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September 14, 2004

The Henarable Guy F. Caruso
Administrator

Eoergy Enformation Admizistration
1000 Independence Avenus, W
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Mr, Administraton

As part of our natien’s continging effort to improve air gquality, e Eovironmental Proteeton
Agency (EPA) propossd regulations o control mercury emissiens from eoal-fired power plants
- Tiecemiber 2003. Some critics of the proposal contend That The rule should require each coal-
fired electric geoerating onit to raduee its emissions of mercury by 50 prrcept oT MmOTE by Z(H18
mder the maxirmpmn schievabie contro] fechnolagy (MACT) provigions In Secton 112 of the
Clean Air Act as amended — asserting that current technology catt achieve Fuch redoctions and at
reasonsble cost. The Adminigtration has proposed & cap amd trade system, as it preferred
approach, that would reduce emissions &9 percent. Alternately, it hau proposed MACT stamdards
that would requirs cmission reduetions of 29 pereent

1o order to asscss the refative goet impacts of sarh of these scenarios, we boreby raguest the
Frnergy Tnformation Administration fo underiake analyses of these different approaches.
comparing the EPA, proposed cap gnd trade system, EPA alternate proposed MACT epproach, 2
plant-ty-plant 50 percent control MACT epproach, and the approach recommendsd by
environmental group stakeholders in the formal recommendations to the Clean Air Act Advisory
Committee by its workgromp studying the mercimy issue.

Piease use lhe best information available, including data collected from the Information

Collection Request I, I, and IFl. Pleass assume no aew muelpar plant construction for the next i

two decades. Additionally, for purposes of control teehnology emission factors, pleasc use
commerciully demonstrated techmnlogy of technology whege the vendor provides finaneialty

backed guarartees indemmifying the purchaser for feilure to control gt expected lovels For™

purposcs of this analysis, pleass take into consideration compliance strategies for reducing sulfur
dioyide pnd nitrogen cxides that may be undertaken to comply with EPA’s propased Clean Air
Tnterstate Buls {CATR). y

We are particularly interested fhat the following components be included in the analysis for each
approach:
1. The marginal cost of reducing mereury (provide regional information where rppropriate];

2. The type, commercial availability, and amount uf emissious vouitol cqEipmest required;
3. The tots! Tesouree cost (in present vahue terrns ad well as annmal costs in relevant years),
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1. Mchmgcinmﬁabﬂityoﬁhudﬁﬁcmdnmmmhgnd.

details i i 02) 224-8072 and

fﬂumﬂl}mmba:ddlﬂwdmthllnhpﬁmhmatfl 3 :

;l::'mmlft{i:r::um u?ﬂm 224-8098, 1 wcruJ.dMa :t:fmwuld_w_mg%lﬁ \-ﬁ
analysis by October 15, 2004 to assist the Commiftes i preparalion for bt mmm“ mdw! =

K. advance for your cooperation. This analysis will be essential to ensuring an

Sincerely,
% Voinovich James M. Inhofe
: g w: S i
: cﬁﬁmﬁ Nuclear Safety and Public Works
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