections of the Air Products Standard Practice manual , New 
Employee/Transferee Safety Training and On-going Safety Training Program, would 
govern the safe operation of the proposed facility. Process Training is 
comprehensive and facility/operation specific. An operator's progression through 
the entire training cycle is dependent upon personal ability and motivation and the 
complexity of the operation. The training cycle is outlined in detail in Section 4. 1 .6 
of the FEIS. 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-298/8. 
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T h a nk y o u . A r e  t h e r e  a n y  

i n d i v i d u a l s  h e r e  w h o  h a v e  n o t  y e t  

c om m e n t e d  a n d  wou l d  l i k e  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  

t o  d o  s o ?  T h i s  o n e  g e n t l e m a n  h e r e . A r e  

t h e r e  o t h e r s ?  O k a y . P r o c e e d , p l e a s e . 

C o u l d  I h a v e y o u r  n a m e  f o r  t h e  r e c o r d , 

s i r .  W e l c ome . 

J O E L  G O L D B ERG : 

My n a m e  i s  J o e l  G o l d b e r g . I 

l i v e  a b o ut f i v e  m i l e s  a w a y  f r o m  t h e  

p r o p o s e d  pr o j e c t . A s  y o u  r e c a l l , I s p o k e  

l a s t  n i g h t  c o n c e r n i n g s o me o f  t h e  c o n c e r n s  

I h a d , p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  s e c t i o n  o f  t h e  E I S  

t h a t  d e a l s  w i t h  t h e  n o - a c t i o n  

a l t e r n a t i v e s , h o w i t  l e a v e s  s o me o f  t h e  

a s sum p t i o n s  n o t  s u p p o r t e d . T h e r e  w a s  

r e a l l y n o  ba s i s g i v e n  wh i c h  c a n  e v a l u a t e  

t h o s e  a s s u mpt i o n s . T h a t ' s  n o t  r e a l l y w h a t  

I w a n t  t o  d o  t o n i g h t . I d o n ' t  w a n t  t o  

r e i t e r a t e w h a t  I s a i d  l a s t  n i g h t . 

Wh a t  I w a n t  t o  d o  i s  j u s t  p o i n t  

o u t  o n e  f a c t  t h a t ' s  a b o u t  two y e a r s  now 

i n t o  t h i s  p r o c e s s  I f i n a l l y l e a r n e d  by 

re a d i n g t h i s  d r a f t  E I S .  I s h o u l d  s a y  t h a t  

I ' v e a t t e n d e d  e v e r y  p u b l i c  me e t i n g , I ' v e 

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G  S E R V I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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r e a d  e v e r y  h a n d o u t  t h a t ' s  b e e n  g i v e n  a t  

t h e  p u b l i c  m e e t i n g s . I h a v e  n o t  g o n e  t o  

t h e  re a d i n g r o o m s . I d o n ' t  h a v e  t h e  

l u x u r y  o f  b e i n g a b l e  t o  s p e n d  d a y s  g o i n g  

t o  a r e a d i ng. r o o m  s o m ewh e r e  s i t t i n g t h e r e  

wa d i n g t h r o u g h  1 0 , 0 0 p a g e s . S o  t h i s  f a c t  

m a y  a p p e a r  s o m ewh e r e  i n  d o c u m e n t s . I t  m a y  

b e  b u r i e d s omew h e r e b u t  i t ' s  n e v e r  r e a l l y 

b e e n  b r o u g h t  t o  t h e  f o r e f r o n t  o f  p u b l i c  

a t t e n t i o n  a n d  I t h i n k i t  n e e d s  t o  b e . A n d  

t h a t ' s  t h a t  t h i s  p r o j e c t  i s  a c t u a l l y g o i n g 

t o  c o s t  o r  c o n c e i va b l y  c o s t  $ 1 9  

m i l l i o n  m o r e  t h a n  t h e  $ 7 5  m i l l i o n g r a n t  

t h a t  i s  b e i n g t o u t ed a s  t h e  p r i c e  t a g . 

T h a t  i s  $ 1 9  m i l l i o n m o r e  i s  g o i n g  t o  b e  

t a k e n  f r o m t h e  pu b l i c  t r e a s u r y  a n d g i v e n  

t o  A i r  P r o d u c t s . Th a t  l i t t l e  f a c t  a p p e a r s  

f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  a b o u t  t w o - t h i r d s  o f  t h e  

w a y  t h r o ugh th i s  6 0 0 - p a g e  d o c u m e n t  o n  p a g e  

5 - 3  i n  t h r e e  s e n t e n c e s  t h a t  w i l l  c o s t  u s  

$ 1 9  m i l l i o n . O n  p a g e  5 - 3 , i t  s a y s  D O E ,  a s  

s t a t e d  i n  t h e  C o o p e r a t i v e A g r e e me n t , i s  

u n d e r  n o  o b l i g a t i o n  t o  f u n d  a ny c o s t  

o v e r r u n s  r e l a t e d  to t h e  p r o j e c t . H o w e ve r , 

b o t h  t h e  C o op e r a t i ve A g r e e m e n t  a n d  t h e  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P ORT I N G  S E RV I C E  
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Final Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: As stated in Chapter 5 of the EIS, DOE is under no obligation to fund 
cost overruns related to the proposed project. However, both the Cooperative 
Agreement and the Program Opportunity Notice provide mechanisms for York 
County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) to seek additional monies. DOE 
participation cannot exceed 25 percent (approximately $ 19  million) of DOE's 
original cost share contribution of $75 million. The estimated cost for the project 
is still nominally $380 million which includes $75 million of DOE's monies. In the 
event DOE elected to fund an overrun, its cost share would be limited to 20 percent 
of the overrun, and cannot exceed 25 percent ($ 1 8 .75 million) of DOE's original 
obligation. Under no circumstances can DOE cost-share more than $95 million. 

It is currently speculative to assume that the project cost would increase or that DOE 
would agree to share in the funding of any increase, if it did occur. 
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P r o g r a m  Oppo r t u n i t y N o t i c e p r o v i d e  

m e c h a n i s m s  f o r  Y C E P  t o  s e e k  a d d i t i o n a l 

m o n i e s . T h e  D O E ' s  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  a n y  

o v e r r u n s  c a n n o t  e x c e e d  2 5 p e r c e n t , 

a p p r o x i m a t e l y  $ 1 8 , 7 5 0 , 0 0 0  o f  D O E ' s  

o r i g i n a l c o s t  s h a r e  c o n t r i bu t i o n  o f  $ 7 5 

m i l l i o n . 

Now , w h a t  t h a t ' s  s a y i ng i s  t h a t  

t h e r e ' s  a m e c h a n i sm f o r  A i r  P r o d u c t s  t o  g o  

b a c k  t o  D O E  a n d r e q u e s t  a n d  g e t  a n o t h e r  

$ 1 9  m i l l i o n  o f  o u r  m o n e y . I m a y  b e  

g e t t i n g a l i t t l e  m o r e  c y n i c a l w i t h a g e  b u t  

I c a n ' t  r e c a l l  a n y  p r o j e c t s  wh i c h  h a v e  

b e e n  s p o n s o r e d  o r  i n  w h i c h t h e  g o ve r n m e nt 

a g e n c y  h a s  p a r t i c i p a t e d  w h e r e  t h e r e  

h a v e n ' t  b e e n  o v e r r u n s . S o  I t h i n k i t ' s  

very  l i k e l y  t h a t  A i r  P r o d u c t s  w i l l  c o m e  

b a c k  t o  t h e  pu b l i c  t i l l  a g a � n .  I t ' s ,  i n  a 

s e n s e , o p e n i ng y o u r  c h e c k b o o k  a n d  a s k i n g  

t h e m  n o t  to d i p f u r t h e r  i n .  A n d  I t h i nk 

t h a t ' s  a n  i m p o r t a nt p o i n t t o  m a k e  a n d  o n e  

t h a t  I h o p e  t h e  m e d i a  w h o  i s  h e r e  t o n i g h t  

w i l l  m a k e  a nd m a k e  p e o p l e  awa r e  o f  t h e  

t r u e  p r i c e t a g  o f  p u b l i c p a r t i c i p a t i o n . 

W h a t  we r e a l l y h a ve h e r e  i s  a t r a n s f e r  o f  

S ARA A N N  SARG E N T  
COURT REP ORT I N G  S ERV I C E  
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w e a l t h f r om o u r  p o c k e t  t o  A i r  P r o d u c t s . 

A i r  P r o d u c t s  who  d i d  $ 3 . 3  b i l l i o n i n  

r e v e n u e s  l a s t  y e a r  who  m a d e  $ 2 3 2  m i l l i o n ,  

i s  c o rn i n g t o  u s  a n d  t a k i n g b e t w e e n  $ 7 5  

m i l l i o n  a n d  $ 9 4  m i l l i o n o u t  o f  o u r  p o c k e t . 

W h e n  t h i s  i s  a l l  s a i d  a n d d o n e , 

t h e  p u b l i c t r e a s u r y , wh i c h i s  o u r  mo n e y , 

w i l l  b e  $ 7 5  m i l l i o n  t o  $ 9 4  m i l l i o n  p o o r e r  

t h a n  A i r  P r o d u c t s ' n e t  w o r t h  o n  t h e i r  

b a l a n ce s h e e t , t h e  s h a r e h o l d e r ' s  e q u i t y  

w i l l  s h ow a n  i n c r e a s e  o f  $ 7 5  m i l l i o n  t o  

$ 9 4  m i l l i o n . I t ' s  j u s t  a p u r e  t r a n s f e r  o f  

w e a l t h a n d  I h op e  t h e  t r u e  c o s t  o f  t h i s  i s  

c o n t i n u e d  t o  b e  b r o u g h t  t o  t h e  f o r e f r o n t  

o f  pu b l i c  c o n s c i o u s n e s s  a n d  t h a t  t h e  

pu b l i c  d o e s  n o t  c o n t i n u e  t o  b e  d e c e i ve d  

i n t o  t h i n k i n g t h e  p r i c e t a g  i s  o n l y  $ 7 5  

m i l l i o n . T h a n k  y o u . 

R O Y  L .  E I G U R E N : 

I s  t h e r e  a n y o n e  h e r e  t h a t  w i s h e s  

t o  s p e a k  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e ?  Y e s , t h i s  

g e n t l e m a n  h e r e . C o u l d  we h a v e  y o u r  n a m e  

f o r  t h e  r e c o r d , s i r ?  

W I L L I AM T H O M P S O N : 
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I ' m  a l i f e - l o n g  r e s i d e n t  o f  Y o r k  C o u n t y . 

Mr . C h a i rma n , l a d i e s  a n d  g e n t l e me n , I 

t h a n k  y o u  f o r  y o u r  co n s i d e r a t i o n . I 

a t t e n d e d  y o u r  p r e v i o u s  m e e t i n g s , n o t  a t  

t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  t i m e , b u t  t h e  m e e t i n g s  

t h a t  y o u  h a d  i n  W e s t  M a n c h e s t e r . 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  I c o u l d n ' t  a t t e n d  t h e  two 

m e e t i n g s  p r i o r  to t o n i g h t  but  I ' m  h e r e . 

A n d  t h e  o n l y  r e a s o n  t h a t  I ' m  s p e a k i n g , I 

wou l d  l i k e  t o  j u s t  l e n d  my s u p p o r t  t o  t h e  

p e o p l e  t h a t  a r e  o p p o s e d t o  t h i s  b e c a u s e  I 

t h i n k t h a t  t h e  m o r e  p e o p l e  - - - t h e  m o r e  

o p p o s i t i o n t h a t  y o u  r e t u r n  t o  y o u r  s o u r c e  

t o  t h e  p e o p l e  w h o  w i l l  m a k e  t h e  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n , t h e  m o r e  we w i l l  h a v e  a 

c h a n c e  o f  op p o s i n g th i s  p a r t i c u l a r  

o p e r a t i o n  t h a t ' s  p r o p o s e d . 

I ' m  n o t  h i r e d  - - - I ' m n o t  h e r e  

t o  r e p r e s e n t  a n y - - - G l a t f e l t e r  o r  E n e r g y  

o r  a n y b o d y  e l s e . I wou l d  l i k e  t o  r e f e r  t o  

D r . D a b b ' s  c o mm e n t s , I t h i nk t h e y  w e r e  

we l l  t a k e n . A n d  j u st o n e  c om m e n t , i f  y o u  

c a n ' t  t r u s t  y o u r  d o c t o r , w h o  i n  t h e  w o r l d  

a r e  y o u  g o i n g t o  t r u s t ?  N o w , t h i s  m a n  i s  

s p e a k i n g f o r  a l l  o f  t h e  m e d i c a l  p r o f e s s i o n  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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i n  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r p a r t  o f  t h e  c o un t y . 

2 T h e y  s e e  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  p o l l u t i o n  a nd 

3 t h i n g s  o f  t h a t  n a t u r e . S o  I t h i n k  t h a t  

4 t h e i r  c o m m e n t s  s h o u l d  b e  h e a v i l y  t a k e n .  

T h e  g e n t l e m a n  t h a t  w a s  h e r e  a wh i l e  a g o , 

I ' m o l d  e n o u gh a n d h e ' s  o l d  e n o u g h , w e  

7 r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  C o d o r u s  C r e e k , i f  y o u ' r e 

8 n o t  f r om h e r e , y o u  d o n ' t  k n ow wh a t  w e ' r e 

9 t a l k i n g a b o u t . B u t  t h e r e  w a s  a t i m e  w h e n  

1 w e  a l w a y s  r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  i n k y - s t i n k y  

1 C o d o r u s . And  a n y t h i n g t h a t  d i d n ' t  s m e l l  

1 2  t o o  g o o d , w e ' d  s a y , ( i n d i c a t e s  n o i s e ) , 

1 3  S p r i n g G r o ve i s  c o m i n g  i n  g o o d  t o d a y . S o  

1 4  j u s t  c a rry t h a t  b a c k  t o  t h e  s o u r c e . 

1 5  T h e r e  i s  a s o l u t i o n , a n d  t h i s  

1 6  g e n t l e m a n  j u s t  m e n t i o n e d  i t  a f e w  m i n u t e s  

1 7  a g o , o t h e r  t h a n  c o a l . A g a s - f i r e d  b o i l e r 

1 8  w o u l d  s o l v e  a l l  t h e  p r o b l ems  f o r  t h e  P . H .  

1 9  G l a t f e l t e r  , t h e y  n e e d  a new b o i l e r . 

2 0  T h a t ' s  a l l  t h e y  h a v e  t o  d o  i s  p u t  i n  a 

2 1  g a s - f i r e d bo i l e r  a n d  t h a t  w i l l  s o l v e  a l l  

2 2  t h e i r  p r o b l e m s  a n d  i t  w o n ' t  t a k e  $ 7 5  

2 3  m i l l i o n  o f  t h e  t a x p a y e r s ' m o n e y  t o  d o  i t . 

2 4  J u s t  o n e  comm e n t  I w o u l d  l i k e  
I 

2 5
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KEYWORDS: 
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: A new gas-fired boiler is an unlikely alternative for the P. H.  Glatfelter 
Company to pursue since it has no plans to replace its existing boiler. The P. H.  
Glatfelter Company would not replace (or curtail operation of) its Power Boiler No. 
4 if the proposed project were not approved, as determined by a letter dated 
December 15, 1993, from R.W. Wand, Vice President of Administration, the P. H.  
Glatfelter Company to Richard C. Kenner, Jr. ,  York County Energy Partners, L.P. 
(YCEP) (See Appendix E for the letter) . 

