Jac Capp, All' i’rotecﬁon Branch HECE ! VE D

Georgia Environmental Protection Division

4244 International Parkway AUG 0 3 2099
Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120 '

Atlanta, GA 30354 AR PROTECTION BRany
Tuly 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
eat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than
1 local fish meal per week.. We should not be fiirther burdened by more mercury
emissions. .

2. The plant’s pemut w111 allow tons of soot partlcles to be emltted into the region’s
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatemng my family and my property if there is an
overﬂow In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated unpredlctable tlmes
of high ramfall that cause flood events in the region. : :

6. The proposed permit does not address maximum ‘achievable control technology
EPA is currently promulgating a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants, like Longleaf. Any permit decision related to the plant’s MACT approval




should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
to decline the MACT permit for the Longleaf plant.

Sincerely, /OwW %

Address: 5 l 5*6 Geﬂe 72(‘(‘(// RCl
City: CO&OI’)MM State: IZ () Zip: 3@32@




RECEIVED

Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch

Georgia Environmental Protection Division 09
4244 International Parkway AUG 0 3 20
Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120

Atlanta, GA 30354 AIR PROTECTION BRANCH
July 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
cat the fish from these Waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than
1 local fish meal per week. We should not be further burdened by more mercury

“emissions. '

2. 'The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot partlcles to be emitted into the region’s
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overflow. In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated unpredlctable times
of high rainfall that cause flood events in the region. '

6. The proposed permit does not address maximum achievable control technology
EPA is currently promulgating a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants hke Longleaf Any perm1t decision related to the plant’s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output. ‘

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
to decline the MACT permit for the Lofigleaf plant.

Sincerel}”,y/"é/

Address:

City: State: Zip:




RECEIVED
AUG ¢ 3 2009

Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch

Georgia Environmental Protection Division - AR PROTECTION BRANCH
4244 International Parkway

Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120

Atlanta, GA 30354

July 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s

application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be atfected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
eat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than
1 Jocal fish meal per week. We should not be further burdened by more mercury
emissions.

2. The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot particles 1o be emitted into the 1EgIOn’S
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns™, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance

- MONEY ift SOMe areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an -
overflow. In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated m:tpredlctable times
of high rainfall that cause flood events intheregion. - .. .

6. The proposed permit does not address t maximum- achlevable contml technolcgy
EPA is currently promlﬂcatmg a revised MACT standard for eoal-fired power
plants like Longleaf. Any permit decision related to the plant’s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
* to decline the MACT permit for the Longleaf plant.

Slaabhn Semides

sdaress: 1.0 Py R
Citv:‘{bEDM 0350‘6 Vi \ \ c State: G H Zip: ?DQXMS

Sincerely,




RECEIVED

Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch AUG 0 3 2009

Georgia Environmental Protection Division

4244 nternational Parkway AIR PROTECTION BRANCH
Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120

Atlanta, GA 30354

July 29, 2009
Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
eat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury The Sate already adwses pregnant woman to eat no more than
1 local fish meal per week We should not be further burdened by more mercury
emissions. .

2. The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot pamcles to be ermtted mto the reglon S
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment™; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive contmued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the -
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overflow. In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated unpredmtable tlmes
of hlgh rainfall that cause flood events in the region. - - -~ :

6. The proposed permit, does not address maximum-achievable control technology
EPA is currently promulgatmg a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants like Longleaf Any permit decision related to the plant s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
to decline the MACT permit for the Longleaf plant.

SincerelyW W’Q

Address: /J/{ NWK l'\OJ\&

Cit:_ Des ,31;/4451. State: (A— Zin:3 ITYS




RECEIVED

Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch AUG 03 2009
Georgia Environmental Protection Division Al

4244 International Parkway R PR OTEC“ ON BRAN CH
Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120

Atlanta, GA 30354

Tuly 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station

Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s

application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake:
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
eat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than
1 local fish meal per week. We should not be further burdened by more mercury
emissions. ' , '

2. The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot particles to be emitted into the region’s
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overflow. In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated unpredictable times
of high rainfall that cause flood events in the region.

