USDA FOREST SERVI CE, ROCKY MOUNTAI N REG ON
PSD PERM T COVPLETENESS DETERM NATI ON

SOURCE NAME:
SOURCE LOCATI ON:

BRI EF DESCRI PTI ON OF SOURCE, PROCESSES AND EM SSI ONS:

| . PREDI CTED SOURCE EM SSI ONS:

A TSP EM SSI ONS TONS/ YEAR-
PM 10 EM SSI ONS TONS/ YEAR-
NOX EM SSI ONS TONS/ YEAR-
VOC EM SSI ONS TONS/ YEAR-
S02 EM SSI ONS TONS/ YEAR-

mm o 0O W

TOXI CS TONS/ YEAR -

I'1. NATI ONAL FOREST SYSTEMS LANDS WHI CH MAY BE | MPACTED BY THE
SOURCE:

A CLASS | AREAS ON NATI ONAL FOREST SYSTEM LANDS WWH CH MAY
BE | MPACTED

1. CLASS | AREAS ( NAMES) .
2. DI STANCES FROM THE SOURCE TO THE CLASS | BOUNDARI ES.

B. SENSI TI VE CLASS || AREAS W THI N NATI ONAL FOREST
BOUNDARI ES

1. SENSITIVE CLASS || AREAS ( NAMES) .

2. DI STANCES FROM THE SOURCE TO THE SENSI TI VE
CLASS || BOUNDARI ES



C. CLASS | AREAS MANAGED BY OTHER FEDERAL LAND MANAGERS

I11. OTHER Al R POLLUTI ON SOURCES W THI N THE REG ON OF SOURCE
I NFLUENCE

A MAJOR STATI ONARY SOURCES W THIN THE REG ON OF SOURCE
I NFLUENCE

B. M NOR STATI ONARY SOURCES W THIN THE REG ON OF SOURCE
I NFLUENCE

C. AREA SOURCES W THI N THE REG ON OF SOURCE | NFLUENCE

D. PRQIECTED SECONDARY GROWH

V. METEORCOLOG CAL MONI TORI NG SI TES WTHI N THE REG ON OF SOURCE
I NFLUENCE

A REPRESENTI Tl VENESS OF THE SURFACE METEOROLOG CAL DATA TO
BOTH THE SOURCE LOCATI ON AND THE CLASS | AREA (DESCRI BE) .

B. REPRESENTI Tl VENESS OF THE UPPER Al R METECROLOG CAL DATA TO
BOTH THE SOURCE LOCATI ON AND THE CLASS | AREA (DESCRI BE) .

V. ANALYSIS OF BEST AVAI LABLE CONTROL TECHNCLOGY ( BACT)

A VWERE THE BEST POSSI BLE Al R POLLUTI ON CONTRCLS CONSI DERED
IN THE TOP- DOWN BACT ANALYSI S FOR ALL POLLUTANTS?

B.  WERE | MPACTS TO CLASS | AREAS OR SENSI TI VE CLASS |1 AREAS
CONSI DERED | N SELECTI NG CONTROL TECHNOLOGY WHI CH | S LESS
THAN THE BEST POSSI BLE (LAER - LOWEST ACHI EVABLE EM SSI ONS
RATE) ?



LAER PROPCSED BACT

TSP TONS/ YEAR - TONS/ YEAR -
PM 10 TONS/ YEAR - TONS/ YEAR -
S02 TONS/ YEAR - TONS/ YEAR -
NOX TONS/ YEAR - TONS/ YEAR -
VOC TONS/ YEAR - TONS/ YEAR -

VI. AMBI ENT AlR QUALITY, DEPOSITION, AND VI SIBILITY MONI TORI NG

A

WHAT MONI TORI NG SI TES WERE USED TO REPRESENT THE CURRENT
AMBI ENT CONCENTRATI ONS OF THE FOLLOW NG POLLUTANTS AT EACH
CLASS | AND SENSI Tl VE CLASS || BOUNDARY?

