! . S For Routing To District Offices
"' State of Florida ' i : I And/Or To Other Than The Addressee
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION To: - LOC!Q--
g . To: Loctn.:
'} INTEROFHCE MEMORANDUM - N To: ) Loctn.:
E ___ From: ' Date:

ST. JOHNS RIVER DISTRICT

TO: “Hamilton S. Oven, Jr. . 08J-82-091

| THROUGH A. Senkev1ch
THROUGH : T. Hunnicutt 4 A
FROM:  c. collins C M
‘DATE: January 12, 1982
‘uSUBJECT: . oGC/Curtis H. Stanton

Energy Center Staff
Analysis Report

As requested, I have completely reviewed the report and
found it very well written and comprehen51ve. ' SRR

The follow1ng are our suggested recommendatlons and comments-"'

1. On page 0156 change southwest to southeast.

2. Page 4 - typographlcal error item 15 "01lt".

- 3. Page‘5 -"Designate OUC as the party respon51ble for the _
: monitoring of the air so they don't feel that Orange County
Pollution Control Program has the obligation. If any quallty ‘

control measures are required by the Bureau of Air Quallty IR T

Management please spell 1t out here.gA o

4. Page 5-B-5.- Add" Expan51on or modlflcatlon expenses to be
borne by the applicant. : :

5. Page 6—C—l. - Change to "Wlthln thlrty (30) days after
achieving."

6. Page 7 - As the Iron Bridge STP will have AWT sewage effluent,
why allow the use of secondary treatment effluent? Why not
state the best treatment avallable from Iron Brldge or state

" AWT?

7. Page 11, IV A. - Clarify .3 MGD on a daily basis, averaged over .
a 12 month period.

8. Page 12 E. - Are we stating, if there is'an>emergency water

shortage they can't withdraw any water7 They surely will
object. S :

9. Page 16, D. - Add for review..."and approval"‘prior'to.

HG-Rev7/76 . 'i-,f*]-ji-'g~g.; 1.1§':ﬁ?;CONTINUED.:;§i:h




Best Available Copy

7

DEPARTNMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION

ACTION NO.

ACTION DU DATE

ROUTING AND TRANSMITTAL SLIP

| S NPV SR NI SN SO WP S voul ot

| WO A (U S SN DU SN S

"

V. TO: (NAME, OFFICE, LOCATION)

QAN ARy

INTHIAL

DATE

N

MNITIAL

OATE

=

LoeH

INITIAL

DATE

-1

NITIAL

DATE

* REMARKS:

NFORMATION

AEVIEW & RETURN

REVIEW & FiS

INITIAL & FORWARD

DISPFOSITION

REVITW & RESPOND

PREPARE GRSPONSE

TOR MY SIoNATURE

rOof YOUR SIONATURR

LET'S DISCUSS

T UP MIETING

INVISTIOATE & atPY

INITIAL & FORWARD

sIRwUE

CONCUARENCE

POt PROCESSING

WITIAL & RETURN




Oé/éd/ S?Léu// /Q%&W/ZL

Vi. FACILITY SPECIFIC CONCERNS

A. Air Quality

1. Selected Fuel

The Stanton Energy Center is planned for coal-fired
operation. Based on a study of availability of Eéggg;h
coals, there are practical sources of coal adeguate to meet
the plant's needs (approximately 1,000,000 tons per yeér per
unit) over the anticipated life of the project. The 0OUC coal
availability study identified coal supplies in Illinois and
Appalachia as the most likely sources.

The plant is designed to retain the flexibility to
change its coal supply kto insure agaihst disruptions in
supply and local market upsets and to maintain competitive
prices) with a minimum reduction in efficiency and without
violating air quality standards. Analyses of potential coal
supplies were carried out so that the plant could be designed
to accommodate coals with a variety of characteristics.

Coals from the above sources were analyzed to determine the
ranges of characteristics and chemical constituents.

The air quality control system for Unit No. 1 is
designed on a "worst case" basis assuming‘a high sulfur (3.8
percent) and ash (10 percent) content in the coal and a
minimum heating value (11,000 Btu/lb). This approach assumes
the sulfur and ash contents of the coal are 7.34 1lb/MMBtu
(million Btu) and 8.52 lb/MMBtu,‘respectively. The ash
remaining after the coal is burned is assumed to be 80

percent fly ash and 20 percent bottom ash. The above values

89
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SITE CERTIFICATION EMISSIO

Tables 3-3a

o B B B - B T T p— T —

N LIMITATIONS FOR BOILER EXHAUST GASES

Creston Generation Station Unit 1

Stanton Energy Center Unit 1

I Pollutant

.Emission Limitation

Averaging Criterion

Emission Limitation

'~ Averaging Criterion

Sulfur Dioxide
S0,

Maximum of 1140 1lb SO;/hr
per unit

24-hour rolling average

4560

1b SO,/hr (plant wide)

BTU

Maximum of 0.220 1lb S0O,/10°

30-day rolling average

Maximum of 1.20 1lb S0, /10° BTU
Maximum of 1.14 1b SO, /10°%° BTU

2-hour average
3-hour average

NSPS

40 CFR 60.43a(a) (2)

requires a minimum

of 70% SO, removal

30-day rolling average

Oxides of '0.50 1b/10°% BTU 30~day rolling average || 0.6 1b/10° BTU for all coals 30-day'rollin§;§verage
Nitrogen (for sub-bituminous coal) : ‘*
(NO_) ‘
X
0.60 1b/10® BTU 30-day rolling average
(for bituminous coal)
Fluorides 1.15 1b/hr (per unit) Calendar year average No limitations
Sulfuric Acid 80.9 1lb/hr (per unit) Calendar year average No limitations

Mist
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Site Certification

Emission Limitations for
(continued)

Boiler Exhaust Gases'

Creston Generation Station Unit 1

Stanton Energy Center Unit 1

Monoxide (CO)

During performance test

No limitations

Pollutant Emission Limitation Averaging Criterion Emission Limitation Averaging Criterion
Particulate 99% or greater PM removal During performance test
Matter. (PM)
from Main - 6 6 S
Stacks 0.030 1b/10" BTU During performance test 0.030 1b/10° BTU
’ (per unit) ' ' 124.1 1b/hour
Opacity value to be 6 minute average - Opacity not to exceed 20% except 6-minute average
determined from performance for one 6-minute period per
test data. Maximum not to hour of not more than 27%
exceed 20% opacity b/ opacity
Carbon 332 1b/hr (per unit)

Volatile 3.32 1b/hr (per unit) During performance test No limitations
Organic
Compounds
(VoC)
Lead (Pb) 0.27 1b/hr (per unit) No limitations

Calendar year average

Beryllium (Be)

0.02 1lb/hr (per unit)

Calendar year average

No limitations

Mercury (Hg)

0.03 1b/hr (per unit)

Calendar year average

No limitations