6. The proposed permit does not address maximum 'aéhievable control technology.
EPA is currently promulgating a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants, like Longleaf. Any permit decision related to the plant’s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
to decline the MACT permit for the Longleaf plant.

Sincerely,

Address:/P=®-(%Q>Q &UTL(‘ _
City: Qﬁ\c\\’v\*f\l State: G‘Q zip SAR D




RECEIVED

Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch

Georgia Environmental Protection Division AUG 0 3 209 9
4244 International Parkway Al R

Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120 PROTECT

Atlanta, GA 30354 10N BRANCH
July 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
eat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than
1 local fish meal per week. We should not be further burdened by more mercury
emissions.

2. The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot particles to be emitted into the region’s
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on. the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overflow. In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated unpredictable times
of high rainfall that cause flood events in the region.

6. The proposed permit does not address maximum achievable control technology:
EPA is currently promulgating a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants, like Longleaf. Any permit decision related to the plant’s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD

to decling the MACT permit for the Longleaf lant.
Smcerel}N

Address: B ®%>< AR '7é k/

it 4!6(9 H- e A, 7 3983




RECEIVED

Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch

Georgia Environmental Protection Division AUG 0 3 2009
4244 International Parkway :

Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120 AIR PROTECTION BRANCH
Atlanta, GA 30354

July 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station

Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
eat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than
1 local fish meal per week. We should not be further burdened by more mercury
emissions.

2. The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot particles to be emitted into the region’s
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current

. necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overflow. In recent years, weather pattems have demonstrated unpredictable times
of high rainfall that cause flood events in the region.

6. The proposed permit does not address maximum achlevable control technology.
EPA is currently promulgating a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants, like Longleaf. Any permit decision related to the plant’s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
to decline the MACT permit for the Longleaf plant.

Sincerely,

WM

Address: Q@Kﬁ@w '\\5’5
City: ?Y\ AR S'mY State:C‘)(:\ Zip: A8 5




Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch RECE , VE D

Georgia Environmental Protection Division

4244 International Parkway AUG 0 3 2009
Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120 AR

Atlanta, GA 30354 PROTECTION BRANCH
July 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
eat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than
1 local fish meal per week. We should not be further burdened by more mercury
emissions. S ‘

2. The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot particles to be emitted into the region’s
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overtlow. In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated unpredictable times
of high rainfall that cause flood events in the region.

6. The proposed permit does not address maximum achievable control technology.
EPA is currently promulgating a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants, like Longleaf. Any permit decision related to the plant’s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD

to decline the CT permit for the leaf plant.

Address:@ B @ 35)9 é 9‘\
Cﬁ& A @&(&mﬂb State:@A ZMBC]’ ?_8?‘{ ’

Sincerely,




RECEIVED

Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch

Georgia Environmental Protection Division AUG 0 8 2009
4244 International Parkway

Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120 AIR PROTECTION BRANCH
Atlanta, GA 30354 -

July 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates,' LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
eat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already adv1ses pregnant woman to.eat no more than
1'local ﬁsh meal per Week We should not be further burdened by more mercury
emlssmns L

2. The plant’s permlt will allow tons of soot partlcles to be emltted mto the reglon S
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overflow. In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated unpredlctable times
of high ramfall that cause flood events in the region. . .

6. The proposed permit does not address maximum achievable control technelogy
EPA is currently promulgatmg a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants like Longleaf Any permit demsmn related to the plant’s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
to decline the MACT permit for the Longleaf plant.

Sinccrelz% W/

Address:

City: State: Zip:




Jac Ca.pp, A1r Protection Brancp o REC E!V E D

Georgia Environmental Protection Division

Aot O apast 2 AUG 0 3 2009
Atlanta, GA 30354

AR PROTECTION BRANCH
July 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
eat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than
1'1ocal fish meal per week We should not be ﬁm:her burdened by more mercury
emissions. R

2. The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot partlcles to be emltted into the reglon S
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be pmltted in the local air. - These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ proﬁ,,s from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overflow. In recent years, weather pattems have demonstrated unpredlctable tlmes
of high'rainfall that cause flood évents in the region. T

6. The proposed permit does'not address maximum achievable control technology
EPA is currently promulgating a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants, like Longleaf. Any permit decision related to the plant’s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
to decline the MACT permit for the Longleaf plant.

