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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc., (AECI) a generation and transmission cooperative, 2814 

South Golden, Springfield, MO 65801 is in the process of development of alternative approaches 

to address a deficit in electric generation capacity that has been forecast through the electric 

system planning process.  One of the alternatives being evaluated is the construction of a new 

660 megawatt (MW) coal-fired power plant.  Two alternative sites have been identified through 

a Site Selection Study and are located in central and northwestern Missouri.  The Norborne site 

is located approximately four miles west of Norborne, Missouri on the north side of Highway 

DD and the Forbes Site, which is located just south of Highway 159 and adjacent to the Missouri 

River, approximately two miles from Big Lake, Missouri.  The schedule developed by AECI 

would place the facility in commercial operation by 2011.  Other alternatives to be considered in 

an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) include no action, purchased power, load 

management, renewable energy sources, distributed generation and alternative site locations.  

AECI has also requested and evaluated proposals from other utilities or companies that may be 

able to provide the necessary capacity. 

An environmental review process under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) is 

necessary for approval of the new coal-fired power plant should it be chosen by AECI as the 

preferred alternative for meeting their deficit in generation capacity.  Because of the complexity 

and scale of the project, an EIS will be prepared by the Rural Utilities Service (RUS) to meet 

NEPA requirements (40 CFR 1501.4).  The RUS will be the lead federal agency for the EIS 

review process.  The United States Army Corp of Engineers (USACE) will be a cooperating 

agency in the NEPA process. 

AECI has pursued the consideration and evaluation of the proposed new coal-fired power plant 

in accordance with RUS bulletin 1794A-603 (Scoping Guide for RUS Funded Projects Requiring 

Environmental Assessments with Scoping and Environmental Impact Statements).  AECI 

contacted the RUS to determine the project’s classification pursuant to RUS Environmental 

Policies and Procedures (7 CFR Part 1794).  A meeting was conducted with the RUS in 

November 2004.  AECI prepared an Alternative Evaluation Report (including a Site Selection 

Study and Macro-Corridor Study).  This Report was submitted to RUS in August 2005.  These 

same documents were distributed to various agencies both federal and state for review.  This 
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report was also made available for public review prior to the public scoping meeting and at the 

following locations: 

Cameron Public Library 
312 N. Chestnut St. 
Cameron, MO 64429 
Phone: 816/632-2311  

Carrollton Public Library 
1 N. Folger St. 
Carrollton, MO 64633 
Phone: 660/542-0183  

Concordia Library 
709 S. Main St. 
Concordia, MO 64020 
Phone: 660/463-2277  

Norborne Public Library  
109 E. Second St. 
Norborne, MO 64668  
Phone: 660-593-3514 

Hale Library & Museum 
321 Main St. 
Hale, MO 64643 
Phone: 660/565-2617  

Robertson Memorial Library 
19 W. 20th St.  
Higginsville, MO 64037 
Phone: 660/584-2880  

Mid-Continent Public Library 
Kearney Branch 
100 S. Platte-Clay Way 
Kearney, MO 64060-7640 
Phone: 816/628-5055  

Lexington Library 
1008 Main St. 
Lexington, MO 64067 
Phone: 660/259-3071  

Macon Public Library 
210 N. Rutherford St. 
Macon, MO 63552 
Phone: 660/385-3314  

Marshall Public Library 
214 N. Lafayette 
Marshall, MO 65340 
Phone: 660/886-3391 

Maryville Public Library 
509 N. Main St. 
Maryville, MO 64468 
Phone: 660/582-5281  

DeKalb County Public Library 
105 N. Polk St. 
Maysville, MO 64469 
Phone: 816/449-5695  

Little Dixie Regional Library 
111 N. 4th St. 
Moberly, MO 65270 
Phone: 660/263-4426  

Mound City Public Library 
205 E. 6th St. 
Mound City, MO 64470 
Phone: 660/442-5700  

Oregon Public Library 
103 S. Washington St. 
Oregon, MO 64473 
Phone: 660/446-3586  

Ray County Library 
215 E. Lexington St.  
Richmond, MO 64085 
Phone: 816/776-5104  

Dulany Memorial Library 
501 S. Broadway 
Salisbury, MO 65281 

Rolling Hills Consolidated Library: 
Savannah 
514 W. Main St. 
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Phone: 660/388-5712  Savannah, MO 64485 
Phone: 816/324-4569  

Boonslick Regional Library 
Sedalia Branch 
219 W. 3rd St. 
Sedalia, MO 65301 
Phone: 660/827-7323  

Sedalia Public Library 
311 W. Third St. 
Sedalia, MO 65301 
Phone: 660/826-1314  

Carnegie Library  
316 Massachusetts St. 
St. Joseph, MO 64504 
Phone: 816/238-0526  

Downtown Library 
927 Felix St. 
St. Joseph, MO 64501 
Phone: 816/232-7729  

East Hills Library 
502 N. Woodbine Road, Suite A 
St. Joseph, MO 64506 
Phone: 816/236-2136  

Rolling Hills Consolidated Library: Eastside
1904 N. Belt Highway 
St. Joseph, MO 64506 
Phone: 816/232-5479  

Washington Park Library  
1821 N. Third St. 
St. Joseph, MO 64505 
Phone: 816/232-2052  

Sweet Springs Public Library 
217 Turner St.  
Sweet Springs, MO 65351 
Phone: 660/335-4314  

Boonslick Regional Library 
950 E. Main St. 
Warsaw, MO 65355 
Phone: 660/438-5211  

Mid-Continent Public Library 
Excelsior Springs Branch 
1460 Kearney Road 
Excelsior Springs, MO 64024-1746 
Phone: 816/630-6721  

A Notice of Intent (NOI) to hold a public scoping meeting and prepare an EIS was published by 

the RUS in the Federal Register on August 10, 2005.  A copy of the NOI is included in Appendix 

A. 

Four public scoping meetings were conducted in August 2005, one near each of the two primary 

alternative site locations identified for the new coal-fired power plant and two near the proposed 

transmission line corridors.  The public was notified by advertisements in the local newspapers.  

Copies of the news releases and newspaper ads are included in Appendix B. 
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2.0 INTERAGENCY MEETING 

2.1 INTERAGENCY SCOPING MEETING 
An agency introductory meeting was conducted during the public comment period to introduce 

the project.  The meeting was held in Sedalia, Missouri on the morning of August 23, 2005 at the 

Missouri State Fairgrounds.   

2.2 WRITTEN AGENCY COMMENTS 
RUS sent a letter, dated August 10, 2005, to various federal and state agencies (letters are on file 

with RUS).  The letter provided a brief project description, information about the agency scoping 

meeting, a CD of the Alternatives Evaluation Corridor Study and Site Selection Study, as well as 

contact information for agency comments.   

