Virginia City Hvbrid Energy Center
Response to Data Request
Bruce Buckheit, Member, Virginia Air Pollution Control Board

Question (Page No. 6, Footnote 10):

Additionally, as coal washing provides emissions reductions for PM, PM 2.5, SO2, Hg
and a range of toxic metals, the cost of coal washing should be apportioned among
those pollutants rather than allocating the full cost to each pollutant.

Response:

We are unaware of any authority that would suggest allocating costs of a pollution
control device among the pollutants that it controls. To the contrary, the draft 1980 NSR
manual recognizes that the statutory and regulatory definition of BACT uses the words
“for each pollutant.” Thus it would be inappropriate to combine the tons of all pollutants
removed in determining the dollar per ton emission reductions and it would be
inappropriate to allocate costs for the pollutants controlled among the emissions controls.
A shown in an earlier response, the following table provides a cost estimate for
comparing the design fuel versus washed Central Appalachian coal (CAPP) on an
individual pollutant and total pollutant basis:

Pollutant Potential Emission Reduction Cost
(Alternative Coal vs. Design Fuel) ($/ton)
NOy 0 N/A
SO, 2,689 $26,397
H,SO4 71 $999,724
PM10 (total) 0 N/A
All (sum) 4,132 $17,178
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