The P.  H. Glatfelter Company has stated that its existing boiler is in good condition. 
Furthermore, there is no adequate supply of uninterruptable natural gas to operate 
an equivalent gas-fired boiler. 
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t h a t  w i l l  m a k e  t h e  d e c i s i o n ,  a n d  I ' m s u r e  

p o s s i b l y  y o u , a t  l e a s t , w i l l  t a k e  t h e  w o r d  

b a c k , w h e t h e r  y ou w i l l  b e  t h e  c o m p l e t e  

b o a r d , I d o  n o t  k n o w . B u t  j u s t  k e ep c n e  

t h i n g i n  m i n d . W h e n  y o u  m a k e  y o u r  

d e c i s i o n , n o t  i n  m y  b a c k y a r d . I ' m s u r e  

y o u  w o u l d n ' t  w a n t  t o  l i v e  w i t h  s om e t h i n g  

l i k e  t h i s . T h a n k y o u  v e r y  m u c h  f o r  y o u r  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n . 

ROY L .  E I G U R E N : 

T h a n k  y o u . A n y o n e  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  

t i m e ?  Y e s , s i r .  I r e q u e s t  y o u r  n a m e f o r  

t h e  r e c o rd , s i r .  

G E O R G E  M Y E R S : 

My n a m e i s  G e o r g e  M y e r s , 

M - Y - E - R - S , a r e s i d e n t  o f  N o r t h  C o d o r u s  

Town s h i p . I a m  o p p o s e d  o f  t h i s  c o g e n  

p l a n t  b e i n g  bu i l t f o r  s e v e r a l r e a s o n s . 

N u m b e r  o n e , em i s s i o n s , a n o t h e r , l o c a t i o n , 

n o i s e  a n d  d u s t . 

I wou l d  l i k e  t o  g e t  o f f  t h e  

t r a c k  a l i t t l e  b i t . A b o u t  two y e a r s  a g o , 

a l i t t l e  b e t t e r  t h a n  two y e a r s  a g o , t h e r e  

w a s  a w o o d  y a r d  bu i l t c l o s e  t o  m y  

r e s i d e n c e . P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  p r o m i s ed t o  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U RT R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Please see also the response to Comment D-255/1 1 .  

Because the proposed project includes the sale of steam generated by the facility, it 
is necessary that the proposed plant be located near to the industrial user of the 
cogenerated steam, i .e. , the P.  H.  Glatfelter Company. In addition, by locating the 
proposed Cogeneration Facility adjacent to an exiting industrial site, the proposed 
facility would be visually less intrusive. As noted in an earlier response (D-283/20), 
a noise assessment - which included quantifying baseline noise conditions at 8 
locations in the community - was conducted for the proposed facility. Based on the 
estimated site activities during both construction and operation of the proposed 
facility, noise would not be expected to noticeably increase. While some dust would 
be generated during construction activities, standard dust-suppression techniques 
(e.g. ,  grading, mulching, wetting) would be employed during construction of the 
proposed facility. Dust from trucks hauling limestone and ash for operation of the 
proposed facility would be mitigated by the use of covered or enclosed trucks. 
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b u f f e d s o me o f  t h e  n o i s e . T h a t  w a s  b e t t e r  
t h a n  t w o  y e a r s  a g o . A s  o f  t o d a y ,  n o th i n g  
wa s d o n e . S o  I ' l l t e l l  y o u  wh a t , d o n ' t  

y o u  b e l i e ve e v e r y t h i n g  t h a t  M e s s i m e r  � o l d  

y o u  t h e  c o mp a n y  w i l l  d o . T h e y  d o n ' t  d o  
i t .  

A n o t h e r  t h i n g , t h i s  f o g g i n g  o v e r  

o n  R o u t e  1 1 6 , 5 1 6  a n d  L e h m a n  R o a d . I 
w o n d e r  h o w t h e y  d e t e r m i ne t h e r e  w o u l d  

n e v e r  b e  a n y f o g  o v e r  t h a t . C a n  i t  b e  
p r o v e n ?  I f  i t  i s  - - - i f  i t  c a n , l e t ' s  
h e a r  i t .  N o  c o mme n t . T h a n k  y o u . 

A n o t h e r  t h i n g i s  t h i s  4 0  t o  5 0  
f o o t  w i d e  p a t h  f o r  t h e  t r a n s m i s s i o n l i n e s  
f o r  t h e  d e e r  h u n t e r s  s o  t h e y  h a v e a n  e a s y  
a c c e s s  t o  g o  t h r o u g h  t h e  w o o d s . I s  t h a t  
e n v i r o n me n t a l  o r  wh a t  d o  y o u  c a l l  i t ?  I f  
a d e e r  h u n t e r  g o e s  o u t  i n  t h e  w o o d s a n d  
c a n ' t  g o  a r o u n d  a c o u p l e  t r e e s , t h e y  
s h o u l d n ' t  b e  i n  t h e  woo d s . 

A n o t h e r  th i n g , w h e n  y o u  d i d  y o u r  
d r a f t ,  t h e  i mp a c t  o n  t h e  L i o n s  C l u b  
bu i l d i n g , d i d  y o u  m e n t i o n t h e  i m p a c t  o n  
t h e  ne i g h b o r s  l i v i n g  n e x t  t o  i t ?  N o . 
W h o ' s  g o i n g t o  s u f f e r , t h e  p e o p l e  t h a t  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G S E RVI C E  ( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The Seasonal Annual Cooling Tower Impacts (SACTI) modeling was 
used to assess the potential for fogging or icing as a result of the proposed cooling 
tower associated with the proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) 
project (see Section 4. 1 .2.9) .  The results of the SACTI analysis indicated that 
operation of the proposed cooling tower would produce no predicted occurrences of 
fogging or icing. The model predicted that along York Road (Route 1 16), 300 
meters (1 ,000 feet) southeast of the proposed cooling tower, there would be no 
plume fogging or road icing (Section 4. 1 .2.9) .  The only areas where cooling tower
induced fogging and/or icing were predicted to occur would be to the southeast and 
south-southeast of the cooling tower within the site boundaries . 

Response: This comment refers to a verbal comment made by one of the officials 
present at the hearings, regarding public access for hunting on property under 
jurisdiction of the Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE). If the proposed electric 
transmission line is constructed along the preferred route, an opportunity for 
increased hunter access could be created along this route through heavily wooded 
or brushy areas. The electrical interconnection corridor could also provide "edge" 
and open habitat for game species . There are no major adverse impacts anticipated 
regarding access of ACOE lands for hunting or other public uses, as a result of 
constructing and operating the proposed project, including the preferred electric 
interconnection corridor alternative. 

Response: The Lions Club building is mentioned specifically only in reference to 
visual impacts . The socioeconomic impact of the proposed facility is discussed in 
Section 4. 1 . 12 of the EIS in terms of the effect on York County employment and 
demand for services (police, fire, schools, etc.), not on particular residences or the 
Lions Club building. A discussion of the impacts of the proposed facility and the 
utility corridor on local real estate values has been added to Sections 4. 1 . 12 and 
4. 1 . 14. 12. Additional residential receptors have been evaluated for visual impact 
(see Section 4. 1 . 1  and Appendix C of the FEIS). 

DEC-619 
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l i v e  c l o s e  b y . T h e  v a l u e  o f  t h e  p r o p e r t y  

i s  g o i n g d own b e c a u s e  m i n e  d i d  a l r e a d y  d u e  

t o  t h e  w o o d  y a r d . S o  l e t ' s  g e t  w i t h  i t . 

L e t ' s  d o  a g o o d  s u rv e y , n o t  a h a l f  j o b .  

ROY  L .  E I G U R E N : 

A n y o n e  e l s e  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e ?  

T h i s  g e n t l em a n , y e s , s i r .  C o u l d  we h a ve 

y o u r  n a m e  f o r  t h e  r e c o rd , s i r ?  

G E O R G E  S T O U C H : 

My n a m e  i s  G e o rg e  S t o u c h , 

S - T - 0 - U - C - H . P l e a s e  e x c u s e  me , I ' m  

s u f f e r i n g f r o m  a r e s p i r a t o r y  a i l m e n t  a t  

t h e  p r e s e n t  t i m e a n d  I d o n ' t  h a v e  m u c h  o f  

a v o i c e . B u t  a l l  I c a n  o f f e r  a t  t h i s  

p a rt i cu l a r  s t a g e  i s  t h a t  a f t e r  l i s t e n i n g 

t o  t h e  a s s e r t i o n s  m a d e  by t h e  

r e p r e s e n t a t i v e f r om G l a t f e l t e r  a nd s o m e  o f  

t h o s e  s e n t  f o r t h  b y  y o u r  g r oup t h i s  

e v e n i n g ,  I f i nd i t  r e p l e t e  w i t h  v e r y  

q u e s t i o n a b l e  a s s e r t i o n s , q u e s t i o n a b l e  t o  

t h e  e x t e n t  a n d  i n t e g r i t y  o f  t h e  f i nd i n g s , 

q u e s t i o n a b l e  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  w e r e  t h e re r e a l 

s e r i o u s  a n d  i n - d e p t h  a n a l y s e s  a n d . s t ud y  

m a d e  o f  a l l  o f  t h e s e  p o i n t s  t h a t  h a v e  b e e n  

r e f e r r e d  t o . 

S ARA A N N  S A RG E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S E RVI C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The wood yard of the P. H.  Glatfelter Company is not a connected 
action of the proposed Cogeneration Facility, and is therefore not addressed in the 
EIS . A discussion of the impacts of the proposed facility and the utility corridor on 
local real estate values has been added to Sections 4. 1 . 12 and 4. 1 . 14 . 12. 

Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-125/12 and J-93/19.  

DEC-621 
May 1995 
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I c a n ' t  h e l p  but c a l l  t o  m i nd 

--- you m i g h t  say t h i s  is  a m a n i f e s t a t i o n 

o f  t h e  e x pr e s s i o n , f i g u r e s  c a n ' t  l i e but 

l i a r s  can f i g u r e . I k n ow the t h o u g h t  

c o m e s  t o  m i n d j u s t  a s  t h e  l a s t  g e n t l em a n  

w a s  t a l k i n g . W i t h o u t  a d o u b t , t h e  

p r o p e r t y  v a l u a t i o ns w i l l  d e c r e a s e  a s  a 

r e s u l t  o f  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  t h i s  p l a n t . 

H a s  t h a t  q u e s t i o n  b e e n  a d d r e s s e d ?  H a s  a n y  

p e r c e n t a g e  o f  v a l u a t i o n  b e e n  d e t e rm i n e d  a s  

a p o t e n t i a l  l o s s ?  D o e s  Y o r k  C o u n t y  E n e r g y  

P a r t n e r s  h a v e a p l a n  t o  r e i m b u r s e  p r o p e r t y  

o w n e r s  f o r  t h e  d e va l u a t i o n  t h e y  w i l l  

s u f f e r ?  I f  t h e y  d o ,  wo u l d  t h e y  m a k e  i t  

pu b l i c ?  I f  t h e y  d o n ' t ,  why d o n ' t  t h e y ?  

I am s t i l l  o f  t h e  o p i n i o n , 

a l t h o u g h  I u n d e r s t a n d  t h a t  I g u e s s  m a y b e  

i t ' s  c o n t r a r y t o  t h e  l a w  t h a t  a n  

u n d e r t a k i n g  o f  t h i s  s c o p e  a n d  w h e r e  t h e r e  

i s  s o  m u c h  c o n t r o v e r s y , wo u l d  t h i s  b e  

s e tt l e d  w i t h a pu b l i c  r e f e r e n d u m ?  I f  t h e  

c u r r e n t l a ws d o  n o t  a l l o w s u c h  a 

r e f e r e n dum , why c a n n o t  t h o s e  l a ws be 

c h a n g e d  t o  a l l o w  t h e m ?  T h a n k  y o u . 

ROY  L .  E I G U REN : 

SARA ANN S ARG ENT 
COURT R E PORT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: A discussion of the impacts of the facility and the electrical 
interconnection corridor on local real estate values has been added to Sections 4. 1 . 12 
and 4. 1 . 14. 12.  York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) does not have a plan 
to reimburse property owners for potential property devaluation. The FEIS 
concludes that the combined effect of the many direct and indirect economic benefits 
generated by the proposed facility (e.g . ,  jobs, tax revenues) would be an increased 
level of infrastructure investment (e.g. ,  roads, schools) which would tend to 
positively influence regional real estate values overall .  However, the existence of 
negative impacts (e.g. ,  traffic, visual) may tend to offset these benefits somewhat. 

Response: Please see the response to Comment D-326/19 .  

DEC-623 
May 1995 
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T h a n k y o u . A r e  t h e r e  o t h e r s  

t h a t  w i s h  to s p e a k  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e ?  I f  

n o t , I b e l i e v e  D r . D a b b  w i l l  l i k e  t o  s p e a k  

o n c e  a g a i n . S t a t e y o u r  n a m e  f o r  t h e  

r e c o r d , s i r .  

R I C H A R D  D A B B : 

R i c h a rd D a b b . I ' m  s p e a k i n g a s  a 

p e r s o n a l c o m m e n t  n o w  a n d n o t  a s  a 

r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  t h e  m e d i c a l  s o c i e t y . I 

t r i e d t o  a s k  my s e l f  a wh i l e a g o  w h y  I 

m o v e d  t o  Y o rk . I g r e w  up i n  a n o r t h  

J e r s e y  s u b u r b  n o t  t o o  f a r  f r o m  S e c a u c u s . 

I sm e l l e d t h e  w a s t e  p r o d u c t s  o f  g a s o l i n e  

p r o d u c t i o n  f o r  m o s t  o f  my c h i l d h o o d  a n d  

a d o l e s c e n c e  a n d  w a n t e d  t o  l i v e  i n  a c l e a n  

p l a c e  a n d  w a n t e d  my c h i l d r e n  t o  e xp e r i e n c e  

t h a t  a n d  w a n t e d  m y  c h i l d r e n  n o t  t o  

e x p e r i e n c e  s o m e  o f  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t a l 

d a m a g e  t h a t  I s a w  g o i n g o n  i n  m y  

e n v i r o n m e n t  a nd m y  f a m i l y  a n d  I e n d e d  u p  

h e r e . 