Comments were received from the Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS), September 

20, 2005.  The NRCS provided information regarding prime farmland and requested that form 

AD-1006 be completed and submitted.  The US Fish and Wildlife Service responded on 

September 28, 2005 with information regarding possible sensitive wildlife and plant species in 

the area and request for an assessment of the impact to wildlife and plant species in the area.  The 

Missouri Department of Natural Resources, State Historic Preservation Office commented on 

August 22, 2005, concerning the potential for the presence of archaeological sites near and 

within the proposed site areas.  The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 

provided comments October 26, 2005 concerning air emissions, wetlands, and cumulative 

effects.  The Missouri Department of Transportation responded on September 23, 2005 with 

comments on potential road impacts in the vicinity of the proposed power plant sites.  The 

USACE responded on September 23, 2005, requesting cooperating agency status.  A copy of the 

RUS letter, the mailing list and written agency comments are included in Appendix C.   
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3.0 PUBLIC SCOPING 

The public scoping meetings for the project involved the following components: 

• Providing project information to the public 

• Notification of Public Scoping Meetings 

• Conducting the public scoping meetings; and 

• Collecting/reviewing public comments. 

Additional public involvement consisted of addressing the public through individual member 

coop meetings, telephone conversations, and media releases.  Additional project information is 

available on AECI’s web page (www.aeci.org). 

3.1 GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 
The goal of a public scoping meeting is to solicit comments and encourage participation in 

accordance with RUS guidelines.  The objectives of RUS and AECI are to establish a clear and 

open dialogue with the public and provide a forum and process for opportunity to identify and 

define the scope of issues to be addressed in the EIS. 

3.2 NOTIFICATION PROCESS 
A Notice of Intent (NOI) to hold public scoping meetings and to prepare an EIS was published 

by the RUS in the Federal Register on August 10, 2005, (Volume 70, Number 153, pp. 46472-

46474).  A Notice of Extension of Public Scoping Comment Period was published by the RUS in 

the Federal Register on September 30, 2005, (Volume 70, Number 189, pp. 57252-57253).  A 

copy of the NOI and the Notice of Extension are included in Appendix A.   

Four public scoping meetings were conducted in August 2005, one near each of the two primary 

alternative site locations identified for the new coal-fired power plant and two near the proposed 

transmission line corridors.  The public was notified by a series of advertisements in 26 local 

newspapers located in the surrounding areas of alternative sites and transmission line macro-

corridors.  Copies of the newspaper notices and proof of publication are included in Appendix B.   
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3.3 PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 
The public scoping meetings were held near each of the alternative power plant sites and two of 

the transmission line macro-corridors as part of the scoping process.  These scoping meetings 

were conducted as described below: 

• Monday, August 22, 2005, 4 p.m. -7:30 p.m., T.J. Hall Community Center, Oregon, 

Missouri 

• Tuesday, August 23, 2005, 4 p.m. -7:30 p.m., Missouri Electric Cooperatives Building, 

State Fair Grounds, Sedalia, Missouri 

• Wednesday, August 24, 2005, 4 p.m. -7:30 p.m., Knights of Columbus Building, 

Salisbury, Missouri 

• Thursday, August 25, 2005, 4 p.m. -7:30 p.m., Goppert Community Building, Norborne, 

Missouri 

The scoping meetings were set up on an open house format during the first 2 hours and featured 

a series of information stations.  The opportunity for an open discussion period was provided at 

each meeting.  Open discussions occurred at the Oregon and Norborne meetings.  There was no 

interest for such discussion by the public at Sedalia and Salisbury.   

During the open house, each station was staffed by AECI representatives who could explain 

relevant aspects of the project and answer questions.  In addition, RUS representatives were 

present.  Fact sheets and other informational handouts were available and a comment form was 

provided for attendees to complete. 

Copies of public open house materials and photographs of the meetings are included in Appendix 

D.  The information content at each station is described below. 

Welcome - RUS 

People were asked to sign in, given a comment form to provide written comments, and a RUS 

representative was present to welcome the public and answer any questions concerning the role 

RUS has in the decision making process. 
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AECI 

General information about AECI including various handouts about coal-fired power plants, were 

distributed.  The forecast deficit in AECI’s generating capacity was described at this station.  

Employment related questions were answered by representatives from AECI. 

Alternatives  

A three-step process for determining the chosen alternative technology was summarized at this 

station.  Each of the alternative generation technologies considered were discussed.  

Siting 

A seven-step process that was undertaken to ultimately arrive at the two primary alternative sites 

was described at this station.  Analysis maps that contributed to the siting process were available 

for viewing. 

Transmission Line Corridors 

A description of the Transmission Line Routing Process was provided along with maps of the 

proposed transmission line corridors.  People were encouraged to view the maps to determine if 

their property was located within or near the corridors. 

Proposed Power Plant 

A conceptual site arrangement of both alternative sites, superimposed on an aerial of the site, 

was available at this station.  In addition, maps of the proposed railroad corridors were provided 

for people to determine if their property was located within or near the railroad corridors. 

Environment 

The Environment station listed the environmental factors considered in the siting of the power 

plant and also what would be analyzed in the EIS.  This station included an outline of the NEPA 

process. 

Public Involvement 

Tables, chairs and writing materials were provided at each scoping meeting to enable participants 

to complete the comment forms and submit them at the venue.  A box was provided for return of 

completed comment forms.  Those that chose not to complete comment forms were allowed until 
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October 28, 2005 to return the comment forms to RUS and / or AECI.  In addition, a timeline of 

the NEPA process and information on how to get involved in the process was provided. 

Attendance 

Based on the sign in sheets, the Oregon scoping meeting was attended by 79 people, Sedalia 

scoping meeting by 21 people, Salisbury scoping meeting by 9 people and Norborne scoping 

meeting by 132 people.  Various individuals at the meeting locations declined to sign in and are 

therefore not accounted for in the attendance figures. 

3.4 PUBLIC COMMENTS 
Over 92 responses and 325 comments were received during the scoping comment period that 

ended September 28, 2005.  An additional 30 responses and 101 comments were received during 

the extension of the scoping comment period that ended October 28, 2005.  Public comments 

were received in the form of direct letters mailed to AECI and the RUS, emails, verbal 

comments, and completed comment forms.  All comments were entered into a database for 

analysis and summary.  A summary report of this data base is included in Appendix E.  All 

original completed public comment forms and sign-in sheets are on file with the RUS. 

