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I~ EPL Y TO : 6T -r.t; 

T-ir. L.utJa L. Cl aytcn 
Chief, Air Quality Bureau 
P.O. Box 968 
Santa Fe. t~m1 Hexi co 87504-0962 

Dear f·lr. Clayton: 

Or•l· (. I 1:::n'" 7 ..., ...., .... ·- ·· 

Since the receipt of the air quality modeling analysis on March 5, 1987, 
which you submitted in support of the nitrogen dioxide variance order for 
Arizona Public Service Company (APS) as a revision to the New Nexico State 
Implementation Plan, we have completed our technical review and have discussed 
our concerns Hith you and your staff. As has been discussed. the variance for 
APSis not approvable based on the current air quality analysis. 

On Septer.1bcr 22, 1987, Joe \~inkler of my staff met with members of your 
staff and representatives of APS to discuss thE air quality modeling which 
accompanied thP. variance requ~st. APS had completed some additional modeling 
and provided the results to us. It is agreed that the air quality analysis 
is best handled by se;Jarating it into t1-:o evaluations, one for complex terrain 
and one for simi)le t.:-rrain. The application of Complex I and f1PTER, 
respectiv~ly. is ~ppropriatc. 

Considcrin9 tl;c:t this is a sp~cial casE: rE:lativr-; to moce;ling tcchniqur·s 
and data bases, \"'C have decide.:.! to subr.!it it to the:: Hodt:l Clearinghouse \·;l;ich 
is the single EPA focal point for review of air quality modeling proposed for 
use in specific regulatory applications. In this regard, we request that you 
prepare a modeling protocol document including the follm-Jing points: 

1. Provide background information including a discussion of the regulatory 
application and a description of the facility focusing on nitrogen oxides 
emissions and control. 

2. Summarize the modeling approach. 

3 • 

4. 

5 . 

Describe the meteorological data base including a discussion demonstrating 
that the on-site datameet the requirements under, 11 0n-site t1eteorological 
Program Guidance for Regulatory Applications ... EPA-450/4-87-013. 

1: 

Provide a summary of the sourc6 data including a discussion of how the 
analysis handles worst case lo~ding and operational conditions. 

I 

Describe how other NOx sources in the area of influence are considered 
in the modeling and outline h~1 background concentrations are developed. 
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In th.-· d~'W.'lo~.n,r.t ui t!:r- protocol docur.1~:nt., ph.csc. r~:Hr to tiv.· 
'~Gu 'i Ct; 1 inc on tn-r-Qmrrtry-rwc.tt.:i-s--{-Rt-v-tsc-d-r-,--dtd-y--±-%'-t-, E-P-A~~H..Z~7-b-B~'-l*-' 
In order to proceed with dev2loping an acceptable revision, WG ask that you 
subn1it this protocol <locum€;nt to us by October 30, 1907. After W£: have 
notifi:.:d you that \·tc: have an a(:provable protocol docum;:::nt, we, \'lill expect 
you tc subr.iit tt: ,~. n.vis~C: air qciality rnofJ:·ling analysi~ Hithin thirty days. 
At tllat timQ WE. will reactivutto processing the variance requEst. 

From our di scv ss ions, \'IG ar~ av:a re- that APS had been granted an extr-ns 1 on 
to th8 variance until October 15, 1937. For us to act on this additional 
extension to the varianct:~ it must be officially submitted to us by the 
Govcrno r. 

If you have-: any quc:stions, please: contact Tom Diggs of my staff at 
(214) 655-7214. 

Si nce_n~ ly yours, 

Jnck S. Divita 
Cl:ic·f 
;:.._ i r Prc:grar:~s b r c. r!c i: ( CT -!',) 


