Allegheny Questions: All Facilities (Second Batch)

October 23, 2000

1.  What are the limitations on the number of hours that each facility can operate and what is the source of those limitations?

2.  We understand that there are tentative expansion plans for each facility.  Were these future expansion plans disclosed to the regulating agencies at the time that the air permits were applied for, particularly at

those facilities which did not undergo PSD review?

3.  Which facilities are required to perform continuous emissions monitoring pursuant to its air permits?  For those facilities performing CEM, please provide the last two years of data.

4.  Are the facilities FERC jurisdictional for environmental impact statement purposes pursuant to 18 C.F.R. Part 380?  We noticed that the only facility with information about this issue was the pipeline at

Lincoln, although the information seemed to suggest that only the pipeline was subject to the EIS process.  See 2.02.12.G.  Was the rest of the Lincoln facility subject to the EIS process?  What was the outcome of the EIS process for the pipeline?

5.  What is Enron's understanding of the process required to transfer the environmental permits for each facility in connection with the proposed transaction?  For example, the 1995 stormwater permit for LV Cogen appears to be triggered by a change in control of the facility.  See 6.02.03 at

page 16.  Do other permits have similar provisions?

6.  Will any environmental property transfer or comparable statutes (e.g. the Illinois Responsible Property Transfer Act) be triggered by the proposed transaction?

7. We have reviewed the United States Environmental Protection Agency comments for the air permit at LV Cogen II, as discussed below.  Did U.S. EPA provide any additional comments on the air permits for LV Cogen II or any other facility?