3.4.1 Summary of Comments by Category 
Air 

A total of 42 comments were received on air issues.  Eighteen comments express concern 

regarding the emissions from the proposed power plant; six comments were related to impacts to 

health from the emissions.  The remaining comments involved concerns about various pollutants 

(i.e. particulate matter, nitrogen oxides, sulfur dioxide, and carbon dioxide), emission trading, 

hazardous air pollutants, and ash dust. 

Aesthetics 

A total of 15 comments were received concerning visual impacts from the transmission lines and 

facility buildings  

Cultural Resources 

A total of five comments were received on cultural resources.  Comments included questions 

about historic buildings and bridges and potential archeological and historic sites.  
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Economics 

There were 51 comments related to economics.  Employment (12 comments) and land values (12 

comments) were the major topics.  This included giving local people priority on the jobs created 

and the decrease in property values around the power plant.  Other comments included impacts 

to recreation and tourism in the Forbes site area; taxes and revenue benefits to the county; and 

the increase in population during construction, as well as, the decrease once the plant is in 

commercial operation.   

Farmlands 

A total of 16 comments were received on farmland.  The majority of the comments pertained to 

the conversion of farmland to industrial uses such as power plants. 

Geology 

There were five comments received expressing concern about the geology, particularly impacts 

to soils, erosion, and sinkholes.  

Health & Safety 

A total of 19 comments were received on health and safety.  The majority of the comments 

pertained to effects of the pollutants from the plant on local and area residents, higher health 

risks for the public, and amplification of health problems for specific individuals. 

Mercury 

There were 34 comments received expressing concern about mercury.  Sixteen of the comments 

pertained to emissions and 13 comments were related to health issues.   The remaining comments 

were about waste disposal, fish contamination, and coal cleaning. 

Purpose, Need and Alternatives 

A total of 28 comments were received on purpose and need for the facility, 12 comments were 

received pertaining to use of alternative technologies, and 8 comments were received concerning 

the siting analysis.   
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Recreation 

There were 19 comments received expressing concern about potential impacts to recreation.  The 

majority of the comments were from the Forbes site are regarding impacts to the Big Lake State 

Park and Squaw Creek National Wildlife Refuge. 

Transmission 

A total of eight comments were received on transmission.  The majority of the comments 

pertained to electromagnetic fields. 

Transportation 

A total of 18 comments were received on transportation.  The majority of the comments 

pertained to increased traffic in the area around the power plant, especially during flooding that 

is frequent to the area.  Other comments express concern over railroad traffic, noise from the 

railcars, and impacts to local roads. 

Waste 

There were nine comments regarding waste, five concerned hazardous waste from the landfill. 

Water Resources 

A total of 70 comments on water issues were received.  Almost half (37 comments) of the 

comments, express concern regarding water supply from groundwater withdrawal and how that 

withdrawal would impact local wells.  Also of major concern is the potential impact from 

building in a floodplain and on wetlands.  The remaining comments concerned contamination, 

wastewater, hydrology, pollution, stormwater, barge traffic, and quality. 

Wildlife 

A total of 43 comments were received regarding impacts to wildlife.  The majority were 

concerns for wildlife near the Forbes site, specifically wildlife in the parks and wildlife refuges 

in the area and bald eagles.  Another concern was what impact the power plant and transmission 

lines would have on bird migration. 
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Other 

There were 15 comments received expressing concern about noise pollution from operation of 

the plant and increased train and automobile traffic.  Other comments concerned lighting, land 

use, odors, and cumulative effects. 

Comments Not Considered for the EIS 

There were several comments that identified issues that are beyond the scope of the EIS.  The 

comments included: 

• Concerns of AECI and their dealings with county commissioners 

• Issues of conducting a county-wide vote on allowing a power plant in their county 

• Use of eminent domain to obtain property 
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4.0 PROJECT STATUS 

The RUS will prepare an EIS to assess the potential impacts associated with the Norborne and 

Forbes site alternatives.  It is anticipated the EIS will also assess no action, purchased power, 

load management, renewable energy sources, distributed generation and alternative site 

locations.  Preparation of the EIS is anticipated to begin in the 4th quarter of 2005 and would then 

be completed near the end of 2007. 

The EIS process will include the preparation of a Draft EIS that will be available for a 45-day 

public review and comment period.  The Final EIS will address comments received on the Draft 

EIS.  The Final EIS will be available for a 30-day review and comment period after which the 

RUS will prepare a Record of Decision (ROD).  Notices announcing the availability of the Draft 

and Final EIS and the ROD will be published in the Federal Register and in local newspapers. 

Any final action by RUS related to the proposed project will be subject to , and contingent upon, 

compliance will all relevant federal, state and local environmental laws and regulations and 

completion of the environmental review requirements as prescribed in the RUS Environmental 

Polices and Procedures (7 CFR Part 1794). 

If you have any questions or desire additional information, please feel free to contact the 

following: 

Stephanie A. Strength 

USDA, Rural Development 

Engineering & Environmental Staff 

1400 Independence Ave. SW 

Mail Stop 1571, Room 2244 

Washington, DC 20250-1570 

Telephone: 202-720-0468 

Email: Stephanie.strength@wdc.usda.gov 
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SUMMARY: In accordance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 and 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) regulations at 5 CFR part 1320, 
this notice announces the intent of the 
Cooperative State Research, Education, 
and Extension Service (CSREES) to 
request approval for an extension of the 
currently approved information 
collection for the CSREES proposal 
review process.
DATES: Written comments on this notice 
must be received by October 11, 2005, 
to be assured of consideration. 
Comments received after that date will 
be considered to the extent practicable.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments, 
by any of the following methods: Mail: 
CSREES, USDA, STOP 2216, 1400 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20250–2216; Hand 
Delivery/Courier: 800 9th Street, SW., 
Waterfront Centre, Room 4217, 
Washington, DC 20024; Fax: 202–720–
0857; or e-mail: 
jhitchcock@csrees.usda.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jason Hitchcock, (202) 720–4343.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Title: CSREES Proposal Review 
Process. 

OMB Number: 0524–0041. 
Expiration Date of Current Approval: 

06/30/2006. 
Type of Request: Intent to seek 

approval for the revision of a currently 
approved information collection for 
three years. 

Abstract: CSREES is responsible for 
performing a review of proposals 
submitted to CSREES competitive award 
programs in accordance with section 
103(a) of the Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Education Reform Act of 
1998, 7 U.S.C. 7613(a). Reviews are 
undertaken to ensure that projects 
supported by CSREES are of high 
quality and are consistent with the goals 
and requirements of the funding 
program. 

Proposals submitted to CSREES 
undergo a programmatic evaluation to 
determine worthiness of Federal 
support. The evaluations consist of a 
peer panel review and may also entail 
an assessment by Federal employees 
and mail-in (ad-hoc) reviews. 