I ' m a l s o  a n  i d e a l i s t  a n d  a n  

o p t i m i s t , b e l i e v e  i t  o r  n o t , i n  t o d a y ' s  

m e d i c a l w o r l d . A n d  I ' v e l o o k e d  wh i l e 

l i v i n g  i n  Y o r k  f o r a n  a l t e r n a t i v e t o  b e i ng 

SARA A N N  S A RG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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a p h y s i c i a n o n  o c c a s i o n ,  h o p i n g  m a y b e t h a t  

we ' d  f i n d  c u r e s  f o r  c a n c e r  o r  p r e ve n t i ve 
m e d i c i n e e f f o r t s  r e m o t e l y  i n  m y  l i f e t ime 
m i g h t  be s u c c e s s f u l  e n o u g h  t h a t  I d i d n ' t  
h a ve t o  h a c k p e o p l e  a p a r t  a n d  p u t  t h e m  
b a c k  t o g e t h e r . S o  o n e  o f  t h e  t h i n g s  I d o  
i n  a d d i t i o n t o  my m e d i c a l  p r o f e s s i o n i s  
f a rm a n d  I b r e e d  h o r s e s . We d o  i t  a l l  
o u r s e l v e s .  I t ' s  a f a m i l y  o p e r a t i o n .  We 
h a v e  n o  o u t s i d e  emp l o y e e s  a n d  m o s t  of my 
f r i e n d s  l a ugh t h a t  be f o r e  I g o  i n t o  
s u r g e r y  i n  t h e  m o r n i n g I ' ve d o n e  1 5  
s t a l l s .  A n d  I am very  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  my 
i n v e s t m e n t , t o  be qu i t e  h o n e s t , and my 
f a r m and my f r i e n d s ' i n v e s t m e n t s  w h o  a r e  
f a r m e r s . A n d  t h i s  i s  o n e  t h i n g I d o  n o t  
be l i e ve t h a t ' s  b e e n  a d e q u a t e l y  a d d r e s s e d  
i n  a n y  o f  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n s . A n d  I m u s t  
a d m i t , I f e e l  r a t h e r  d i s t u r b e d  w i t h  t h e  
f a r m i n g c o mmu n i t y  who  d o e s  c o n s i s t  o f  4 5  
p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  e c o n o m i c  i n t e g r i t y  o f  t h i s  
r e g i o n . 

F a rm i n g i s  a v i t a l ,  i mp o r t a n t  

p a r t  o f  Y o rk C o u n t y , a s  i m p o r t a n t  a s  a n y  

e n e r g y  w e  n e e d  o r  a n y  r e q u i r e m e n t  o r  a n y  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Section 4. 1 .2. 10 has been updated to include an analysis of the impact 
of the proposed facility on agricultural lands . Sections 4. 1 . 12 and 4. 1 . 14. 12 have 
also been updated with a discussion of the impact of the facility on property values. 
Based on DOE's analysis, the value of agricultural property should not change due 
to the proposed project. Heavy metals and gaseous emissions would not markedly 
affect crop growth or the consumability of agricultural goods produced in the York 
County area. 

DEC-627 
May 1995 
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s i n g l e  i n d u s t r y  i s . T h e r e ' s  n o  o t h e r  

s i n g l e  i nd u s t r y  i n  Y o r k  C o u n t y  t h a t  i s  

m o r e  e c o n o m i c a l l y  v i a b l e  t o  t h i s  

c o mmun i t y . A n d  t h i s  w o r r i e s m e  b e c a u s e  I 

d o n ' t  t h i n k c e r t a i n  a n s w e r s  h a v e c ome t o  

m e  t o  r e a s s u r e  me t h a t  p r o b a b l y  a n  a r e a  

t h a t  c o n s i s t s  o f  t h e  m o s t  va l u a b l e  

f a rm l a n d  i n  t h e  Un i t ed S t a t e s  p e r  a c r e  i s  

b e i n g p r o t e c t e d . 

T h e  o n e  n u m b e r  t h a t  r e a l l y  

w o r r i e s me wh e n  I t h i n k o f  t h e  v a l u e  o f  

t h e  f a r m l a n d  a n d  t h e  d a i r y i n d u s t r y , 

e s p e c i a l l y ,  i s  t h e  em i s s i o n s  o f  m e r c ur y  

l o o k i n g a t  t h i s  i s s u e , va r i e d e s t i m a t e s  

t h e  l a s t  o n e  w e ' v e s e e n  w a s  t h e  

a p p r o x i m a t e l y  3 0 0 , 0 0 0  g r a m s  o f  m e r c u r y  p e r  

y e a r . D o  we k n o w wh a t  t h a t  w i l l  d o  t o  o u r  

a g r i c u l t ure c o mmu n i t y ?  A n d  I ' m r e a l l y 

a s k i n g  y o u  th i s  f o r  i n f o rma t i o n  r a t h e r  

t h a n  t r y i n g t o  m a k e  a p o i n t h e r e . I d o n ' t  

k n o w . I d o n ' t  k n o w w h a t  t h e  l o n g  t e rm 

i f  we f o r g e t  t h e  h u m a n  m e n t a l f a c t o r s  

wh i c h I d o  k n o w a b o u t . I d o n ' t  k n ow w h a t  

t h e  l o n g t e rm h e a vy m e t a l d e p o s i t i o n  i n  

th i s  r e g i o n  a n d  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  

S A RA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U RT R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), the Clean Air 
Act (CAA), and the Clean Water Act (CW A) are among numerous Federal and state 
statutes that protect the area in question as well as the nation as a whole. National 
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES),  Prevention of Significant 
Deterioration (PSD), and the Susquehanna River Basin Commission's Consumptive 
Use are just three of over 30 permitting and reporting requirements the proposed 
facility would have to meet that also protect the area. More specific to the 
commenter's concern, requirements of the Farmland Protection Policy Act (7 CFR, 
Chapter 7, Part 658) were drafted to minimize the unnecessary and irreversible 
conversion of farmland to nonagricultural uses. For a complete discussion of the 
statutes and permits governing the operation of the proposed facility and protecting 
the local environment, please refer to Chapter 9 of the EIS . 

Section 4 . 1 .2 . 10 has been updated to include an analysis of the impact of the 
proposed facility on agricultural lands .  Sections 4. 1 . 12 and 4. 1 . 14. 12 have also 
been updated with a discussion of the impact of the facility on property values . 

Response: The estimated emissions of mercury from the proposed facility would 
be approximately 1 15,000 grams per year (0. 127 tons/year) . The EIS specifically 
considered the uptake of mercury through beef and dairy cattle and through 
agricultural products. The expected concentration of heavy metals in beef and milk 
were estimated using biotransfer factors recommended by the EPA in their guidance 
documents . The maximum expected mercury concentration in beef resulting from 
the proposed project WOUld be 6.5 X tQ-Z milligrams per kilogram. This is 
approximately 1 / 10 part per million. The maximum mercury concentration in milk 
resulting from the proposed project would be expected to be 1 .5 x 104 milligrams 
per kilogram. This is less than 1 part per billion. Expected concentrations of lead 
in beef and milk resulting from the proposed project would be 6.2 x tQ-6 milligrams 
per kilogram and 6.5 X w-6 milligrams per kilogram, respectively. Both of these 
concentrations are less than 10 parts per trillion. The risk associated with these 
levels is summarized in Section 4. 1 .2. 1 1  of the EIS . 

Response: Section 4. 1 .2. 10 has been updated to include an analysis of the impact 
of trace metals from the proposed facility on agricultural lands. Sections 4. 1 . 12 and 
4 . 1 . 14 . 12 have also been updated with a discussion of the impact of the proposed 
facility on property values . Please see also the response to Comment D-3 10/ 13 .  
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e f f l u e n t s  we ' r e g o i n g t o  s e e  f r om t h i s  

f a c t o r y  w i l l  d o  t o  t h e  v a l u e  o f  t h e  f a rm 

l a n d  i n  Y o rk c o u n t y . 

Y o u r e a d  v a r i o u s  n u m b e r s  a n d  I 

d o n ' t  k n o w  wh a t  t o  b e l i e ve a n y m o r e  b u t  a 

c o up l e  g o o d  g u e s s e s . B y  t h e  y e a r  2 0 2 0  we 

w i l l  b e  p r o d uc i n g o n e - q u a r t e r  of the f o o d  

n e c e s s a r y t o  f e e d  t h e  pop u l a t i o n i n  t h i s  

c o u n t r y . W h a t  i s  t h e  i m p a c t  i f  we k e ep 

d e s e c r a t i n g v a l u a b l e  f a rm l a n d ?  S h o u l d  i t  

b e  i n  a r e a s  l i k e  t h i s  t h a t  a r e  s o  v i t a l  t o  

o u r  f u t u r e  a n d  o u r  a b i l i t y  t o  p r o d u c e  f o o d  

p r o d u c t s  t h a t  m i g h t  b e  r e m o t e l y  p a l a t a b l e ? 

I d o n ' t  s e e  t h e s e  i s s u e s  

p r o p e r l y  a n s w e r e d  i n  t h e  c o n c e p t u a l i z a t i o n  

o f  t h i s  p r o j e c t . T h a t  b o t h e r s  m e  i n  t e r m s  

o f  my a l t e r n a t i v e pro f e s s i o n . I t h i nk 

i t ' s  v e r y  c o n c e r n i n g  a n d  i t  b o t h e r s  m e , 

e s pe c i a l l y s i n c e  s o  m a n y o f  my f r i e n d s  a r e  

f a r m e r s . I ' m n o t  s u r e  i f  y o u  ever  h a v e  

f a r med t o t a l l y ,  y o u  k n o w  t h a t  t h a t ' s  

p r o b a b l y  a n  1 8 - h o u r  a d a y  j o b a n d  t h e  cows  

c o m e  b e f o r e  co m i n g t o  t h e s e  m e e t i n g s . But  

I d o n ' t  t h i n k o u r  a g r i c u l t u r a l commu n i t y  

h a s  b e e n  p r o t e c t e d  i n  t h i s  i n v e s t i g a t i o n . 

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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I ' m  n o t  s u r e  t h e  a n s w e r s  a r e  t h e r e . I 

t h i n k  t h a t  i s  t h e  o n e  t r u e  e x p e r i m e n t a l 

com p o n e n t  o f  t h i s  p r o j e c t , t h i s  

e x c e p t i o n a l l y l a r g e  c o a l - b u r n i n g p r o j e c t . 

T h e  u r a n i um i s s u e  t h a t  w a s  

m e n t i o n e d  by t h e  P h . D .  i n  b i o c h e m i s t r y  I 

t h i nk i s  a r e a l i s s u e . I t h i n k i t ' s  a 

r e a l c o n c e r n , e s p e c i a l l y f o r t h a t  

a g r  i c u l  t u r a  1 c ommu n i t y . · W h e n  C h e r n o b y  1 

h a d  - - - I c a n ' t  t e l l  y o u  I ' m a n u c l e a r  

a d v o c a t e  e i t h e r . W h e n  C h e r n o by l - - - my 

f a m i l y i s  D a n i s h . And as you k n o w , t h e  

r a d i o a c t i ve f a l l o u t  i n  D e n m a r k  i m m e d i a t e l y  

a f t e r  C h e r n o by l w a s  q u i t e  e x c e s s i v e . My 

f a m i l y  i n  D e n m a r k  l o s t  2 0  p e r c e n t  of t h e i r  

f o a l s  t h a t  y e a r  f r o m  c o n g e n i t a l a n oma l i e s . 

I t  w a s  d e v a st a t i n g e c o n o m i c a l l y . I l o s t  

a l o t o f  t r u s t  i n  g o v e r nm e n t  a n d  I a l w a y s  

c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  D a n e s t o  b e  a v e r y  

b e n e v o l e n t  g o v e r nm e n t . T h e y  h a d  a 

m a r v e l o u s  s o c i a l  s y s t e m , t h e r e ' s  s o c i a l  

edu c a t i o n , t h e r e ' s  s o c i a l i z e d m e d i c i n e ,  

y o u  n a m e  i t . I c a l l e d t o  s e e  w i th my 

b r o t h e r - i n - l a w w h e t h e r  m y  n e p h ew w a s  

r e c e i v i n g i o d i n e  t q  b l o c k  t h e  u p t a k e  o f  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Radionuclide emissions (including uranium) from the proposed project 
were estimated by DOE and are reported in the FEIS in Table 4. 1 -12a. In assessing 
the potential human health risk from exposure to these emissions, DOE ran the 
CAP-88 radionuclide assessment model , which includes risks from ingestion of 
radionuclides in locally grown agricultural products (including crops, meat, and 
milk) . Based on the modeled results, the individual lifetime fatal cancer risk from 
radionuclides due to ingestion of locally-grown agricultural products would be 
approximately 2 in 10 million. At this risk level , radionuclides from the proposed 
project would not be expected to have a measurable adverse effect on the local 
agricultural community. 
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r a d i o a c t i v e i o d i n e  a f t e r  C h e r n o by l . H e  

s a i d , n o , we w e r e  a s s u r e d  by t h e  

g o v e r n m e n t  t h a t  we won ' t  n e e d  t o  t a k e  i t . 

I c a l l e d a f r i e nd o f  m i n e who  i s  i n  a 

g o v e r n m e n t a l  m e d i c a l  a g e n c y  a n d  t h e  r e a s o n  

t h e y  w e r e  r e a s s u r e d t h a t  w a s  b e c a u s e  t h e y  

r a n  out . A n d , i n d e e d , t h a t  w a s  n o t  a n  

a p p r o p r i a t e  d e c i s i o n . I t h i n k w e ' l l s e e  

m a n y c a s e s  i n  D e nma rk o f  t h y r o i d  c a n c e r  

d e v e l o p i n g  d u e  t o  t h i s  i n a b i l i t y  t o  d e a l  

w i t h t h e  p r o b l e m . 

S o  j u s t  f r o m  a p e r s o n a l 

s t a ndpo i n t  o u t s i d e  o f  o u r  p o s i t i o n p a p e r  

a n d o u r  p o s i t i o n  p a p e r  i s  t r u l y  t h a t  o f  a 

s o c i e t y  a n d n o t  me . I ' m v e r y  c o n c e r n e d  

t h a t  a t  a p e r s o n a l  l e v e l  t h a t  I wou l d  h a v e  

m a d e  t h e  wrong c h o i c e  t o  i n v e s t  i n  my 

f u t u r e  o u t s i d e  of me d i c i n e . T h a n k  y o u . 

ROY L .  E I G U R E N : 

I s  t h e r e  a n y o n e  w h o  h a s  n o t  y e t  

c o m m e n t e d  t h a t  wou l d  l i k e  t o  c o m m e n t ?  

T h i s  g e n t l em a n  h e r e  w o u l d  l i k e  t o  c o mment . 

I ' d  a s k  y o u r  n a m e  f o r  t h e  r e c o r d  o n e  m o r e  

t i me , s i r .  

WARREN EVA N S : 

S A RA A N N  S A RG E NT 
COURT R E P O RT I N G S E R V I C E  
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O r . W a r r e n  E v a n s , H e l m  T o wn s h i p . 

I ' d  l i k e  t o  comment a t  t h i s  t i m e  o n  

3 t a b l e  2 . 1 - 1 , p a g e  2 1 0  o f  t h e  d r a f t  

4 E n v i r o nme n t a l I m p a ct S t a t e m e n t  o f  N o v e m b e r  

1 9 9 4 . A g a i n ,  I ' d  l i k e  t o  m a k e  a f o rma l 

r e q u e s t  t h a t  t h i s  t a b l e  b e  mo d i f i e d . 