TS f Tore bym

Address: 7 057 HU \;/ 3 7\1
City: Dﬂf\ﬂ(f INY f(‘( [ State: é A Zip:37 7 °fJ/




RECEIVED

AU
Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch G032 009

Georgia Environmental Protection Division A

4244 International Parkway IR PR OTECTION BRANCH
Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120

Atlanta, GA 30354

July 29, 2009
Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As aresident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seiminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
eat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negatlve health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than
1 local fish meal per week We should not be further burdened by more mercury
emissions.

2. The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot -partlcles'to be emitted into the region’s
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the ,
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overflow. In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated unpredlctable times
of high rainfall that cause flood events in the regmn

6. The proposed permit does not address maximum achievable control technology
EPA is currently promulgatmg arevised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants, like Longleaf Any penmt dec151on related to the plant’ s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
to decline the MACT permit for the Longleaf plant.

Sincerely%/VV é y_i

AddreSS‘é .5 Jﬁf ZM L ﬂ p
City: ﬂM»{M Statej /9 Zip: ? 9% G/J




Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch ﬁ E C E ' VE D

Georgia Environmental Protection Division

4244 International Parkway AUG 0 3 2009
Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120 :

Atlanta, GA 30354 AIR PROTECTION BRANCH
July 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
eat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than

"1 local fish meal per week. We should not be further burdened by more mercury
emissions.

2. The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot partlcles to be emitted into the region’s

air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overflow. In recent years, weather pattems have demonstrated unpredictable times
of hlch rainfall that cause flood events in the reglon

6. The proposed permit does not address maximum achievable control technology
EPA is currently promulgating a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants, like Longleaf. Any permit decision related to the plant’s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
to decline the MACT permit for the Longleaf plant.

Sincerely, g Z E

Address: i( 2 2!&1&\\9 g@M m
M State: §K e 7Zip [SUC




RECEIVED

Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch

Georgia Environmental Protection Division AUG 0 3 2009
4244 International Parkway .

Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120 AIR PROTECTION BRANCH
Atlanta, GA 30354

July 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
cat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than

: 1 local fish meal per Week We should not be further burdened by more mercury

- emissions:

2. The plant’s permit will aﬂow tons of soot partlcles to be emitted into the reglon S
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot partlcle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overflow. In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated unpredictable times
of high rainfall that cause flood events in the region.

6. The proposed permit does not address maximum achievable control technology
EPA is currently promulgatmg a rev1sed MACT standard for coal-ﬁred power
plants hke Longleaf Any penmt demsmn related to the plant s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
to decline the MACT permit for the Longleaf plant.

Sincerely,

fenZ ]

Address:__é&/ S . /f»fa-\/ /4@
City: Zy/'/ T State: // Zip: 5 7\ f ;c/;’—-




RECEIVED

Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch

Georgia Environmental Protection Division AUG 0 3 2009
4244 International Parkway

Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120 AIR PROTECTION BRANCH
Atlanta, GA 30354

July 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
cat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than
1 local fish meal per week. We should not be further burdened by more mercury
emissions.

2. The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot particles to be emitted into the region’s
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment™; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overtlow. In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated unpredictable times
of high rainfall that cause flood events in the region.

6. The proposed permit does not address maximum achievable control technology.
EPA is currently promulgating a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants, like Longleaf. Any permit decision related to the plant’s MACT approval



should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
to decline the MACT permit for the Longleaf plant.