Need and Use of the Information: The 
information collected from the 
evaluations is used to support CSREES 
grant programs. CSREES uses the results 
of each proposal evaluation to 
determine whether a proposal should be 
declined or recommended for award. 
When CSREES has rendered a decision, 
copies of reviews, excluding the names 
of the reviewers and summaries of 
review panel deliberations, if any, are 

provided to the submitting Project 
Director. 

Given the highly technical nature of 
many of these proposals, the quality of 
the peer review greatly depends on the 
appropriate matching of the subject 
matter of the proposal with the 
technical expertise of the potential 
reviewer. In order to obtain this 
information, an electronic questionnaire 
is used to collect information about 
potential panel and ad-hoc reviewers. If 
the reviewer is already in our database, 
the questionnaire asks potential 
reviewers to update their basic 
biographical information including 
address, contact information, 
professional expertise, and their 
availability to review for CSREES in the 
future. New reviewers are prompted to 
complete the questionnaire. This 
information has been invaluable in the 
CSREES review process, which has been 
recognized by the grantee and grantor 
community for its quality.

The applications and associated 
materials made available to reviewers, 
as well as the discussions that take 
place during panel review meetings are 
strictly confidential and are not to be 
disclosed to or discussed with anyone 
who has not officially been designated 
to participate in the review process. 
While each panelist certifies when 
preparing a review that they do not have 
a conflict of interest with a particular 
application and will maintain its 
confidentiality in the Peer Review 
System, CSREES collects a certification 
of the panelist intent at the time of the 
panel review proceedings to emphasize 
and reinforce confidentiality not only of 
applications and reviews but also panel 
discussions. On the Conflict of Interest 
and Confidentiality Certification Form, 
the panelists affirm they understand the 
conflict of interest guidelines and will 
not be involved in the review of the 
application(s) where a conflict exists. 
Panelists also affirm their intent to 
maintain the confidentiality of the panel 
process and not disclose to another 
individual any information related to 
the peer review or use any information 
for personal benefit. 

Estimate of Burden: CSREES estimates 
that anywhere from one hour to twenty 
hours may be required to review a 
proposal. Approximately five hours are 
required to review an average proposal. 
Each proposal receives an average of 
four reviews, accounting for an annual 
burden of 20 hours per proposal. 
CSREES estimates it receives 4,600 
proposals each year. The total annual 
burden in reviewing proposals is 92,000 
hours. CSREES estimates that the 
potential reviewer questionnaire takes 
10 minutes to complete. The database 

consists of approximately 50,000 
reviewers. The total annual burden on 
reviewers completing the questionnaire 
is 8,330 hours. CSREES estimates that 
the potential Conflict of Interest and 
Confidentiality Certification Form takes 
10 minutes to complete. The agency has 
approximately 1,000 panelists each 
year. The total annual burden of the 
certification form is 167 hours. The total 
annual burden of these components of 
the entire review process is 100,497 
hours. 

Comments: Comments are invited on: 
(a) Whether the proposed collection of 
information is necessary for the proper 
performance of the functions of the 
Agency, including whether the 
information will have practical utility; 
(b) the accuracy of the Agency estimate 
of the burden of the proposed collection 
of information; (c) ways to enhance the 
quality, utility, and clarity of the 
information to be collected; and (d) 
ways to minimize the burden of the 
collection of information on those who 
are to respond, including through the 
use of appropriate automated, 
electronic, mechanical, or other 
technological collection techniques or 
other forms of information technology. 

All responses to this notice will be 
summarized and included in the request 
to OMB for approval. All comments will 
become a matter of public record.

Done in Washington, DC, this 1st day of 
August, 2005. 
Merle D. Pierson, 
Deputy Under Secretary, Research, 
Education, and Economics.
[FR Doc. 05–15768 Filed 8–9–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–22–P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Rural Utilities Service 

Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc.; 
Notice of Intent To Hold Public 
Scoping Meetings and Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement

AGENCY: Rural Utilities Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of intent to hold public 
scoping meetings and prepare an 
environmental impact statement (EIS). 

SUMMARY: The Rural Utilities Service 
(RUS) intends to hold public scoping 
meetings and prepare an environmental 
impact statement (EIS) in connection 
with possible impacts related to a 
project proposed by Associated Electric 
Cooperative, Inc. (AECI), with 
headquarters in Springfield, Missouri. 
The proposal consists of the 
construction and operation of a nominal 
660 megawatt coal-based electrical 
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generating plant and associated 
transmission facilities. A proposed and 
an alternate site both near the Missouri 
River in the northwest quadrant of 
Missouri have been identified by AECI. 
AECI is requesting RUS to provide 
financing for the proposed project.
DATES: RUS will conduct four public 
scoping meetings in an open-house 
format followed by a discussion period: 
August 22, 2005, Oregon, Missouri, at 
T.J. Hall Community Center, 104 S. 
Main; August 23, 2005, Sedalia, 
Missouri, at Missouri Electric 
Cooperatives Building, State Fair 
Grounds, 2503 W. 16th St.; August 24, 
2005, Salisbury, Missouri, at Knights of 
Columbus Building, 311 E. Patterson 
Ave.; August 25, 2005, Norborne, 
Missouri, at Goppert Community 
Building, 201 S. Pine. The open house 
will be held from 4–6 p.m. with the 
discussion period from 6:30–7:30 p.m. 

A Site Selection Study and Macro 
Corridor Study Report, prepared by 
Associated Electric Cooperative, will be 
presented at the public scoping meeting. 
The Report is available for public 
review at RUS at the address provided 
in this notice, at Associated Electric 
Cooperative, 2814 S. Golden, 
Springfield, Missouri 65807 and at: 
Cameron Public Library 

312 N. Chestnut St. 
Cameron, MO 64429
Phone: 816/632–2311 

Concordia Library 
709 S. Main St. 
Concordia, MO 64020 
Phone: 660/463–2277

Hale Library & Museum 
321 Main St. 
Hale, MO 64643
Phone: 660/565–2617

Mid-Continent Public Library, Kearney 
Branch 

100 S. Platte-Clay Way 
Kearney, MO 64060–7640 
Phone: 816/628–5055

Macon Public Library 
210 N. Rutherford St. 
Macon, MO 63552
Phone: 660/385–3314

Carrollton Public Library 
1 N. Folger St. 
Carrollton, MO 64633 
Phone: 660/542–0183 

Mid-Continent Public Library, Excelsior 
Springs Branch 

1460 Kearney Road 
Excelsior Springs, MO 64024–1746 
Phone: 816/630–6721 

Robertson Memorial Library 
19 W. 20th St. 
Higginsville, MO 64037 
Phone: 660/584–2880 

Lexington Library 
1008 Main St. 