7 U n d e r  t h e  c a t e g o ry o f  a i r 

8 em i s s i o n s , I w o u l d  l i k e  t o  f o r m a l l y 

r e q u e s t  f o r  t h e  p u r p o s e s  o f  m a k i n g i t  m o r e  

1 c l e a r  t o  t h e  a v e r a g e  l a ym a n  t h a t  y o u  a d d  

1 a d d i t i o n a l d a t a  t o  t h i s  t a b l e  a n d  e x p r e s s  

1 2  i t  i n  t h e  u n i t s  f o r  s u l f u r  d i o x i d e . T h a t  

1 3  y o u  h a v e  t o n s  p e r  y e a r . Y o u  h a v e  t h e  

1 4  o x i d e s  a n d  n i t r o g e n  t o n s  p e r  y e a r . Y o u  

1 5  h a v e  t h e  p a r t i c u l a t e  m a t t e r  t o n s  p e r  y e a r  

1 6  a nd y o u  h a ve t h e  c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e  t o n s  p e r  

1 7  y e a r . Y o u  h a v e  c a r b o n  d i o x i d e  t o n s  p e r  

1 8  y e a r .  Y o u  h a v e  vo l a t i l e  o r g a n i c  c o m p o u n d s  

1 9  t o ns p e r  y e a r . A n d  t h e  v o l a t i l e  o r g a n i c  

2 0  c o mpo u n d s  t h a t  I wou l d  l i k e  y o u  t o  m o d i f y 

2 1  t h e  t a b l e  t o  i n d i c a t e  wh a t  t h e  s p e c i f i c  

2 2  vo l a t i l e o r g a n i c  c o m p o u n d s  a r e  a n d  wh e t h e r  

2 3  t h e y ' r e c a r c i n o g e n i c  o r  n o n - c a r c i n o g e n i c .  

2 4  W h a t  t h e  p e o p l e  a r e  i n t e r e s t e d  
I 

2 5
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Response: Table 2 . 1 - 1  in Section 2. 1 . 3  shows the estimated emissions from the 
proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) facility at 100 percent load. 
The emissions of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) would be 48 tons/yr. This 
level is based on a maximum level and represents the maximum permitted level of 
VOCs from the proposed YCEP project. This VOC total corresponds to the 1 1  
lbs/hr rate for 100 percent load shown in Table 4 . 1 - 1  in Section 4 . 1 .2.3. Table 4 . 1 -
1 1  in Section 4 . 1 .2. 7 shows speciation of the VOCs. As shown in the table, the 
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), benzo[a]pyrene and naphthalene, would 
be emitted at 1 . 8  x l Q-6 g/sec (0.00006 tons/yr) and 2.6 x l<r'g/sec (0.009 tons/yr). 
The former represent the PAHs with potential carcinogenic health effects, and the 
latter PAHs represent potential non-carcinogenic health effects. The VOCs with 
potential carcinogenic health effects, benzene and formaldehyde, would be emitted 
at 2.6 x I0·2g/sec (0.9 tons/yr) and 5.6 x I0·2g/sec (1.95 tons/yr) respectively. The 
VOCs without potential carcinogenic health effects that would be emitted are 
ethyl benzene ( 1 .5 x 10·1 g/sec or 5.21 tons/yr), toluene (7. 7 x 10·2 g/sec or 2.68 
tons/yr), and xylenes (6.6 x 10"1 g/sec or 22.94 tons/yr). Any other VOCs emitted 
would be non-carcinogenic and would be emitted at an aggregate rate of 4 . 1 2  x 10·1 
g/sec or 14.3 tons/yr. These specific VOC data are available in the above tables and 
are not replicated in Table 2. 1 - 1  other than providing the aggregate VOC emission 
total of 48 tons/yr.  

Response: There would be an increase in emissions of volatile organic compounds 
(VOCs) as a result of the proposed York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) 
project. Table 4 . 1 -2a in Section 4.1 .2.3 of the FEIS shows that the expected 
increase in emission of VOCs would be 35 tons/yr. Carcinogenic potential of these 
VOCs is reported in Table 4. 1 . 1 1 .  Please see the response to Comment D-315/8 
for a discussion of which VOCs are carcinogenic. 
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p e o p l e  a r e  i n t e r e s t e d  i n ,  d o e s  i t  g o  up or 

down o r  d o e s  it  s t a y  t h e  s a m e ?  T h a t ' s  

w h a t  t h e  new s p a p e r s  w i l l  b e  a b l e  t o  r e p o r t  

t o  t h em . T h a t ' s  w h a t  t h e y ' l l  b e  a b l e  t o  

u n d e r s t a n d . T h e y  won ' t  u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  

k i nd o f  d a t a  t h a t  W e s t o n  h a s  g i v e n  y o u  o n  

a i r f l o w d y n a m i c s  a n d  t h i n g s  l i k e  t h a t .  

T h e y  w a n t  t o  know , d o e s  i t  g o  up o r  down 

o r  stay  t h e  s a m e ?  B e c a u s e  i f  i t  g o e s  up , 

t h a t  m e a n s  we ' v e g o t  m o r e  we h a v e  t o  f a c e , 

m o r e  t h a n  wh a t  we ' r e a l r e a d y f a c i n g  i n  

t h i s  c o u n t y . I f  i t  g o e s  d o w n , f i n e . 

T h a t ' s  w o n d e r f u l . T e l l  u s  i f  i t ' s  g o i ng 

d o w n  a f t e r  t h i s  new p l a n t  i s  p u t  i n .  o r  

i f  i t  s t a y s  t h e  s a m e , we a l r e a d y k n o w a 

g o o d  m a n y  o f  t h e s e  c om p o u n d s  i n  t h e  a i r  

a r e  a l r e a dy c a u s i ng h e a l t h e f f e c t s  t h a t  i s  

te s t i f i e d b y  t h e  p e r s o n  f r o m  t h e  l u ng 

a s s o c i a t i o n . We w a n t  t o  k n o w t h a t  d o e s  i t  

g o  u p  o r  d o w n  o r  s t a y  t h e  s a m e  a n d  p u t  i t  

i n  t e r m s  wh i c h  w e  c a n  u n d e r s t a n d . 

S o  I w o u l d  a d d  a g a i n ,  I w o u l d  

a d d  t h e n  t o  t h i s  t a b l e  t h e  r a d i o n u c l i d e s . 

I ' m t a l k i n g a b o u t  t a b l e  2 . 1 - 1 . 

r a d i o n u c l i d e s  a n d  t h e n  u n d e r  t h e  

SARA A N N  S ARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E PORT I N G S E RVI C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8 
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Response: Table 4. 1-12, Table 4. 1 -12a, Table 4. 1-12b, and Table 4. 1-12c in 
Section 4. 1 .2.8 of the FEIS illustrate the maximum amount of radionuclide 
emissions that are expected to result from the proposed York County Energy 
Partners, L.P. (YCEP) project. Tables 4. 1-12a, 4. 1-12b, and 4. 1-12c are new 
tables added to the FEIS, while Table 4. 1-12 contains revised information. Table 
2. 1-1  in the FEIS now includes estimated radionuclide emissions. As shown in 
Table 4. 1 -12c, it is expected that on an overall basis, the proposed project would 
increase the amount of radionuclides in the air by 225 millicuries (which translates 
to a 9.22 x w-4 tons/yr increase of radionuclides) . Please see the response to 
Comment D-29113 for a full discussion. 
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r a d i o n u c l i d e s  I wou l d  a s k  y o u  t o  e x p r e s s  

i t  i n  t e rm s  o f  c u r i e s  p e r  y e a r , t h e  number 

o f  c u r i e s  p e r  year you  expect f r o m  t h i s  

new p l a n t  a n d  t h e n  i n  t h i s  o t h e r  t a b l e  a s  

w e  w i l l  g e t  t o  i n  a m i n u t e  w h e t h e r  y o u  

e x p e c t  t h e  n u m b e r  o f  cu r i e s  t o  g o  up o r  

d own o r  s t a y  t h e  s a m e  b e c a u s e  i f  t h e  

number o f  cu r i e s  g o  up , y o u  m a y  h a v e  a l l  

k i n d s  o f  f a n cy f l ow a n a l y s e s , y o u  m a y  h a ve 

a l l  k i n d s  o f  computer mo d e l i n g . B u t  wh a t  

t h e  p e o p l e  c a r e  a b o u t , i s  i t  g o i n g  u p ?  I f  

i t ' s  g o i n g  up , t h a t  m e a n s  t h a t ' s  m o r e  o f  a 

burden o n  t h e i r  l u n g s . T h a t ' s  wh a t  t h e y  

w a n t  t o  know . T h e y  d o n ' t  w a n t  t o  h e a r  

a b o u t  f a n c y  mo d e l i n g t e c h n i q u e s . T h e y  

w a n t  t o  k n ow , i s  i t  go i n g up . T h e  a v e r a g e  

p e r s o n  c a n  u n d e r s t a n d t h a t  a n d  i n  a t a b l e  

wh ere t h e  u n i t s  a r e  e x p r e s s e d v e r y  c l e a r l y  

l i k e  y o u  h a v e  h e re ( i n d i c a t i n g ) . 

Th i s  i s  a n  e x c e l l e n t  t a b l e .  T h e  

o n l y  pr o b l em w i t h  i t  i s  i t ' s  i n c o mp l e t e . 

We ' r e a s k i n g f o r  f u l l  d i s c l o s u re . F u l l  

d i s c l o s u r e . G i v e  u s  a l l  o f  t h e  t h i n g s  

t h a t  y o u  e x p e c t  t o  c o m e  o u t  b e c a u s e  y o u  

a d m i t  t h e y ' r e c o m i n g  o u t . I m e a n ,  y o u  

SARA A N N  S A RG E N T  
COURT R E P O R T I NG S E RV I C E  
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d o n ' t  f a l"s i f y . Y o u  e v e n t u a l l y a d m i t  b u t  

y o u  d o n ' t  p u t  i t  i n  t h e  t a b l e  t h a t  m a k e s  

i t  e a s y  f o r  p e o p l e  t o  u n d e r s t a n d . U n d e r  

t h e  r a d i o n u c l i d e s , l i s t  t h e  r a d i o n u c l i d e s , 

t e l l  u s  w h a t  t h e y  a r e . 

T e l l  u s  t h e  a m o u n t s  a n d  t h e n  

l a t e r  w h e n  w e  g e t  t o  t h i s  o t h e r  t a b l e , 

t e l l u s  w h e t h e r  t h e y ' r e g o i n g  t o  g o  u p  o r  

d o wn o r  s t a y  t h e  s a m e  b e c a u s e  a l l  w e  w a n t  

t o  k n o w  i f  w e ' r e g o i n g  t o  h a v e  t o  t a k e  

m o r e  o f  i t ,  w e  c a n  f i n d  o u t  f r o m  o u r  own 

m e d i c a l  e x p e r t s , we d o n ' t  h a v e  t o  r e l y  on 

y o u r  e x p e r t s  or a n y b o d y  e l s e ,  w e  can g e t  

o u r  own . T h e  c i t i z e n s  a r e  f i n a l l y  w i s i n g  

up . T h e y ' r e l e a r n i n g  t o  g e t  t h e i r  own 

d a t a . I t ' s  e x p e n s i ve but  w e ' r e b a n d i n g  

t o g e t h e r .  U n f o r t u n a t e l y , t h e  p i p e f i t t e r s  

u n i o n s  a n d  t h e  u n i o n s  w o n ' t  b a n d  w i t h  u s  

b e c a u s e  t h e y  t h i n k t h e y ' r e e x c l u d e d  f r o m  

t h e s e  h a r m f u l  e f f e c t s . B u t  t h e y ' r e n o t  

e x c l u d e d , t h e y ' r e h u m a n  b e i n g s . T h e y ' r e 

l i k e  t h e  w o rk e r s  a t  C h e r n o b y l .  T h o s e  p o o r  

g u y s  w e n t  i n  t h e r e . T h e y  w e r e  t o l d , go  i n  

t h e r e  a n d  bu i l d  t h e  w a l l s  a r o u n d  

C h e r n o b y l , y o u  g u y s  go i n  t h e r e  a n d  b e  

S A RA A N N  S A RG ENT 
C O URT R E PORT I N G  S E RV I C E  
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h e r o e s . D o n ' t  q u e s t i o n  w h a t  w e  t e l l  y o u , 

j u s t  g o  i n  t h e r e  a n d  p u t  t h e  p i p e s  i n ,  p u t  

t h e  c e m e n t  i n  a n d  e v e r y t h i n g w i l l  b e  

f i ne . C h e ck t h e  d e a t h  r e c o rd o n  t h o s e  

p o o r  w o r k e r s . W h e r e  a r e  t h e y  n o w ?  A g o o d  

m a n y  o f  t h e m  a r e  d e a d . 

And  t h a t ' s  a n  e m o t i o n a l o n e . I 

k n o w  wh a t  y o u  w a n t , y o u ' r e n o t  l i s t e n i n g  

t o  t h i s  emot i o n a l  s tu f f . W h a t y o u  w a n t  t o  

k n ow i s  b a c k  t h e r e  i n  t h e  b a c k  t h e r e ' s  a n  

o u t l i n e  g i ven o f  w h a t  t h e  c r i t e r i a  a r e 

g o i n g  t o  be f o r  e v a l u a t i o n  a n d  w h a t  t h e  

s t a n d a r d s  a r e  a n d  t h a t ' s  w h a t  y o u ' r e 

w a i t i n g  t o  l i s t e n  t o . Y o u  w a n t  t o  k n ow 

w h e t h e r  we ' r e g o i n g  t o  p r e s e n t  d a t a  t h a t  

w i l l  a r g u e  a g a i n s t  y o u r  d a t a . T h a t ' s  w h a t  

y o u  w a n t . 

B u t  I ' m  s a y i n g , we ' r e g o i ng t o  

a s k  y o u  t o  m a k e  y o u r  d a t a  m o r e  c l e a r  

f i r s t . A n d  i f  y o u  d o  g o  t h r o u g h  w i t h  

t h i s ,  e v e n t u a l l y w e ' l l b e  a b l e  t o  t a k e  y o u  

o n  b e c a u s e  we ' l l h a v e t h e  d a t a . W e ' l l 

h a v e  y o u r  d a t a  a n d  i f  i t ' s  n o t  t r u e , t h e r e  

a r e  w a y s  t o  f i nd o u t  w h e t h e r  i t ' s  t r u e  o r  

n o t . T h e r e  a r e l o t s  o f  c i t i z e n s  g r o u p s  i n  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  
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t h i s  c o u n t r y  t h a t  h a v e  p l e n t y o f  m o n e y  a n d  

t h e y ' r e on l y  t o o  w i l l i n g t o  h e l p  o u t  i n  

c a s e s  w h e r e  t h e r e  i s  e x p l o i t a t i o n o f  

p e o p l e  o n  t h e s e  s c i e n t i f i c i s s u e s . 

T h e y ' r e r e a d y  t o  h e l p . 

S o  I w o u l d  s a y , b e  c a r e f u l . I f  

y o u ' r e go i ng t o  u s e  W e s t o n ' s  d a t a  on t h e  

r a d i o n u c l i d e s , t h e  c o n t r a c t i n g  a g e n c y  t h a t  

w a s  h i r e d  by P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r ,  y o u ' r e g o i n g 

t o  t r u s t  t h e i r  d a t a , y o u ' r e s u p p o s e d  t o  

r e p r e s e n t  u s . I t h o u g h t  y o u  w e r e  

a p p o i n t e d  by t h e  e x e c u t i v e p a r t  o f  t h i s  

g o v e r n m e n t . Y o u ' r e emp l o y e e s  o f  t h e  

e x e c u t i v e a r e a  o f  t h e  g o v e r nme n t . T h e  

e x e c u t i v e i s  v o t e d  i n  by t h e  p e o p l e .  