Sincerely, (G@/ 0 M

Address: &Z 73 zﬁ %@w /ﬁ/ﬂ

QM/ State: ‘&'@ Zip: 354/ 7




RECEIVED

Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch

Georgia Environmental Protectlon DlVlSIOIl _‘ - - - | AUG 0 3 2009
4244 International Parkway ' L : i
AﬂantaTradeport—Smte 120 _ S AR DRAT

Atlnta, GA30354 o AIRP‘RQTECYTION BRANCH
July 29, 2009

Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept thése comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As a resident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
eat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than

* 1'local fish meal per week. We should not be further burdened by more mercury
*emissions.
. 2. The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot particles to be emitted into the region’s
©-~ air. These soot partlcles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium--elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overflow. In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated unpredictable times
of high rainfall that cause flood events in the region.

6. The proposed permit does not address maximum achievable control technology.
EPA is currently promulgating a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants, like Longleaf. Any permit decision related to the plant’s MACT approval




should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

I appreciate the opportunity to
to decline the MACT permi

Sincerely;

Jrm Lo Rewrz

Address: /0 5/ ¢ 6@/]«/{ o/ ,46@/5/4'5 & &

City: /85/0507\) State: @L Zipx39 825




RECE VED
Jac Capp, Air Protection Branch

A
Georgia Environmental Protection Division UG o 3 2009
4244 International Parkway Al
Atlanta Tradeport-Suite 120 RPRO TECTIoN BRANCY
Atlanta, GA 30354

July 29, 2009
Re: MACT application comments, proposed Longleaf Energy Station
Dear Mr. Capp:

Please accept these comments regarding the Longleaf Energy Associates, LLC’s
application for a notice of MACT approval for the Longleaf Energy Station near Hilton in
Early County, Georgia.

As aresident of the area to be affected by this proposed project, I oppose the
authorization of this permit for the following reasons:

1. The plant’s permit will allow for up 158 pounds of mercury to be emitted each
year. Most of that will fall into the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Lake
Seminole and other smaller creeks and ponds that will be absorbed by the fish. I
cat the fish from these waterways and am aware of the negative health effects
caused by mercury. The Sate already advises pregnant woman to eat no more than
1 local fish meal per week. We should not be further burdened by more mercury
emissions.

2. The plant’s permit will allow tons of soot particles to be emitted into the region’s
air. These soot particles are a source for breathing and heart problems and will
increase the need for an affordable, accessible healthcare system—currently
lacking in the area.

3. The high level of permitted soot particle pollution could cause the area to be
classified in “non-attainment”; a federal designation that would make current
necessary timber farming practices, known as “prescribed burns”, illegal. As well,
this status would mean the area would not receive continued federal assistance
money in some areas.

4. The plant’s permit will allow tons of sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides and carbon
dioxide to be emitted in the local air. These emissions will decrease local
farmers’ profits from the region’s agricultural production.

5. Burning coal creates ash that contains arsenic, mercury, lead, chromium and
cadmium- elements that seep into soil. This ash will be stored on-site. The plant’s
coal-ash storage pond will be located upstream of my property on the
Chattahoochee River, threatening my family and my property if there is an
overflow. In recent years, weather patterns have demonstrated unpredlctable times
of high rainfall that cause flood events in the region. -

6. The proposed permit does not address maximuny aclnevable control technology
EPA is currently promulgating a revised MACT standard for coal-fired power
plants, like Longleaf Any penmt decision related to the plant’s MACT approval




should, at least be suspended until EPA’s new standard is finalized.

7. Further studies of other non-mercury metallic hazardous air pollutants cumulative
impact on human health and the environment from other regional major and minor
source permits should be conducted and studied in comparison with regional
demographics, fish consumption inventory, health statistics, and agricultural
output.

8. The region’s tourism industry, including outdoor recreation—boating, swimming,
fishing; arts and culture; and historic site-seeing will negatively be impacted by
the permitting of the Longleaf plant.

1 appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed project and encourage the EPD
to decline the MACT permit for the Longleaf plant.

Sincerely,

Address: 5/0 /\./ /(ﬂ@)( AVC
City: QDO’)Q./&)/N// ] { c State: (]C{_ Zipzj@g%
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