Lexington, MO 64067 
Phone: 660/259–3071 

Marshall Public Library 
214 N. Lafayette 
Marshall, MO 65340 
Phone: 660/886–3391

Maryville Public Library 
509 N. Main St. 
Maryville, MO 64468 
Phone: 660/582–5281 

Little Dixie Regional Library 
111 N. 4th St. 
Moberly, MO 65270 
Phone: 660/263–4426 

Oregon Public Library 
103 S. Washington St. 
Oregon, MO 64473 
Phone: 660/446–3586 

Dulany Memorial Library 
501 S. Broadway 
Salisbury, MO 65281 
Phone: 660/388–5712 

Boonslick Regional Library, Sedalia 
Branch 

219 W. 3rd St. 
Sedalia, MO 65301 
Phone: 660/827–7323 

Carnegie Library 
316 Massachusetts St. 
St. Joseph, MO 64504 
Phone: 816/238–0526 

East Hills Library 
502 N. Woodbine Road, Suite A 
St. Joseph, MO 64506 
Phone: 816/236–2136 

Washington Park Library 
1821 N. Third St. 
St. Joseph, MO 64505 
Phone: 816/232–2052 

Boonslick Regional Library 
950 E. Main St. 
Warsaw, MO 65355 
Phone: 660/438–5211 

DeKalb County Public Library 
201 N. Polk St. 
Maysville, MO 64469 
Phone: 816/449–5695 

Mound City Public Library 
205 E. 6th St. 
Mound City, MO 64470 
Phone: 660/442–5700 

Ray County Library 
219 S. College St. 
Richmond, MO 64085 
Phone: 816/470–3291 

Rolling Hills Consolidated Library: 
Savannah 

514 W. Main St. 
Savannah, MO 64485 
Phone: 816/324–4569 

Sedalia Public Library 
311 W. Third St. 
Sedalia, MO 65301 
Phone: 660/826–1314 

Downtown Library 
927 Felix St. 
St. Joseph, MO 64501 
Phone: 816/232–7729 

Rolling Hills Consolidated Library: 
Eastside 

1904 N. Belt Highway 
St. Joseph, MO 64506 
Phone: 816/232–5479 

Sweet Springs Public Library 
323 Spring St. 
Sweet Springs, MO 65351 
Phone: 660/335–4314 

Norborne Public Library 
109 East 2nd Street 
Norborne, MO 64668 
Voice: 816/594–3514

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stephanie Strength, Environmental 
Protection Specialist, RUS, Engineering 
and Environmental Staff, 1400 
Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571, 
Washington, DC 20250–1571, telephone: 
(202) 720–0468 or e-mail: 
stephanie.strength@usda.gov, or Charles 
Means, Senior Regulatory Policy 
Analyst, Associated Electric 
Cooperative, Inc., P.O. Box 754, 
Springfield, Missouri 65801 or e-mail: 
cmeans@aeci.org.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: AECI 
proposes to construct and operate a 
nominal 660-megawatt coal-based 
electric generating facility at one of two 
sites in northwest Missouri. Its 
proposed site is just west of Norborne, 
Missouri, in Carroll County. The 
alternate site is west of Big Lake, 
Missouri, along the Missouri River and 
just south of U.S. Highway 159 in Holt 
County. Fuel will be supplied to the 
plant at either site by rail; competing 
rail options will be evaluated. 

Construction of the project at either 
site will require the construction of new 
transmission facilities. Substation 
upgrades and approximately 135 miles 
of 345-kV transmission line would be 
required to connect the new plant to 
AECI’s transmission system. For the 
proposed Norborne site, one line would 
go east to the existing Thomas Hill 
Substation, and one line would go south 
to Sedalia and then to a new substation 
in eastern Benton County. For the Holt 
County site, a double circuit 345-kV line 
would be required from the plant to the 
Fairport Substation in DeKalb County 
and a single circuit 345-kV line from the 
Fairport Substation to a new substation 
near Orrick, Missouri, in southwest Ray 
County. AECI’s schedule calls for these 
facilities to be in commercial operation 
by May 2011. 

Alternatives to be considered by RUS 
include no action, purchased power, 
renewable energy sources, distributed 
generation, and alternative site 
locations. Comments regarding the 
proposed project may be submitted 
(orally or in writing) at the public 
scoping meetings or in writing no later 
than September 26, 2005 to RUS at the 
address provided in this notice. 
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RUS will use input provided by 
government agencies, private 
organizations, and the public in the 
preparation of a Draft EIS. The Draft EIS 
will be available for review and 
comment for 45 days. A Final EIS will 
then be prepared that considers all 
comments received. The Final EIS will 
be available for review and comment for 
30 days. Following the 30-day comment 
period, RUS will prepare a Record of 
Decision (ROD). Notices announcing the 
availability of the Draft and Final EIS 
and the ROD will be published in the 
Federal Register and in local 
newspapers. 

Any final action by RUS related to the 
proposed project will be subject to, and 
contingent upon, compliance with all 
relevant Federal, State and local 
environmental laws and regulations and 
completion of the environmental review 
requirements as prescribed in the RUS 
Environmental Policies and Procedures 
(7 CFR part 1794).

Dated: August 4, 2005. 
Glendon D. Deal, 
Director, Engineering and Environmental 
Staff, Water and Environmental Programs, 
Rural Utilities Service.
[FR Doc. 05–15766 Filed 8–9–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–15–P

ANTITRUST MODERNIZATION 
COMMISSION 

Request for Public Comment

AGENCY: Antitrust Modernization 
Commission.
ACTION: Request for public comment.

SUMMARY: The Antitrust Modernization 
Commission requests comments from 
the public regarding specific questions 
relating to the issues selected for 
Commission study.
DATES: Comments are due by September 
30, 2005.
ADDRESSES: By electronic mail: 
comments@amc.gov. By mail: Antitrust 
Modernization Commission, Attn: 
Public Comments, 1120 G Street, NW., 
Suite 810, Washington, DC 20005.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Andrew J. Heimert, Executive Director & 
General Counsel, Antitrust 
Modernization Commission. Telephone: 
(202) 233–0701; e-mail: info@amc.gov. 
Internet: http://www.amc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Antitrust Modernization Commission 
was established to ‘‘examine whether 
the need exists to modernize the 
antitrust laws and to identify and study 
related issues.’’ Antitrust Modernization 
Commission Act of 2002, Pub. L. 107–

273, § 11053, 116 Stat. 1856. In 
conducting its review of the antitrust 
laws, the Commission is required to 
‘‘solicit the views of all parties 
concerned with the operation of the 
antitrust laws.’’ Id. By this request for 
comments, the Commission seeks to 
provide a full opportunity for interested 
members of the public to provide input 
regarding certain issues selected for 
Commission study. From time to time, 
the Commission may issue additional 
requests for comment on issues selected 
for study. 