T h e s e  p e o p l e  h e r e  a r e  y o u r  bo s s . Y e s , A i r  

P r o d u c t s  i s  y o u r  b o s s , t o o , a n d  t h e y  n e e d  

t o  be c o n s i d e r e d . We ' r e n o t  s a y i n g  t h e y  

s h o u l d n ' t  be c o n s i d e r e d . 

B u t  w h a t  y o u ' � e b e i n g a s k e d  t o  

do h e r e  i s  p u t  i n  t h e  b e s t  t e c h n o l o g y , 

h a v e  t h e s e  p i p e f i t t e r s  a n d t h e s e  

s t e a m f i t t e r s  a n d  t h e s e  p e o p l e  w o r k i n g w i t h  

t h e  u n i o n s , g i ve t h e m  s o m e t h i n g t h a t  t h e y 

won ' t  s u f f e r  f r o m , t h a t  n o n e  o f  u s  w i l l  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G S ERV I C E 
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s u f f e r  f r om . L e t  t h e m  b u i l d .  W e  w a n t  

t h o s e  g u y s  t o  w o r k . W e  d o n ' t  w a n t  t o  p u t  

t h e m  i n  s i t u a t i o n s  w h e r e  t h e i r  h o m e i s  

c omprom i s e d  e i t h e r , w h e r e  t h e y  d o n ' t  

u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  i s s u e s . I f  t h e y  

d i d  u n d e r s t a n d  t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  i s s u e s , I 

d o n ' t  t h i n k t h e y  wou l d  b e  f o r  t h i s  b e c a u s e  

t h e i r  o w n  h e a l t h  wou l d  b e  a f f e c t e d , t h e i r  

own c h i l d r e n  a r e  g o i n g  t o  b e  a f f e c t e d  by 

t h i s .  

Now , y o u r  i d e a  i s  a g o o d  i d e a . 

C o g e n e r a t i o n  i s  a g o o d  i d e a . B u t  I t h i nk 

f u l l  d i s c l o s u r e  i s  a g o o d  i d e a  a n d  f u l l  

d i s c l o s u r e  d o e s n ' t  m e a n  p u t t i n g a t a b l e  

h e r e  w i t h p a r t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n a n d  t h e n  

b e a r i n g a l l  t h e  i mp o r t a n t  t h i n g s  l i k e  t h e  

r a d i o n u c l i d e s  a n d  t h e  c a r c i n o g e n i c  

vo l a t i l e s  be a r i n g  t h a t  i n  t�e t e x t  wh e r e  

i t  t a k e s  a g r e a t  d e a l  o f  e f f o r t  t o  d i g  i t  

o u t . And  i t  t a k e s  a p e r s o n  l i k e  m e  w i th a 

P h . D .  t o  r e a l l y u n d e r s t a n d  i t  b e c a u s e  y o u  

know t h a t  I k n o w . 

You  k n o w  t h a t  b e c a u s e  I w a s  o n  

y o u r  s i d e  o f  t h e  f e n c e . I w o r k e d  f o r  t h e  

N a t i o n a l  C a n c e r  I n s t i t u t e . I w a s  a 2 51 �-------------------------------------------------------------� 
S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  

COURT R E PORT I N G  S E RVI C E  
( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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g o v e r n m e n t  em p l o y e e . A n d  I c a n  s e e  e v e n  

i n  t h e  N a t i o n a l C a n c e r  I n s t i t u t e  w h a t  t h e y  

c a n  d o  w i t h d a t a . T h e y  c a n  f o o l  t h e  

p e o p l e , t o o . N o t  a l l  t h e  t i me . M o s t  o f  

t h o s e  m e n  a n d  women a r e  v e r y  d e d i c a t e d  

p e o p l e  j u s t  l i k e  t h e r e  a r e  m a n y  d e d i c a t e d 

m e n  a n d  women i n  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  E n e r g y . 

B u t  I ' m s a y i n g  i f  y o u ' r e t r u l y  d e d i c a t e d  

a n d  y o u ' r e t r u l y  o u r  emp l o y e e s , t h e n  j u s t  

d o n ' t  r e p r e s e n t  - - - e v e n  t h o u g h  y o u  o n l y  

h a ve a 2 0  p e r c e n t  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h i s  a n d  y o u  

s a y  t h a t ' s  y o u r  e x c u s e , t h a t ' s  y o u r  

c o p - o u t . Y o u s a y , we l l ,  we on l y  h a v e 2 0  

p e r c e n t  s o  we c a n ' t  t e l l  A i r  P r o d u c t s  w h a t  

t o  do . B u t , n e v e r t h e l e s s , y o u ' r e g o i n g  t o  

g i ve t h e m  $ 7 5  m i l l i o n o f  o u r  t a x p a y e r s ' 

mon ey . Y o u c a n  d o  t h a t . T h e n  r e p r e s e n t  

u s  t o t a l l y .  G i v e  u s  t h e  t o t a l  p i c t u r e  a n d  

d o n ' t  o b f u s c a t e  t h e  d a t a . 

And  s o  I wo u l d  f o rma l l y r e q u e s t  

t h e n  t h a t  t h a t  t a b l e  b e  mo d i f i e d . And  

a l s o  g e t t i n g b a c k  t o  the  other t a b l e  t h a t  

I m a k e  i t  v e r y  c l e a r  t h a t  t h e  t a b l e  o n  

p a g e  4 - 2 2 , j u s t  s o  i t ' s  c l e a r , t h e  o n e  

t h i n g I l e f t  o u t  w a s  th i s  t a b l e  w h e r e  y o u  

S ARA A N N  S A RG E NT 
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G S E RV I C E  
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d o  t h e  d i f f e r e n t i a l , wh e r e  y o u  s h ow wh a t ' s  

g o i n g t o  h a pp e n  b e f o r e  a n d  a f t e r , t h a t ' s  a 

very i m p o r t a n t  t a b l e .  P u t  c a r b o n  mo n o x i d e  

i n  t h e r e . Now , I t h i n k e v� r y b o d y  i n  th i s  

r o om k n o w s  - - - I me a n , t h a t  d o e s n ' t  t a k e  a 

r o c k e t  s c i e n t i s t  t o  k n ow w h a t  c a r b o n  

m o n o x i d e  i s .  W h o  a m o n g  u s  d o e s n ' t  k n o w  

wh a t  c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e  i s ?  W e  k n ow w h a t  

t h a t  i s . Why i s n ' t  t h a t  i n  h e r e ?  O v e r  

h e r e  i n  t h i s  t a b l e ,  f o l k s , i f  y o u  l o o k  

o v e r  h e r e , f o l k s . L o o k  w h a t  i t  s a y s , 

c a rbon m o n o x i d e , 1 , 7 2 6  t o n s  a y e a r .  B u t  

h o w  c o m e  i t ' s  l e f t  o u t  o v e r  h e r e  i n  t h i s  

t a b l e ?  Why d o n ' t  w e  s e e  t h a t  f i g u r e ?  I s  

i t  g o i n g u p , f o l k s , o r  i s  i t  g o i n g  d o w n ?  

T h a t ' s  w h a t  w e  w a n t  t o  k n ow ; d o n ' t  w e ?  

S o  I f o rm a l l y  r e q u e s t  t h a t  y o u  

t e l l  u s  t h a t . T e l l  u s  i s  t h e  c a r b o n  

t h a t ' s  a ma j o r c o m p o n e n t . T h a t ' s  n o t  o n e  

o f  t h e  m i n o r  o n e s . T h e  o x i d e s  o f  n i t r o g e n  

a r e  1 , :4 3 7 . C a r b o n  mo n o x i d e  i s  1 , 7 2 6  i n  

t e rms o f  t o n s  p e r  y e a r .  W h o  i n  th i s  r oom 

d o e s n ' t know what a ton i s ?  W h o  i n  th i s  

room d o e s n ' t  k n o w  w h a t  o n e  y e a r  i s ?  

c a n  a l l  u n d e r s t a n d  t h a t ; c a n ' t  w e ?  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  
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S o  why d o n ' t  we a s k  t h e m  

f o r ma l l y ,  a nd I r e q u e s t  th i s  r e s p e c t f u l l y ,  

t h a t  i n  th i s  t a b l e  y o u  p u t  t h e  c a r b o n  

m o n o x i d e  d a t a . P u t  t h a t  i n  t h e r e , t e l l  

u s , i s  i t  g o i n g u p , f o l k s ?  I s  i t  g o i n g 

d o w n ?  Or i s  i t  s a y i n g  t h e  s a m e ?  J u s t  

g i v e  u s  a n  o b j e c t i v e  a n s wer . T h a t ' s  a l l  

we w a n t  t o  k n ow . And  t h e n  w e ' l l eva l u a t e  

i t . W e  c a n  t e l l wh a t  a t o n  i s . We  k n ow 

w h a t  o n e  y e a r  i s .  A n d  we c a n  s a y  f o r  

o u r s e l v e s , d o  we w a n t  t o  h a v e  t h a t  

e x p e r i e n c e  o f  i t  g o i n g up o r  g o i n g  d o wn o r  

s t a y i n g the  s a me . T h a t ' s  w h a t  we w a n t  t o  

k n o w . 

S o  mod i f y  y o u r  t a b l e  h e r e , 

p l e a s e , on  4 2 2 . P u t  i t  i n  t o n s  p e r  y e a r  

f o r  t h e  c a r b o n  m o n o x i d e  a n d  t h e  v o l a t i l e s  

a n d  a l s o t h e  d i f f e r e n t i a l  f o r  t h e  

r a d i o n u c l i d e s  a n d  b r e a k  t h e m  d o w n . G i ve 

u s  a n  i d e a  wh i c h o f  t h e  c a r c i n o g e n s  a r e  

g o i n g t o  g o  up a n d  d o w n , s t a y  t h e  s a m e , 

a n d the  v o l a t i l e  o r g a n i c s . T e l l  u s  a bo u t  

t h e  f l u o r i n e s  a n d  t h e  b e n z e n e s  a n d  a l l  t h e  

o t h e r  c a r c i n o g e n i c  c o m p o u n d s .  W e  w a n t  t o  

k n ow a r e  t h e y  g o i n g t o  u p  o r  d own o r  s t a y  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U RT R E P O RT I NG S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Volume II 

Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-34/1 and D-35/8 . 

Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-34/7, D-294/6, and D-3 15/8 
concerning carbon monoxide (CO) and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) . 

Table 4. 1 -12 in Section 4. 1 .2 .8  of the FEIS displays estimates made in the revised 
radionuclide emissions report (Weston, 1995) of the maximum amount of 
radionuclide emissions that would be expected to result from the proposed York 
County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) project; Table 4. 1 -12a, added to the FEIS , 
shows similar estimates made independently by DOE for a more extensive list of 
radionuclides . Table 4 . 1 -12b shows the estimates made by DOE of the radionuclide 
emissions from the P. H.  Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 4; and Table 4. 1 -
2c, shows the "differential, "  i .e. ,  the increases or  decreases of radionuclide 
emissions that may result from the proposed YCEP project including the curtailment 
of the P.  H. Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 4. See the response to 
Comment D-291/3 for a full discussion of this topic. 

Speciation of VOCs, including carcinogenic VOCs, is presented in Table 4. 1-1 1 .  
It was not possible to generate differentials for specific VOC species, since this 
information was not available for P. H. Glatfelter Company's Power Boiler No. 4. 
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t h e  s a me . A n d  g i v e u s  t h e  num b e r s  a n d  p u t  

i t  i n  t h o s e  u n i t s , t o n s  p e r  y e a r  o r  cu r i e s 

p e r  y e a r  a n d  w e ' l l be a b l e  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  

i t . W e  w o n ' t  n e e d  t o  h i r e  W e s t o n  t o  t e l l  

u s  w h e t h e r  w e , i n  o u r  j u d g m e n t  t h a t  i s  

g o o d  f o r  u s  o r  b a d  f o r  u s . 

RO Y L .  E I G U R E N : 

A n y o n e  e l s e  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e ?  

O k a y . Mr . K l u n k . 

J O H N  K L U N K : 

T h e  o v e r h e a d  d o e s n ' t  r e l a t e  t o  

w h a t  I ' m g o i n g t o  s a y . I j u s t  t h o u g h t  w e  

c o u l d  u s e  a l i t t l e  s o m e t h i n g i n t e r e s t i n g 

t o  l o o k  a t , a l i t t l e  d i f f e r e n t  b a c k d r o p . 

I t ' s  k i n d o f  bo r i n g i n  h e r e , t h e  s c e n e r y . 

RO Y L .  E I G U R E N : 

W e  n e e d  t h e  n a m e  f o r  t h e  r e c o r d . 

J O H N  K L UN K : 

S o r ry . J o h n  K l u n k . A n d  I ' m  

s p e a k i n g j u s t  a s  a r e s i d e n t o f  t h e  a r e a . 

I w a s  n o t  a w a r e  o f  t h e  a n n o u n c e m e n t  t h a t  

t h e r e  wa s g o i n g t o  b e  a n o t h e r  h e a r i n g . 

I ' m  r e a l l y p l e a s e d  to h e a r  t h a t . I t ' s  

j u s t  t o o  b a d  you c o u l d n ' t  do i t  r i g h t  t h e  

f i r s t  t i me . My w i f e  h a d  w r i t t e n  - - - I 

S A RA A N N  S A RG E N T  
CO URT R E P O RT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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m e a n , y o u  s h o u l d  h a v e  k n own w e  w e r e  g o i n g  

t o  b e  u p s e t  a b o u t  t h i s , t h e  s c h e d u l i ng 

t h a t  y o u ' ve done h e r e . I f e l t  t h a t  I w a s  

r o b b e d  o f  a n  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  p r e s e n t  s ome 

i n f orma t i o n t h a t  I t h i n k  is  i m p o r t a n t  in  

the pu b l i c  f o r u m . A n d  I ' m a f r a i d  i t  w i l l  

p r o b a b l y  b e  a l o t  l i k e  w h a t  h a p p e n e d  a t  

t h e  o t h e r  t i m e  w e  h a d  a s c op i n g m e e t i n g 

a n d  p e op l e  w e r e  j u s t  s o  d i s g u s t e d  t h e y  

d i d n ' t  both e r  c o rn i n g  t o  t h e  n e x t  o n e . B u t  

t h a nk y o u  v e r y  m u c h . I a p p r e c i a t e  t h a t . 