TSP

PM 10

S02

NOX

a3

SULFATE

NI TRATE

WHAT VI SIBILITY MONI TORING SI TE WAS USED TO REPRESENT THE
CURRENT VI SI BI LI TY CONDI TI ON AT EACH CLASS | AND SENSI Tl VE
CLASS || BOUNDARY?

WAS A QA/ QC PLAN DEVELOPED AND FOLLOWED FOR ALL AMBI ENT
AlR QUALI TY MONI TORI NG ACTI VI Tl ES?

EXI STI NG AND PREDI CTED AMBI ENT Al R CONCENTRATI ONS AND
DEPGSI TI ON LOADI NGS AT THE CLASS | BOUNDARY ( BACKGROUND
AND BACKGROUND PLUS THE PROPOSED SOURCE)

EXI STI NG PREDI CTED
TSP UG MB - UG MB -

PM 10 UG MB - UG MB -



S02 UG MB - UG MB -
NOX UG MB - UG MB -
VOC UG MB - UG MB -
OZONE PPM - PPM -

SULFATES KG HA - KG HA -
NI TRATES KG HA - KG HA -

E. EXI STI NG AND PREDI CTED AMBI ENT Al R CONCENTRATI ONS AND
DEPGSI TI ON LOADI NGS AT THE SENSI TI VE CLASS | |
BOUNDARI ES ( BACKGROUND AND BACKGROUND PLUS THE PROPOSED

SOURCE)
EXI STI NG PREDI CTED

TSP UG/ MB - UG/ MB -
PM 10 UG/ MB - UG MB -
S02 UG/ MB - UG/ MB -
NOX UG/ MB - UG MB -
VOC UG MB - UG/ MB -
OZONE PPM - PPM -
SULFATES KG HA - KG HA -

NI TRATES KG HA - KG HA -

F. CLASS | | NCREMENT ANALYSI S

BASELI| NE CLASS | PREDI CTED
CONCENTRATI ON I NCREMENT CONCENTRATI ON
TSP UG MB - UG M8 - UG MB -
S02 UG MB - UG M8 - UG MB -

NOX UG MB - UG M8 - UG MB -



VI,

VI,

5

AlR QUALI TY AND DEPOSI TI ON MODELI NG

A

WHAT MODELS WERE USED TO PREDI CT AMBI ENT Al R QUALI TY,
ATMOSPHERI C DEPOSI TI ON, AND VI SIBILITY FOR CLASS | AREAS
AND SENSI TI VE CLASS || AREAS? (LI ST EACH MODEL USED FOR
EACH POLLUTANT ANALYZED)

VWERE THE MODELS USED EVALUATED OR APPROVED FOR USE BY EPA,
THE STATE, OR THE FOREST SERVI CE?

Al R QUALI TY RELATED VALUE ANALYSI S

A

WHAT SENSI TI VE RECEPTORS, | F ANY, WERE ANALYZED FOR EACH
Al R QUALI TY RELATED VALUE?

1. FLORA

2. FAUNA

3. SA L

4, WATER

5. CDOR

6. VI SI BI LITY

EXI STI NG AND PREDI CTED Al R PCLLUTI ON CAUSED CHANGES TO
EACH | DENTI FI ED SENSI TI VE RECEPTOR ( SEE TABLE POTENTI AL
Al R POLLUTI ON CAUSED CHANGE FOR SENSI Tl VE RECEPTORS FOR
EACH Al R QUALI TY RELATED VALUE) .

EXI STI NG Al R PREDI CTED Al R
POLLUTI ON POLLUTI ON

CAUSED CHANGE CAUSED CHANGE

1. FLORA

2. FAUNA

3. SA L

4, WATER

5. CDOR

6. VI SI BI LI TY



WHAT MODELS WERE USED TO DETERM NE THE | MPACT ON EACH
SENSI TI VE RECEPTOR? (LI ST EACH MODEL USED)

VWHAT CRITERIA (LIMT OF ACCEPTABLE CHANGE), | F ANY, WERE USED TO
DETERM NE | F THE SOURCE WOULD CAUSE OR CONTRI BUTE TO AN ADVERSE
| MPACT ON EACH | DENTI FI ED SENSI TI VE RECEPTOR.