Comments should be submitted in 
written form. Comments should identify 
the topic to which it relates. Comments 
need not address every question within 
the topic. Comments exceeding 1500 
words should include a brief (less than 
250 word) summary. Commenters may 
submit additional background materials 
(such as articles, data, or other 
information) relating to the topic by 
separate attachment. 

Comments should identify the person 
or organization submitting the 
comments. If comments are submitted 
by an organization, the submission 
should identify a contact person within 
the organization. Comments should 
include the following contact 
information for the submitter: an 
address, telephone number, and e-mail 
address (if available). Comments 
submitted to the Commission will be 
made available to the public in 
accordance with federal laws. 

Comments may be submitted either in 
hard copy or electronic form. Electronic 
submissions may be sent by electronic 
mail to comments@amc.gov. Comments 
submitted in hard copy should be 
delivered to the address specified above, 
and should enclose, if possible, a CD–
ROM or a 31⁄2-inch computer diskette 
containing an electronic copy of the 
comment. The Commission prefers to 
receive electronic documents (whether 
by e-mail or on CD–ROM/diskette) in 
portable document format (.pdf), but 
also will accept comments in Microsoft 
Word format. 

The AMC has issued this request for 
comments pursuant to its authorizing 
statute and the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act. Antitrust Modernization 
Commission Act of 2002, Pub. L. 107–
273, § 11053, 116 Stat. 1758, 1856; 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5 
U.S.C. App., § 10(a)(3). 

Topic for Comment 
The Commission requests comment 

on the following topic. 

Criminal Remedies 
1. In setting corporate fines for 

criminal Sherman Act violations, 

should there be a means for 
differentiation based on differences in 
the severity or culpability of the 
behavior? 

A. Do the Sentencing Guidelines 
provide an adequate method of 
distinguishing between violations with 
differing degrees of culpability? For 
example, should the Sentencing 
Guidelines provide distinctions between 
different types of antitrust crimes (e.g., 
price fixing versus monopolization)? 

B. The Sentencing Guidelines use 
20% of the volume of commerce 
affected as the starting point for 
computation of corporate antitrust fines. 
See United States Sentencing 
Commission, Guidelines Manual § 2R1.1 
(2004). Does the volume of commerce 
provide an adequate measure for setting 
fines? If not, what other measure(s) or 
methods would provide a more 
appropriate way for the Guidelines to 
establish fine levels? 

2. The Sherman Act provides for a 
maximum fine of $100 million (or, 
previously, $10 million). The 
government may seek criminal fines in 
excess of that maximum pursuant to 18 
U.S.C. 3571(d). 

A. Should ‘‘twice the gross gain or 
twice the gross loss’’ as provided in 
Section 3571(d) be calculated based on 
the gain or loss from all coconspirator 
sales or on only the defendant’s sales? 

B. Should fines above the statutory 
maximum, and thus limited by Section 
3571(d), be based on 20% of gross sales 
as provided for in the Sentencing 
Guidelines, as they are for fines below 
the statutory maximum, or should they 
be calculated differently? If differently, 
how should they be calculated?

Dated: August 4, 2005.
By direction of the Antitrust 

Modernization Commission. 
Andrew J. Heimert, 
Executive Director & General Counsel, 
Antitrust Modernization Commission.
[FR Doc. 05–15806 Filed 8–9–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6820–YM–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign–Trade Zones Board

(Docket 37–2005)

Foreign–Trade Zone 123 Denver, 
Colorado, Application For Subzone, 
the Eastman Kodak Company, (X–ray 
film, Color Paper, Digital Media, Inkjet 
Paper, and Entertainment Imaging), 
Windsor, Colorado

An application has been submitted to 
the Foreign–Trade Zones Board (the 
Board) by the City and County of 
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documentation, project work plan and 
timeline, social impacts, evaluation and 
monitoring, equipment description, 
budget justification, budget 
requirements, financial feasibility, and 
appendices. The project narrative 
should provide a clear description of the 
work to be undertaken and how it will 
be accomplished. It should address the 
technical approach work plan under 
criteria 2 listed in Section 5. The project 
narrative is limited to a total of 10 pages 
excluding cover page, budget 
justification, budget, appendices and 
financial documentation. 

c. Detailed Financial Information. 
Detailed financial information is 
requested to assess the potential and the 
capability of the applicant. Financial 
information remains confidential. The 
financial information should provide a 
general overview of historical financial 
performance, projections (Pro Forma), 
and cash flow statements. Standard 
principles should be used for 
developing the required financial 
information. Strong applications have 
benefited from the use of a certified 
accountant to develop this information. 
Applicants should refer to the 
Technology Marketing Unit’s Web site 
for the financial information templates, 
as well as an example http:// 
www.fpl.fs.fed.us/tmu (under Woody 
Biomass Grants). 

d. Full-Application Delivery. Full 
applications must be postmarked by 
March 1, 2006, and received no later 
than 5 p.m. Central Standard Time on 
March 8, 2006, by the Technology 
Marketing Unit at the Forest Products 
Laboratory. Hand-delivered, e-mail, or 
fax applications shall not be accepted. 
No exceptions allowed. Please send pre- 
applications to the address listed in the 
ADDRESSES section of this notice. 

8. Appendices. The following 
information must be included in the 
appendix of the pre-application and the 
full-application package: 

a. Letter of Support and Biomass 
Availability From Local USDA Forest 
Service District Ranger or Forest 
Supervisor: This letter must describe the 
status of National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA), acres, timeframes, available 
volumes, and opportunities for 
applicant to access these volumes. 

b. Letters of Support From Partners, 
Individuals, or Organizations: Letters of 
support should be included in an 
appendix and are intended to display 
the degree of collaboration occurring 
between the different entities engaged in 
the project. These letters must include 
commitments of cash or in-kind services 
from all partners and must support the 
amounts listed in the budget. Each letter 

of support should be limited to one page 
in length. 

c. Key Personnel Qualifications: 
Qualifications of the project manager 
should be included in an appendix. 
Qualifications are limited to two pages 
in length and should contain the 
following: resume, biographical sketch, 
references, and demonstrated ability to 
manage the grant. 

Dated: September 26, 2005. 
Kent P. Connaughton, 
Associate Deputy Chief, State and Private 
Forestry. 
[FR Doc. 05–19546 Filed 9–29–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–P 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Rural Utilities Service 

Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc.; 
Notice of Extension of Public Scoping 
Comment Period 

AGENCY: Rural Utilities Service, USDA. 