My w i f e  wa s n ' t  a b l e  t o  b e  h e r e  

t o n i g h t  s o  t h a t ' s  w h y  I ' m v i d e o t a p i n g i t  

f o r  h e r . B u t  s h e  d i d  h a v e  o n e  i t e m s h e  

w a n t e d  t o  a d d  t o  s om e  i n f o rm a t i o n  t h a t  s h e  

h a d  s u bm i tt e d  t o  D r . Va n O o t e g h e rn . T h i s  

i s  o n  t h e  d r a f t . T h e  d r a f t  E I S  g o e s  i n t o  

a v e r y  s a n i t i z e d v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  

t h i s  p r o j e c t . T h e  f a c t  t h a t  a v o t e r  

r e f e r e n d u m  w a s  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h e  

u l t i m a t e  d em i s e  o f  t h e  C i t y  o f  T a l l a h a s s e e  

p r o j e c t  s h ou l d  b e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  d r a f t  

E I S . L i k ew i s e , Y C E P ' s  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  t o  

o b t a i n  a i r em i s s i o n  o f f s e t s  w a s  n o t  t h e  

p r i m a ry r e a s o n  f o r  r e l o c a t i n g t h e  p r o j e c t  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
COURT R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The requested statement has been added to the FEIS . Several issues 
influenced the decision to move the project from the Tallahassee site. An updated 
fuel analysis conducted by the City of Tallahassee in late 199 1  indicated that the 
projected cost of gas and oil would be lower than forecasted in their economic 
evaluation. Thus, justification for the Hopkins Generating Station Unit 2 repowering 
project became · difficult. It was clear from the new study that coal would not 
provide the lowest cost option for repowering at Tallahassee. Public opposition to 
the plant, as reflected in the city's February 1992 referendum, also contributed to 
the City of Tallahassee's decision not to proceed with the repowering project. 

In the case of this project's preceding history in Tallahassee, FL, the " Industrial 
Participant" was the City of Tallahassee, a municipal government. The City Council 
was subject to all legal remedy available under city ordinance, including referendum. 
The project's termination by the City of Tallahassee was based in part on local 
residents exercising their will for expenditure (or non-expenditure) of municipal 
funds on a publicly-owned facility. This action took place prior to completion of 
the NEPA review by DOE. 

Following the City of Tallahassee's withdrawal from the Clean Coal Technology 
Project, a new Industrial Participant, York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP), 
applied for program participation and funding. YCEP is a private, for-profit 
company, and the facility they propose to construct would be privately owned and 
operated. This is in contrast to the Tallahassee facility, which would have been 
publicly owned and operated. As such, YCEP's internal corporate decisions 
regarding whether or not to continue with the project are not subject to public 
referendum. 

However, one key factor in the York County Energy Partners, L.P. (YCEP) 
decision to move from the West Manchester to North Codorus site was to obtain the 
air emission offsets. York County Chamber of Commerce Iosue report findings had 
requested that the offsets be obtained locally. The P. H .  Glatfelter Company agreed 
to provide the offsets only if a suitable source of steam could be provided in l ieu of 
operating Power Boiler No . 4. It should be noted that another factor in this move 
from the West Manchester site was zoning ordinance considerations. 
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f r om W e s t  M a n c h e s t e r  t o  N o r t h  C o d o r u s . I n  

r e a l i ty , W e s t  M a nch e s t e r  h a d  z o n i n g / l a n d  

u s e  o rd i n a n c e  w h i c h  p r e c l u d e d  t h e  a b i l i t y  

t o  o bt a i n  1 0 0  f e e t . Y C E P  w a s  i n v o l v e d  i n  

a n  e x t e n s i v e  a n d  e xp e n s i v e z o n i n g  b a t t l e  

w i th p o s s i b l e  l i t i g a t i o n  e xp e n s e s  l o o m i n g  

i n  t h e  f u tu r e . An e a s y  s i t i n g o p p o r t u n i t y  

i n  N o r t h  C o d o r u s  w i th i t s  a bs e n c e  o f  

z o n i ng o r d i n a n c e s  c o u l d  b e  a c h i e v e d  by 

r e l o c a t i n g the p r o p o s e d  YCEP p r o j e c t  to 

the P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  C o mp a n y . 

I ' m a t t a c h i n g t h e  c o mm e n t s  t h a t  

I m a d e  t o  D r . V a n  O o t e g h em o n  t h e  

imp l e m e n t a t i o n  p l a n .  S i n c e  t h e  d r a f t  E I S  

f a i l e d t o  a d d r e s s  a n y o f  my c o mm e n t s  

s a t i s f a c t o r i l y ,  m y  q u e s t i o n s  a n d  c o mm e n t s  

a r e  a s  v a l i d t o d a y  i n  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  

d ra f t E I S  a s  t h e y  w e r e  o n  J u l y  2 9 t h , 1 9 9 4 , 

i n  r e s p o n s e  t o  t h e  i m p l e m e n t a t i o n p l a n . I 

w i l l  g i v e  t h i s  t o  y o u  t h e n . 

I ' v e g o t  a c o u p l e  t h i n g s , 

s u b j e c t s  h e r e  o n  t h e  f o g g i n g a n d  i c i n g  

f o r g e t  th a t  .. I ' m  n o t  g o i n g t o  g o  i n t o  

t h a t  now . T h e r e ' s  a b e t t e r  t i m e  f o r  t h a t . 

T h e  j a r o f  w a t e r  I b r o u g h t  u p  i s  

SARA ANN SARGENT 
C O U R T  R E P O R T I NG S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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G l a t f e l t e r  w a s t e  w a t e r . I t ' s  o l d . I 

t h i n k g o t  i t  a c o u p l e  m o n t h s  a g o . 

F r i e n d s  o f  o u r s  w e r e  v i s i t i n g  f r o m  

P i t t s b u r g h  a n d  o n e  o f  t h e m  w a s  - - - worked 

i n  a l a b  a t  C a r n e g i e  Me l l o n  Un i v e r s i t y . 

A n d  w e  w a l k e d  t h r o u g h  t h e  h u n t i n g g r o u nd s , 

t h e  p u b l i c  l a n d u p  t o w a rd t h e  w a s t ew a t e r  

o u t f a l l .  And  t h e  p e r s o n  t h a t  w o r k e d  i n  

t h e  l a b  n o t e d  s o m e  o f  t h e  s m e l l s . T h e r e ' s  

a va r i e t y  o f  s m e l l s  d o w n  t h e r e  f r o m  t h e  

c o mpo s t i n g f a c i l i t y a n d  t h e  c r e e k  a n d  

s o me t i m e s  i t ' s  h a r d  t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  w h a t ' s  

wh i c h . F rom w h a t  s e n s e  o f  s m e l l  I h a ve 

l e f t , I can t e l l  what it  is  and o f t e n t i m e s  

I ' m  t o l d . 

B u t  w h a t  I ' m  g e t t i n g a t  i s  s h e  

h a d  w o r k e d  i n  a l a b  a n d wa s e x p e r i e n c e d  

w i t h c h e m i c a l s  a n d  s h e  s a i d  t h a t  s m e l l  a n d  

m o s t l y  i t  wa s t h e  w a s t e wa t e r  i n  t h e  c r e e k . 

T h a t  t e l l s  me two t h i n g s . T h e  f i r s t  

th i n g  i s  f l e e , g e t  a w a y  f r om i t .  S h e  

f e l t i l l . I me a n , s h e  w a s  p h y s i c a l l y i l l . 

T h e  o t h e r  th i n g s h e  s a i d  w a s  

t h a t  s h e  s a i d  i t  s e ems  t o  h e r  l i k e  

s om e t h i n g t h a t  s h e  wou l d  c a l l  p h e n o l i c s  o r  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO URT R E P O RT I NG S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Please see the response to Comment J-12117. 
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p h e n o l s . And  I d i d n ' t  e v e r  s e e  a n y  

ph e n o l s  i n  t h e  a i r .  I d o n ' t  k n ow i f  i t ' s  

a VOC o r  w h a t  i t  i s .  I ' m n o t a c h e m i s t  o r  

s c i e n t i s t o r  a n y t h i n g . B u t  I t h i n k o n e  o f  

t h e  b i g  t h i n g s  t h a t  y o u  m i s s e d  t h e  b o a t  o n  

h e re a n d t h a t  r e a l l y n e e d s  to b e  a d d r e s s e d  

i s  t h e  o d o r  t h a t ' s  g o i n g t o  b e  p r o d u c e d  

w h e n  y o u r  p l a n t u s e  o f  w a s t e w a t e r  t a k e s  

p l a c e . Now , t h a t  w a s t e w a t e r  t r e a tm e n t  

f a c i l i t y  p r o d u c e s  a t r e m e n d o u s  a m o u n t  o f  

v o c s . I ' v e r e a d  t h a t  m u c h . 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y , t h e  D E R  m i s s e d  

t h e  b o a t  o n  t h i s ,  t o o . W e  w e n t  b a c k  w i th 

s o m e  D E R  o f f i c i a l s  a n d  I r a i s e d  t h i s  i s s u e  

o f  o d o r . And  s u r p r i s i ng l y ,  w h e t h e r  

e n g i n e e r s  - - - . Mr . L e i f  G a r r i s o n  w h o  c a m e  

b a c k  a f t e r  t h e  m e e t i n g a f t e r  I h a d  r a i s e d  

t h i s  i s s u e , h e  s a i d , w e l l ,  i t ' s  v e r y  

. i n t e r e s t i n g . H e  s a i d , w e  h a v e  a n  a w f u l  

l o t  o f  d a t a  o n  t h a t  b u t  w e  h a d n ' t  t h o u g h t  

a bo u t  o d o r . T h a t ' s  p r e t t y  s t r a ng e . O d o r  

i s  a p r o b l e m  a n d  i t ' s  o n l y  g o i n g t o  b e  

w o r s e  w h e n  you s t a r t  e va p o r a t i n g a g o o d  

p o r t i o n  o f  wh a t  g o e s  d o wn t h e  c r e e k  n o w  i n  

t h e  p r o p o s e d  p r o j e c t  s i t e  a re a . 

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U RT R E P O RT I NG S ERV I C E 

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Response: Please see the responses to Comments D-158/9 and J- 12117. 
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A s i d e  f r om t h e  f o g g i n g  p r o b l em ,  

i t ' s  g o i ng t o  e x p o s e  a l o t  m o r e  p e o p l e  t o  

m o r e  o f  t h e  c o mp o u n d s  t h a t  a r e  s t i l l  

p r e s e n t  i n  t h e r e . T h e  V O C  I 

a p pr e c i a t e  M r . E v a n ' s  c o mm e n t s . I t ' s  r e a l 

e n c o u r a g i n g t o  l e a r n  t h a t  t h e r e ' s  s o m e o n e  

who  c a n  s e e  t h r o u g h  a l o t  o f  t h i s  s t u f f  

a n d  u n d e r s t a n d  i t  a n d u n d e r s t a nd why i t ' s  

s o  h a r d  f o r  u s  t o  u n d e r s t a n d . I 

a p p r e c i a t e  v e r y  m u c h  h i s  i n p u t s  h e r e  

t o n i g h t  a n d  I c e r t a i n l y  h o p e  y o u  r e s p e c t  

h i s  c o m m e n t s  a n d  w i s h e s  a n d  c omp l y  w i t h 

t h em . 

And I a l s o f o r m a l l y r e q u e s t  t h a t  

a l l  c o m p o n e n t s  o f  t h e  w a s t ew a t e r  b e  

t h o r o u g h l y  s p e c i f i e d a s  t o  w h e r e  t h e y ' r e 

g o i n g t o  b e , w h a t  a m o u n t s  a r e  g o i n g  t o  b e  

e m i t t e d  f r om t h e  c o o l i n g t o w e r s . 

I ' d  i n v i t e  y o u , m e m b e r s  o f  t h e  

p a n e l , t o  t a k e  a g o o d  wh i f f  o f  i t . I 

t h i n k y o u  owe i t  t o  y o u r s e l v e s  t o  d o  t h a t .  

I know t h a t  D r . V a n  O o t e g h em , s i n c e  s h e ' s  

v i s i t ed t h e  w a s t e w a t e r  o u t f a l l - - - b u t  i t ' s  

b e e n  a wh i l e . S o  p l e a s e  h e l p  y o u r s e l f .  

W e  a r o u n d  Y o r k  C o u n t y  k n o w w h a t  i t  s me l l s  

S A RA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O URT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Volume II 

Final Environmental hnpact Statement 

Response: Wastewater from the P. H.  Glatfelter Company was analyzed for the 
relevant (to coal conversion systems) hazardous air pollutants specifically identified 
for regulation under the Clean Air Act as amended in 1990. Of these potential 
hazardous air pollutants, only chloroform was identified. As described in Sections 
4. 1 .2.9 and 4. 1 .2. 1 1 ,  the emission of chloroform from the cooling tower was 
modeled and the effects on human health were assessed. The results of the risk 
assessment indicate that the individual upper bound lifetime excess cancer risk from 
exposure to chloroform released from the cooling tower would be -less than 1 in 1 
million, a risk which would be considered generally acceptable per EPA standards. 

Please also see the response to Comment J-121/7. 

Response: The projected constituents and concentrations of the cooling tower 
blowdown (i .e.,  wastewater) are presented in Table 4 . 1 -26 in Section 4. 1 .4.2.5 . 
Table 4. 1-13 in Section 4. 1 .2.9 lists emissions rates affecting air quality from the 
cooling tower for trace elements and chloroform. 

The P .  H .  Glatfelter Company's wastewater contains materials that contribute to the 
"color" ofthis wastewater. These components are largely uncharacterized; however, 
these are believed to be non-volatile in nature since these remain in the wastewater 
after multiple stages of aeration. In addition, these organic complexes tend to be 
large molecular weight complexes that represent partial breakdown products of 
woody materials (such as cellulose and l ignin) . Due to their non-volatility and high 
molecular weight, these compounds contributing to the color of the wastewater 
would not be released to the atmosphere as the wastewater is cycled through the 
cooling tower. Based on the results of a pilot study conducted, the only organic 
compound that would be released in cooling tower emissions would be chloroform, 
a low molecular-weight, volatile compound. 
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l i k e  b e c a u s e  t h a t  c o m p o u n d  m a k e s  t h a t  

c r e e k  s me l l  t h e  who l e  w a y  u p  t o  

S u s q u e h a n n a  R i v e r . F o r t u n a t e l y , t h e r e  i t  

g e t s  d i l u t e d  e n o u g h  t h a t  i t ' s  n o t  

n o t i c e a b l e . 

O n e  I m i s s e d  b e f o r e , t h e  

P e n n s y l v a n i a  D E R  h a s  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e y  w a n t  

t o  i s s u e  a n e w  d r a f t  N P D E S  p e r m i t  f o r  t h e  

P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  C om p a ny . I t ' s  b e e n  a 

coup l e  y e a r s  s i n c e  I ' v e b e e n  i n v o l v e d  i n  

t h e  C o d o r u s  C r e e k  i s s u e  a nd f o u n d  o u t  t h a t  

t h e i r  p e r m i t  i s  a dm i n i s t r a t i v e l y  e xp a n d e d  

a n d  t h e y  n e e d  a n d  a t t e n d  t o , a n d  I c om m e n d  

t h e m  f o r  i t ,  t o  i s s u e  a d r a f t  N P D E S  p e r m i t  

f o r  t h e  G l a t f e l t e r  Compa ny , h o p e f u l l y  a 

p e r m i t  t h a t ' s  m o r e  p r o t e c t i v e  o f  t h e  c r e e k  

t h a n  t h e  o n e  t h a t  t h e y  n o w  u s e . I c om m e n d  

t h e  G l a t f e l t e r  C o m p a n y  f o r  t h e i r  e f f o r t s  

t o o , w i t h m o d e r n i z i ng t h e  p l a n t . I t  w i l l  

v e r y  l o g i c a l l y  m a k e  a n  i m p r o v e m e n t  i n  t h e  

c r e e k  I t h i n k t h e r e ' s  m u c h  m o r e  n e ed f o r  

i m p r o v e m e n t  b u t  I ' m  g l a d  t o  s e e  wh a t ' s  

b e i ng d o n e . 