ACTION: Notice of extension of public 
scoping comment period. 

SUMMARY: Upon request the Rural 
Utilities Service (RUS) agrees to extend 
the public scoping comment period by 
30 days prior to the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) in 
connection to a project proposed by 
Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. 
(AECI), with headquarters in 
Springfield, Missouri. A previous notice 
was published in the Federal Register 
on August 10, 2005 announcing RUS’s 
intent to prepare an EIS and to hold 
public scoping meetings. The proposal 
consists of the construction and 
operation of a nominal 660 megawatt 
coal-based electrical generating plant 
and associated transmission facilities. A 
proposed and an alternate site both near 
the Missouri River in the northwest 
quadrant of Missouri have been 
identified by AECI. AECI is requesting 
RUS to provide financing for the 
proposal. 

DATES: Send comments to RUS, at the 
address listed below on or before 
October 28, 2005. 

A Site Selection Study and Macro 
Corridor Study Report, prepared by 
Associated Electric Cooperative, is 
available for public review on the RUS 
Web site http://www.usda.gov/rus/ 
water/ees/eis.htm, at Associated Electric 
Cooperative offices at, 2814 S. Golden, 
Springfield, Missouri 65807, and at the 
following public repositories: 
Cameron Public Library, 312 N. Chestnut St., 

Cameron, MO 64429, Phone 816/632–2311. 

Concordia Library, 709 S. Main St., 
Concordia, MO 64020, Phone: 660/463– 
2277. 

Hale Library & Museum, 321 Main St., Hale, 
MO 64643, Phone: 660/565–2617. 

Mid-Continent Public Library, Kearney 
Branch, 100 S. Platte-Clay Way, Kearney, 
MO 64060–7640, Phone: 816/628–5055. 

Macon Public Library, 210 N. Rutherford St., 
Macon, MO 63552, Phone: 660/385–3314. 

Maryville Public Library, 509 N. Main St., 
Maryville, MO 64468, Phone 660/582– 
5281. 

Little Dixie Regional Library, 111 N. 4th St., 
Moberly, MO 65270, Phone: 660/263–4426. 

Oregon Public Library, 103 S. Washington 
St., Oregon, MO 64473, Phone: 660/446– 
3586. 

Dulany Memorial Library, 501 S. Broadway, 
Salisbury, MO 65281, Phone: 660/388– 
5712. 

Carrollton Public Library, 1 N. Folger St., 
Carrollton, MO 64633, Phone: 660/542– 
0183. 

Mid-Continent Public Library, Excelsior 
Springs Branch, 1460 Kearney Road, 
Excelsior Springs, MO 64024–1746, Phone: 
816/630–6721 

Robertson Memorial Library, 19 W. 20th St., 
Higginsville, MO 64037, Phone: 660/584– 
2880. 

Lexington Library, 1008 Main St., Lexington, 
MO 64067, Phone: 660/259–3071. 

Marshall Public Library, 214 N. Lafayette, 
Marshall, MO 65340, Phone: 660/886– 
3391. 

DeKalb County Public Library, 201 N. Polk 
St., Maysville, MO 64469, Phone: 816/449– 
5695. 

Mound City Public Library, 205 E. 6th St., 
Mound City, MO 64470, Phone: 660/442– 
5700. 

Ray County Library, 219 S. College St., 
Richmond, MO 64085, Phone: 816/470– 
3291. 

Rolling Hills Consolidated Library, 
Savannah, 514 W. Main St., Savannah, MO 
64485, Phone: 816/324–4569. 
Boonslick Regional Library Sedalia Branch 

219 W. 3rd St., Sedalia, MO 65301, Phone: 
660/827–7323. 

Carnegie Library 316 Massachusetts St., St. 
Joseph, MO 64504, Phone: 816/238–0526. 

East Hills Library 502 N. Woodbine Road, 
Suite A, St. Joseph, MO 64506, Phone: 816/ 
236–2136. 

Washington Park Library 1821 N. Third St., 
St. Joseph, MO 64505, Phone: 816/232–2052. 

Boonslick Regional Library 950 E. Main St., 
Warsaw, MO 65355, Phone: 660/438–5211. 

Sedalia Public Library 311 W. Third St., 
Sedalia, MO 65301, Phone: 660/826–1314. 

Downtown Library 927 Felix St., St. 
Joseph, MO 64501, Phone: 816/232–7729. 

Rolling Hills Consolidated Library: 
Eastside 1904 N. Belt Highway, St. Joseph, 
MO 64506, Phone: 816/232–5479. 

Sweet Springs Public Library 323 Spring 
St., Sweet Springs, MO 65351, Phone: 660/ 
335–4314. 

Norborne Public Library 109 East 2nd 
Street, Norborne, MO 64668, Voice: (816) 
594–3514. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stephanie Strength, Environmental 
Protection Specialist, RUS, Engineering 
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and Environmental Staff, 1400 
Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 1571, 
Washington, DC 20250–1571, telephone: 
(202) 720–0468 or email: 
stephanie.strength@usda.gov, or Charles 
Means, Senior Regulatory Policy 
Analyst, Associated Electric 
Cooperative, Inc., P.O. Box 754, 
Springfield, Missouri 65801 or email: 
cmeans@aeci.org. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: AECI 
proposes to construct and operate a 
nominal 660-megawatt coal-based 
electric generating facility at one of two 
sites in northwest Missouri. Its 
proposed site is just west of Norborne, 
Missouri, in Carroll County. The 
alternative site is west of Big Lake 
Missouri, along the Missouri River and 
just south of U.S. Highway 159 in Holt 
County. Fuel will be supplied to the 
plant at either site by rail; competing 
rail options will be evaluated. 
Construction of the project at either site 
will require the construction of new 
transmission facilities. Substation 
upgrades and approximately 135 miles 
of 345-kV transmission line would be 
required to connect the new plant to 
AECI’s transmission system. For the 
proposed Norborne site, one line would 
go east to the existing Thomas Hill 
Substation, and one line would go south 
to Sedalia and then to a new substation 
in eastern Benton County. For the Holt 
County site, a double circuit 345-kV line 
would be required from the plant to the 
Fairport Substation in DeKalb County 
and a single circuit 345–kV line from 
the Fairport Substation to a new 
substation near Orrick, Missouri, in 
southwest Ray County. AECI’s schedule 
calls for these facilities to be in 
commercial operation by May 2011. 

Alternatives to be considered by RUS 
include no action, purchased power, 
renewable energy sources, distributed 
generation, and alternative site 
locations. 