Th i s  p e r m i t  i s  v e r y  p r o b l em a t i c 

a n d  n o w h e r e  t h a t  I s a w  y e t  w a s  t h i s  

S ARA A N N  S A RG E N T  
C O U R T  R E PORT I N G  S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: DOE has summarized in the EIS, and has made available in the public 
reading rooms, all the available relevant data on water quality of Codorus Creek. 
The FEIS's discussion of the Creek's water quality has been expanded. Where the 
EIS does not discuss exceedances, there is insufficient data to prove on-going 
exceedances; and the anticipated impacts of the proposed project (not to be confused 
with the environmental impacts of the P.  H .  Glatfelter Company) did not warrant 
the collection of additional data on these issues. 

The discussion in Section 3. 1 .4. 1  of existing Codorus Creek water quality refers to 
historical data suggesting that degraded water quality during low-flow conditions has 
occurred from high concentrations of nutrients, heavy metals, dissolved solids, and 
organics. Table 3. 1-9 provides a summary of SRBC's most recent water quality 
survey of Codorus Creek, including the applicable standard for each parameter. 
Please also see Table 9-4 in the FEIS, which lists identified exceedances. 
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p r o b l em a d d r e s s e d  h e r e  i n  t h e  d r a f t  

E n v i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t . I b e l i e ve 

t h a t  was an i mp o r t a n t  om i s s i o n . I t h i n k  

t h a t  wou l d  b e  a r e a l l y  g o od i d e a  i f  y o u  

i n c l u d e  t h e  w h o l e  s t o r y  o n  t h e  w a t e r  

q u a l i t y  i s s u e s  t h e r e  i n s t e a d  o f  j u s t  

s a y i n g , w a t e r  q u a l i t y  i s  g e n e r a l l y g o o d  

e x c e p t  f o r  a f e w  p a ra m e t e r s . Y o u  d on ' t  
t a l k  a b o u t  h ow f a r  o u t  o f  r a n g e  t h o s e  
p a r a m e t e r s  a r e . I t h a n k  y o u  v e r y  m u c h . 

R O Y  L .  E I G U R E N : 
A r e  t h e r e  o t h e r s  h e r e  w h o  w i s h  

t o  t e s t i f y a t  t h i s  t i m e ?  Y e s , s i r .  
A n y o n e  e l s e  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e ?  P r o c e e d . 
R i c h a r d C l a rk ,  I b e l i e v e . 

R I CH A R D  C LARK : 

Y e s , c o r r e c t . R i c h a rd C l a rk . 
A n d , a g a i n , I h a v e  c omm e n t s  f o r  my s e l f .  
h a v e  c omme n t s  r e p r e s e n t i n g S T O P . 

R e pr e s e n t i n g  S TO P , I wou l d  l i k e  t o  

r e i t e r a t e  a n  o f f e r  r e a l l y t h a t  w e  m a d e  t o  

M r . J a c k  S e g a l ( ph o n e t i c )  a n d M r . L o we l l  

M i l l e r w h e n  t h e y  a s k e d  u s  i f  w e  w o u l d  b e  

w i l l i n g , w e  b e i n g  a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  group 

f r om t h e  p e o p l e  t h a t  are  e n v i r o n m e n t a l l y 

S ARA A N N  S ARG ENT 
C O U R T  R EP O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  p r o g r a m . T h e y  a s k e d  

u s  i f  we wou l d  b e  w i l l i n g  to m e e t  w i t h  

DO E ,  to  m e e t  w i th Y o r k  C o u n t y  E n e r g y  t o  

m e e t  w i th t h e  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  C o m p a n y . 

A n d  we s a i d , j u s t  l e t  u s  k n ow w h e n . I 

wou l d  r e i t e r a t e  t h a t  o f f e r . We w e r e  a s ked 

by D r . H u g h  Archer ( p h o n e t i c )  who  is  t h e  

r e g i o n a l D E R  d i r e c t o r  i f  w e  wou l d  b e  

w i l l i ng to m e e t  w i th t h e s e  p e o p l e . We 

s a i d  that we wo u l d . I w r o t e  t o  the York 

C o u nty Chamber of  C o m m e r c e  a n d  a s k e d  them 

i f  t h e y  would  set  up a m e e t i n g b u t  n o t h i ng 

s e e m s  to h a p p e n  w i t h t h e s e  o f f e r s  t o  m e e t  

w i t h t h e s e  p e op l e . S o  w e ' l l  e x t e nd t h e  

i n v i t a t i o n  a g a i n . We w o u l d  b e  h a p p y  t o  

m e e t  w i t h them . 

W i t h r e g a rd t o  D r . E v a n s ' 

c omme n t  a b out t h e  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  o f  p e o p l e  

o p e ra t i n g t h e  s t a t i o n , I wo u l d  l i k e  to 

m a k e  an o b s e r v a t i o n  r e l a t i v e  t o  t h e  

q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  o f  Mr . G e o r g e  M y e r s  who 

s p o k e  e a r l i e r . Mr . G e o r g e  M y e r s  a n d  h i s  

w i f e ,  J e a n  Ev e l y n , s p e n t  8 6  y e a r s  o f  the i r  

l i f e  work i n g f o r  t h e  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  

C o m p a n y . T h e y  h a v e  b e e n  v e r y  a c t i v e w i t h  

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E PORT I N G S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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S T O P . T h e y  g a v e  up t h e i r  o u t i n g  t o  t h e  

P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  C h r i s tm a s  p a r t y  t h e  o t h e r  

n i g h t  t o  c o m e  h e r e . Wh i c h  b r i n g s  up a 

p o i n t ,  t h e r e  a r e  p r o f i t  m o t i v e s  a n d  t h e r e  

a r e  a l t ru i s t i c  m o t i v e s . A n d  I t h i nk t h e y  

e p i t o m i z e  t h e  l a t t e r . 

I wou l d  l i k e  t o  c o m m e n d  t h e  

me d i c a l  s o c i e t i e s , D r . D a b b , w h a t  I 

c o n s i d e r  a t r u l y  a l t r u i s t i c  b e h a v i o r  o f  

s p e a k i n g  t h e i r  c o n s c i e n c e  i n s t e a d  o f  

s p e a k i ng f r o m t h e i r  p o c k e t b o o k . I n  t e rm s  

o f  c l i e n t s , t h e y  c o u l d  b e n e f i t  f r om t h i s  

p r o j e c t . B u t  i n s t e a d ,  t h e y  c h o o s e  t o  

s p e a k  up a n d t r y  t o  c o n d u c t  s o m e  

p r e v e n t a t i ve me d i c i n e . I c o mm e n d  t h e m f o r  

t h a t . 

I w o u l d  l i k e  t o  a s k  o n e  qu e s t i o n  

a n d  a g a i n ,  i t ' s  a r e i t e r a t i o n . I t  h a s  t o  

d o  w i t h  t h e  l e g a l i t y  o f  t h e  p r o g r a m a t i c  

E n v i r o n m e n t a l I mp a c t  S t a t e m e n t . H a s  t h a t  

e v e r  b e e n  c h a l l e n g e d  i n  C o u r t s ?  

R O Y  L .  E I G U R E N : 

T h a t  w i l l  b e  n o t e d  i n  t h e  r e c o r d 

i n  r e s p o n d i n g t o  t h e  f i n a l  E I S . 

RI CHARD CLARK : 

S ARA A N N  SARG ENT 
CO URT R E P O RT I NG S E RV I C E  

( 8 1 4 )  5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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F1nal Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: The Final Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement: Clean Coal 
Technology Demonstration Program (DOE/EIS-0146) (DOE, 1989a) dated 
November 1989, has never been challenged in court. 
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O k a y . T h a nk y o u . T h e  f i na l  

t h i ng t h a t  I wou l d  l i k e  t o  s a y  i s  t h a t  y o u  

p e op l e  a r e  i n  a p o s i t i o n  t o  r e n d e r  a g r e a t  

d e a l o f  i n f l u e n c e  o n  t h i s  p r o j e c t , 

o b v i o u s l y . I wo u l d , a s  a c i t i z e n , a s k  y o u  

t o  r e n d e r  t h a t  i n f l u e n c e  i n  a m a n n e r  s o  

t h a t  w e  c a n  t r u l y  imp r o v e  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  

h e r e  i n  Y o rk C o u n t y  a n d n o t  c o n t r i bu t e  t o  

a f u r t h e r  d e t e r i o r a t i o n . W h a t e v e r  t h a t  

t a k e s  i n  t e r m s  o f  a l t e r n a t e  t e c h n o l og i e s  

o r  w h a t e v e r , t a k e  t h a t  m o n i e s  a n d p u t  i t  

i n t o , a s  I s a y , i m p ro v i n g  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s , 

n o t  f u r t h e r  d e t e r i o r a t i n g t h em . A n d  s o  

t h a t ' s  a p e r s o n a l r e q u e s t . T h a n k  y o u . 

ROY L .  E I G U R E N : 

T h a n k  y o u . Y e s , s i r . A n y o n e  

e l s e  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  t i m e ?  O k a y . G o  a h e a d . 

WARREN EVA N S : 

D r . W a r r e n  Eva n s . T h a n k  y o u  f o r  

g i v i n g  m e  more  t i m e  o n  t h i s . I ' d  l i k e  t o  

ca l l  y o u r  a t t e n t i o n  a t  t h i s  t i m e  t o  

a p p e n d i x  B .  A s  e v e rybody k n ow s , i f  y o u  

w a n t  t o  f i nd o u t  t h e  mo s t  i nt e r e s t i ng p a r t  

o f  a n y  r e p o r t , l o o k  a t  t h e  a p p e n d i x , 

t h a t ' s  w h e r e  s o m e  o f  t h e  m o s t  u s e f u l  d a t a  

S A RA A N N  S A RG E N T  
CO URT R E P O RT I N G  S ERV I C E  

( 8 1 4 ) 5 3 6 - 8 9 0 8  
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i s , wh i ch m o s t  p e o p l e  i g n o r e . S o  w i t h  

a ny b o d y  h e r e  w h o  i s  o p p o s e d  t o  t h i s ,  I 

c a l l  y o u r  a t t e nt i o n t o  t h e  a p p e n d i c e s  a nd 

l o ok v e r y  c l o s e l y  a t  t h a t , e s p e c i a l l y 

a p p e nd i x  B b e c a u s e  h e r e ' s  w h a t  t h e  p e o p l e  

i n  f r o n t  o f  y o u  a r e  m o s t  c o n c e r n e d  a bo u t . 

T h e y  h a v e  g i v e n  y o u  a r e p o r t c a l l ed 

E n v i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t , a d r a f t  

r e p o r t . And  i n  th i s  a p p e nd i x  B ,  t h ey h a ve 

g i v e n  y o u  a n  o u t l i n e  o f  t h e  m e t h o d o l o g y  

t h a t  t h e y ' r e f o l l o w i n g . 

s o  i f  y o u  w a n t  t o  b e  r e a l l y 

e f f e c t i v e i n  a n s w e r i ng t h e s e  p e o p l e , now 

most of  y o u  d o n ' t  h a v e P h . D . s  and  most o f  

y o u  d o n ' t  h a v e  c o n s u l t a n t s  th a t  y o u  c a n  

h i re . B u t  t h e r e  i s  e n o u gh i n f o r ma t i o n 

t h a t  I ' m h e a r i n g h e r e  t o n i gh t  f r o m  t h e  

C l a r k s , Mr . K l u nk a n d  t h e  L u n g  A s s o c i a t i o n 

a n d  f r o m  t h e  Y o r k  C o u n ty M e d i c a l  S o c i e t y . 

G e t  t o g e t h e r  a n d  l o ok a t  t h i s  o u t l i n e  a nd 

t h i n k o f  w h e r e  th i s  i s  g o i n g . T h i s  i s  

g o i n g  t o  t h e  E n v i r o n m e n t a l P r o t e c t i o n  

A g e n c y . T h e y ' r e g o i ng t o  h a ve t o  r e v i ew 

t h a t . I f  t h e r e ' s  a c o n f l i c t ,  i t ' s  g o i n g  

t o  g o  t o  t h e  Wh i t e  H o u s e  a n d  t h e r e  w i l l  b e  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
CO URT REPORT I N G  S E RV I C E 
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a r e v i e w  p a n e l  t h e r e  to r e s o l v e t h a t  

d i f f e r e n c e  i f  t h e r e  i s  a d i f f e r e n c e . 

S o  y o u  h a v e  to s h o w  - - - f i r s t  o f  

a l l , y o u  h a v e  t o  g e t  t h e  E PA ' s  a t t e n t i o n  

t h a t  t h e r e ' s  d a t a  h e r e  t h a t  i s  

i n co n s i s t e nt w i t h t h e i r  p o l i c i e s . Y o u  

h a v e  s o me o f  t h a t  d a t a  a l r e a d y . B u t  l e t ' s  

t a k e  c a re o f  t h e  two _ m o s t  i mp o r t a n t  

t h i n g s , I t h i n k . N o w , t h e r e  a r e  a l o t  o f  

i mp o r t a n t t h i n g s  b u t  y o u  d o n ' t  h a v e  a l l  

t h e  r e s o u r c e s . B u t  l o ok a t  a i r  q u a l i t y  

a n d  l o ok a t  t h i s  o u t l i n e  c a l l e d  i s s u e s , 

a l l  o f  t h e  i mp a c t s , t h e  v a r i o u s  th i n g s , 

a n d  t h e n  t h e  i n d i c a t o r s  f o r  m e a s u r i n g  

t h o s e  i mp a c t s . 

Now , t h i s  i s  w h a t  t h e s e  p e op l e  

h a v e  d o n e . T h e y ' v e g i v e n  y o u  a n  ou t l i n e . 

T h e y ' v e a n sw e r e d  e v e r y  o n e  o f  t h o s e  

t h i n g s . Now , y o u  m a y  n o t  l i k e  th e i r  d a t a  

b u t  t h e y  h a ve g i v e n  y o u  a n  a n s w e r . And  

w h a t  y o u ' r e s u p p o s e d  to b e  d o i n g  h e r e  

t o n i g h t , i s  h o w  to g e t  t h a t  d a t a , 

c h a l l e n g e  i t . Now , y o u  c a n ' t  d o  a l l  o f  i t  

b e c a u s e  i t • s  t o u gh , you d o n ' t  h a v e  t h e  

r e s o u r c e s . B u t  y o u  c a n  p u l l  t o g e t h e r , g e t  

S A R A  A N N  S A RG E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G S ERVI C E  
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t o g e t h e r , t h a t ' s  t h e  o n l y  w a y  y o u ' r e g o i n g 

t o  r e a l l y h a v e  a n  i m p a c t  o n  t h e  E P A  a nd 

e v e n t u a l l y t h e  D E R  b e c a u s e  D ER i s  g o i ng t o  

s e e  t h i s  t h i n g ,  t o o . 

S o  g e t  y o u r  d a t a  t o g e t h e r  a n d  

p r e p a r e  a comp r e h e n s i v e , p o i n t - b y - p o i n t  

- - - t a k e  e v e r y  o n e  o f  t h e s e  p o i n t s  i n  

h e r e  a n d  po i n t y o u r  a n s w e r s  i n  d a t a  f o rm , 

d a t a , b e c a u s e  t h a t ' s  w h a t  t h e s e  p e op l e  p a y  

a t t e n t i o n  t o . T h e y  d o n ' t  l i s t e n  t o  t h e  

t r e m o r s  i n  m y  v o i c e  a n d  t h e y  d o n ' t  l i s t e n  

t o  me t a l k  a b o u t  c h i l d r e n  d y i n g  o f  

l e u k em i a . T h e y  l i s t e n . T h e y ' r e h u m a n  

b e i n g s , but  t h e y ' r e n o t  r e q u i r e d  t o  l i s t e n  

t o  t h a t . 

W h a t  t h e y ' r e r eq u i r ed t o  d o  a nd 

w h a t  w e  s h o u l d  a nd I ' l l t ry t o  b e  m o r e  

c o u r t e o u s  t o  y o u  b e c a u s e  y o u  h a v e  

requ i r e m e n t s  t h a t  y o u  h a v e  t o  m e e t . S o  

you ' r e g o i n g t o  p a y  a t t e n t i o n t o  w h e r e v e r  

t h e  d a t a  i s  c o n f l i c t i ng . I f  t h e s e  p e op l e  

c a n  p r e s e n t  d a t a  a n d  t h e n , f o l k s , y o u ' v e 

g o t  t o  h a v e  y o u r  s ou r c e s ,  y o u  s e e , b e c a u s e  

i n  t h e  b a c k  o f  t h i s  b o ok t h e r e ' s  a l i s t  o f  

s o u r c e s , y o u  h a v e  t o  h a v e  y o u r  s o u r ce s , 

S ARA ANN SARG E N T  
C O URT R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  
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t o o . 

J u s t  s t a t i n g t h e  d a t a  i s  n o t  

e n o u g h . Y o u  h a v e  t o  g i v e  g o o d , q u a l i f i e d  

d a t a  s o u r c e s  b e c a u s e  t h a t ' s  w h a t  t h e y ' re 

g o i n g t o  p a y  a t t e n t i o n  t o . T a k e  i t  p o i n t 

by p o i n t o n  a i r  q u a l i t y . Y o u  h a v e  a l o t  

o f  d a t a  o n  t h a t  a l r e a d y . But  a s k  t h e m , 

a n d  wh e r e  t h e  d a t a  i s  m i s s i ng ,  m a k e  s u r e  

t h a t  y o u  g e t  i t  i n  t h e  r e c o r d  a n d y o u  g e t  

i t  i n  t h i s  t h i n g i f  y o u  c a n  a n d  t h e n  

cha l l e n g e  o n  e v e r y  p o i n t  w h e r e  t h e y  l e a v e  

i t  o u t . And  t h e n  l o o k  a t  t h e i r  

i n d i c a t o r s . 

G e o l o g y  a n d  s o i l s , w e l l ,  I d o n ' t  

t h i nk w e  h a v e  a l o t  t h e r e  b u t  i f  a n y b o d y  

h e r e  i s  a g e o l og i s t , y o u  w a n t  t o  h e l p  o u t ,  

g e t  w i t h t h e s e  g r o u p s  a n d  h e l p  t h e m . But  

n ow water r e s o u r c e s  and  water q u a l i t y , y o u  

h e a r d  Mr . K l u n k . Mr . K l u n k  h a s  g o t  a l o t  

o f  g o o d  d a t a  a n d  t h e y ' r e worr i e d  a b o u t  

t h a t . T h e y  d o n ' t  w a n t  t h e  E P A  t o  h e a r  

w h a t  Mr . K l u n k  i s  s a y i ng . T h e y  d o n ' t  w a n t  

t o  h e a r  t h a t  k i n d  o f  d a t a  b e c a u s e  h e ' s  

c i t i n g d a t a . The  o n l y  th i n g t h a t ' s  a 

p r o b l em now i s  w e ' v e g ot t o  m a k e  s u r e  t h a t  

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I NG S E RVI C E  
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EPA h e a r s  t h i s  d a t a , t h e y  s e e  t h e  d a t a . 

S o  g e t  t o g e t h e r , f o l k s . G e t  y o u r  g r o u p s  

t o g e th e r , t a k e  t h e  w a t e r  q u a l i ty ,  t a k e  

t h o s e  i s s u e s  p o i n t  by p o i n t . Y o u wo n ' t  

a n s w e r  t h em a l l  b u t  g e t  a s  m a n y  o f  t h em 

a n s w e r s  a n d  d a t a  a s  y o u  c a n .  Wh a t ' s  

t h e r e ,  w h a t  a r e t h e y  s a y i n g a n d  w h a t  d o  

y o u  h a v e  a n d  h o w  g o o d  a r e  y o u r  s o u r c e s  a n d  

h o w  g o o d  a r e t h e i r  s o u r c e s ?  E v a l u a t e i t  

b e c a u s e  t h a t ' s  w h a t  t h e y ' l l p a y  a t t e n t i o n 

t o . T h e y  l i s t e n  t o  t h a t  b e c a u s e  t h e y ' r e 

r e qu i r e d  by l a w  t o  l i s t e n  t o  t h a t . 

T h e y ' r e n o t  r e qu i r e d  by l a w t o  h e a r  my 

e m o t i o n a l p l e a s . T h e y ' r e n o t  r e q u i r e d  t o  

h e a r  t h a t . T h e y ' r e o n l y  r e q u i r e d  t o  h e a r  

d a t a  a n d  w h e r e  t h e i r  d a t a  i s  b e i n g 

c h a l l e n g e d . 

And  a s  you h a v e  t h e  d a t a  t o  

c h a l l e n g e  t h e  wa t e r  q u a l i t y  r e s o u r c e  i n p u t  

h e r e - - - a n d  t h a t ' s  o n e  o t h e r  p l a c e , t h e  

w a t e r  r e s o u r c e  a n d  w a t e r  q u a l i ty .  G o  o v e r  

i t  po i n t by p o i n t  a n d  p u t  i t  t o g e t h e r  i n  a 

c o n c i s e  r e p o r t  a n d  t h e n  s e nd t h e  c a r bo n  

c o p i e s , s e n d  t h e m  a c o p y , s e n d  D ER a copy , 

s e n d  a l l  o f  y o u r  c o n g r e s s m e n  a c o p y , a l l  

S A RA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U RT R E P O RT I NG S E RV I C E  
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o f  t h e  p l a c e s  w h e r e  y o u  c a n , c a r b o n  c op y , 

c a r b o n  c o p y  u n t i l  y o u  s a t u r a t e  e v e r y b o d y  

j u s t  l i k e  t h e y  d i d . D o  y o u  s e e  w h e r e  t h e y  

s e n t  t h e i r  r e p o r t , f o l k s ?  D i d  y o u  s e e  h o w  

m a n y  o f  t h e s e  t h i n g s  w e r e  s e n t  o u t  w i t h  

y o u r  t a x p a y e r  d o l l a r s . I m e a n , we g o t  o n e  

i n  H e l e n  Town s h i p , t h e  t o wn s h i p  m a n a g e r ,  

a nd s h e  d i d n ' t  e v e n  a s k  f o r  i t . S o  t h e y  

s a t u r a t e d  e v e r y b o d y , c o ng r e s s me n , 

e n v i r o n m e n t a l g r o u p s , t h e y ' r e c o n v i n c i ng 

e v e r y b o d y  t h a t  t h e y ' r e r i g h t  a n d  t h a t ' s  

w h a t  t h e i r  j o b i s . My o n l y  c h a l l e n ge i s  

h o w  g o o d  a j o b a r e  they r e a l l y d o i n g  a n d  

h o w  b i a s e d ?  T h e  b i g  p r o b l e m  i n  s c i e n c e , 

a s  we a l l  k n o w , i s  b i a s . H o w  b i a s e d i s  

t h i s  d a t a . T h a t ' s  a h a r d  th i n g t o  g e t  a t . 

T h e y  k n o w  i t ' s  h a rd t o  g e t  a t . S o  c i te 

y o u r  s o u r c e s , f i nd a w a y . 

The  o n e  o t h e r  a r e a  t h a t .  I th i n k  

y o u  m i g h t  h a v e  a r e a l  p o s s i b i l i t y  i s  o n  

t h e  a r e a  o f  h u m a n  h e a l t h a n d  s a f e ty . 

T h a t ' s  w h e r e  Dr . D a b b s  a n d  t h e  Lu n g  

A s s o c i a t i o n  p e o p l e  c o u l d  g e t  t o g e t h e r . S o  

by p u t t i ng i t  i n  a n i c e , c o n c i s e  f o rm l i k e  

t hi s . T a k e  i t  c a t e g o r y  b y  c a t e g o r y , p o i n t 

S ARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U R T  R E P O RT I N G S ERV I C E  
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F1nal Enviromnental Impact Statement 

Response: The distribution list for the EIS was developed to ensure that all 
potentially affected or interested parties received a copy of the EIS . This included 
Federal , state, and local agencies; national and local organizations and associations; 
and other individuals who may or may not be associated with an organized group. 
The intent was to ensure review by all potential regulatory agencies and to 
encourage public participation in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
process. Please also see the response to Comment D-125/12.  

DEC=689' 
May 1995 



YCEP Cogeneration Facility 

DEC""69o 
May 1995 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

2 0  

2 1  

2 2  

2 3  

2 4  

2 51  

3 4 2  

by p o i n t , d a t a  by d a t a , r e s o u r c e  by 

r e s o u r c e  a n d  s h o w  t h em t h a t  you c a n  p u t  

t o g e t h e r  a r e p o r t  l i k e  t h i s  o n l y  i t ' s  

b a s e d  o n  y o u r  d a t a , wh i c h i s  n o t  b i a s e d by 

a lot of  t h e  money o r  by a lot of  p e o p l e  

who a r e  g o i n g  t o  s t a n d  f i n a n c i a l l y t o  g a i n  

f r om t h i s .  

S o  d o  i t  t h a t  w a y , y o u ' l l  h a v e  a 

b e t t e r  c h a n c e , a n d c a r b o n  c o py a s  ma ny 

p e o p l e  as you c a n , e s p e c i a l l y the E P A  

p e o p l e . D o n ' t  j u s t  r e l y  o n  o n e  p a r t o f  

t h e  EPA , f l o o d  t h e  EPA . F l o o d  t h e m . 

F l o od t h e  Wh i t e  H o u s e . F l o od t h e  D E R . 

S h o w t h e m  t h a t  y o u  c i t i z e n s  k n o w  a b o u t  

s c i e n c e , too . Y o u  d o n ' t  h a v e  t o  b e  a 

r o c k e t  s c i e n t i s t  t o  k n o w w h a t ' s  r i g ht a n d  

w h a t ' s  w r o n g . D o  i t  a n d  d o  i t  q u i ck l y . 

Y o u d o n ' t  h a v e  m u c h  t i m e . 

ROY  L .  E I GUREN : 

O t h e r s  who w i s h  t o  comme n t ?  

Y e s , s i r .  Y o u r  n a me f o r  t h e  r e c o r d , 

p l e a s e . 

ROBERT E RN E S T : 

My n a m e  i s  R o b e r t  E r n e s t . I f  

th i s  p a n e l  o r  D E O  ( s i c )  i s  c u s t o d i a n  o f  

SARA A N N  SARG E N T  
C O U RT R E P O R T I N G  S ERV I C E  
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 

Response: The panel is not the custodian of the $75 million for this proposed 
project. The money for the proposed project would be taken from funds 
appropriated by Congress for DOE's Clean Coal Technology Program. The DOE 
official who signs the Department's Record of Decision is the individual who 
determines if the funds are dispersed for this proposed project. 

Chapter 6 of the EIS , Cumulative Effects, addresses the "congestion" aspect of the 
proposed project in relationship to the surrounding environment. 
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1 $ 7 5  m i l l i o n  p l u s  o f  F e d e r a l m o n e y , 

2 t a x p ay e r s ' m o n e y , p l e a s e  d o n ' t  i n v e s t  i t  

3 i n  a n o t h e r  c o a l  b u r n i n g g e n e r a t o r , 

4 e s p e c i a l l y  h e r e  i n  t h i s  c o n g e s t e d  a r e a . I 

5 w i s h t h a t  P . H .  G l a t f e l t e r  w o u l d  c l e a n  

6 t h e i r  a c t  up a n d  c l e a n  u p  t h e  w e s t  b r a n ch 

7 o f  t h e  C o d o r u s  C r e ek b e f o r e  t h e y  v e n t u r e  

8 i n to a n y new p r o j e c t s . T h a n k  y o u . 

9 ROY  L .  E I G U R E N : 

1 0  T h a n k  y o u . O t h e r s  t h a t  d e s i r e  

1 1  t o  c o mment?  I f  n o t , I w o u l d n o t e  f o r  t h e  

1 2  r e c o r d  i t ' s  n o w  appr o x i m a t e l y  9 : 4 0 .  We 

1 3  a r e  s c h e d u l e d t o  b e  h e r e  u n t i l  1 0 : 3 0  t h i s  

1 4  e ve n i n g a n d  w e  w i l l  b e . B u t  a t  t h i s  t i me , 

1 5  we ' l l g o  i n t o  r e c e s s  u n t i l  e i t h e r  o n e  o f  

1 6  two t h i n g s  h a p p e n s . E i t h e r  s om e o n e  

1 7  p r e s e n t s  t h e m s e l v e s  a n d  w o u l d  l i k e  t o  

1 8  comme n t  o r , i n  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e , 1 0 : 3 0  

1 9  a r r i v e s . T h a n k y o u . 

2 0  S H O R T  R E C E S S  T A K E N  
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ROY  L .  E I G U R E N : 

We ' l l f o rma l l y g o  b a c k  o n  t h e  

r e c o r d . T h i s  i s  Roy E i g u r e n , t h e  

m o d e r a t o r  f o r  t h e  D e c e m b e r  1 6 t h , 1 9 9 4 , 

pu b l i c  h e a r i n g b e i ng h e l d  i n  Y o rk , 

SARA A N N  S A R G E N T  
C O U RT R E P O R T I N G  S E RV I C E  
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P e n n s y l v a n i a . By m y  w a t c h , t h e  t i m e  i s· 

n ow 1 0 : 3 0 p . m . , e a s t e r n  s t a n d a r d  t i me . 

A n d  p u r s u a n t t o  t h e  p u b l i c  n o t i c e , we w i l l  

f o rm a l l y  a d j o u r n  t h i s  m e e t i ng . 

* * * * * * 

D E P O S I T I O N C O N C L U D E D  AT 1 0 : 3 0 P . M .  

* * * * * *  

SARA A N N  SARG ENT 
C O URT R E P O RT I N G S E RV I C E  
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I hereby certify·�that the. foregoing i s  a 

true and correct transcript o f  the notes taken 

by me at the ·· hearing in this matter. 
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