Four public scoping meetings in an 
open-house format followed by a 
discussion period were held: August 22, 
2005, Oregon, Missouri, at T.J. Hall 
Community Center, 104 S. Main; August 
23, 2005, Sedalia, Missouri at Missouri 
Electric Cooperatives Building, State 
Fair Grounds, 2503 W. 16th St.; August 
24, 2005, Salisbury, Missouri at Knights 
of Columbus Building, 311 E. Patterson 
Ave.; August 25, 2005, Norborne, 
Missouri, at Goppert Community 
Building, 201 S. Pine. 

RUS will use input provided by 
government agencies, private 
organizations, and the public in the 
preparation of a Draft EIS. The Draft EIS 
will be available for review and 
comment for 45 days. A Final EIS will 

then be prepared that considers all 
comments received. The Final EIS will 
be available for review and comment for 
30 days. Following the 30-day comment 
period, RUS will prepare a Record of 
Decision (ROD). Notices announcing the 
availability of the Draft and Final EIS 
and the ROD will be published in the 
Federal Register and in local 
newspapers. 

Any final action by RUS related to the 
proposed project will be subject to, and 
contingent upon, compliance with all 
relevant Federal, State and local 
environmental laws and regulations and 
completion of the environmental review 
requirements as prescribed in the RUS 
Environmental Policies and Procedures 
(7 CFR Part 1794). 

Dated: September 23, 2005. 
Mark S. Plank, 
Acting Director, Engineering and 
Environmental Staff, Water and 
Environmental Programs, Rural Utilities 
Service. 
[FR Doc. 05–19578 Filed 9–29–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–15–M 

COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM 
PEOPLE WHO ARE BLIND OR 
SEVERELY DISABLED 

Procurement List; Proposed Additions 
and Deletions 

AGENCY: Committee for Purchase From 
People Who Are Blind Or Severely 
Disabled. 
ACTION: Proposed additions to and 
deletions from Procurement List. 

SUMMARY: The Committee is proposing 
to add to the Procurement List a product 
and services to be furnished by 
nonprofit agencies employing persons 
who are blind or have other severe 
disabilities, and to delete services 
previously furnished by such agencies. 

Comments Must Be Received On Or 
Before: October 30, 2005. 
ADDRESS: Committee for Purchase From 
People Who Are Blind or Severely 
Disabled, Jefferson Plaza 2, Suite 10800, 
1421 Jefferson Davis Highway, 
Arlington, Virginia 22202–3259. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION OR TO SUBMIT 
COMMENTS CONTACT: Sheryl D. Kennerly, 
Telephone: (703) 603–7740, Fax: (703) 
603–0655, or e-mail 
SKennerly@jwod.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice is published pursuant to 41 
U.S.C. 47(a)(2) and 41 CFR 51–2.3. Its 
purpose is to provide interested persons 
an opportunity to submit comments on 
the proposed actions. 

Additions 
If the Committee approves the 

proposed additions, the entities of the 
Federal Government identified in this 
notice for each product or service will 
be required to procure the product and 
services listed below from nonprofit 
agencies employing persons who are 
blind or have other severe disabilities. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act Certification 
I certify that the following action will 

not have a significant impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
The major factors considered for this 
certification were: 

1. If approved, the action will not 
result in any additional reporting, 
recordkeeping or other compliance 
requirements for small entities other 
than the small organizations that will 
furnish the product and services to the 
Government. 

2. If approved, the action will result 
in authorizing small entities to furnish 
the product and services to the 
Government. 

3. There are no known regulatory 
alternatives which would accomplish 
the objectives of the Javits-Wagner- 
O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 46–48c) in 
connection with the product and 
services proposed for addition to the 
Procurement List. 

Comments on this certification are 
invited. Commenters should identify the 
statement(s) underlying the certification 
on which they are providing additional 
information. 

End of Certification 

The following products and services 
are proposed for addition to 
Procurement List for production by the 
nonprofit agencies listed: 

Product 

Mat, Floor Rubber 
NSN: 2540–01–298–8449—61″ x 36″ 

fabricated mat, reinforced with steel wire 
NPA: Hope Haven, Inc., Rock Valley, Iowa 
Contracting Activity: Defense Supply Center 

Columbus, Columbus, Ohio 

Services 

Service Type/Location: Appliance Cleaning 
Service, Department of Homeland 
Security, National Records Center, 150 
Space Center Loop, Lee’s Summit, 
Missouri 

NPA: Independence and Blue Springs 
Industries, Inc., Independence, Missouri 

Contracting Activity: DHS—Burlington 
Contracting Office, South Burlington, 
Vermont 

Service Type/Location: Custodial, 
Warehousing, Shelf Stocking, Defense 
Commissary Agency, Hurlburt Field 
Commissary, Fort Walton Beach, Florida 

NPA: Brevard Achievement Center, Inc., 
Rockledge, Florida 
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July 13, 2005 | Public meetings scheduled on proposed power plant  
 

Contact : Nancy Southworth 
Email : nsouthworth@aeci.org 
Phone : 417.885.9246  
 

Meetings in late August will be an opportunity for the public to provide input regarding Associated Electric 
Cooperative Inc.’s proposed power plant project. 
 
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Rural Utilities Service (RUS) will hold public scoping meetings Aug. 
22 at the T.J. Hall Community Center, 104 S. Main, Oregon, Mo., and Aug. 25 at the Goppert Community 
Building, 201 S. Pine St., Norborne, Mo., to gather public input on the development of an Environmental 
Impact Statement for the project. 
 
In April, AECI announced plans to build a 660-megawatt coal-based power plant to meet growing 
electricity demand among its member-owners: six generation and transmission cooperatives that serve 51 
local distribution cooperatives in Missouri, southeast Iowa and northeast Oklahoma. The proposed plant 
site is near Norborne, Mo., in Carroll County. The alternate site is near Big Lake, Mo., in Holt County. 
During the meetings, attendees will have the opportunity to learn more about AECI and the project and 
provide comments to RUS. 
 
RUS hosts public scoping meetings as part of a process that evaluates alternatives and impacts of the 
proposed project. Based on public comments received at these meetings and studies by AECI, RUS will 
issue an Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
To learn more about the power plant project, visit AECI’s Web site, www.aeci.org. 
 
Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. is owned by and provides wholesale power to six regional and 51 
local electric cooperative systems in Missouri, northeast Oklahoma and southeast Iowa that serve more 
than 800,000 customers. AECI’s mission is to provide an economical and reliable power supply and 
support services to its members with the vision of being the nation’s lowest-cost wholesale power 
supplier. AECI is a Touchstone Energy Cooperative. 
 
Released: 13 July 2005  

 



August 10, 2005 | Public meetings scheduled on proposed power plant  
 

Contact : Nancy Southworth 
Email : nsouthworth@aeci.org 
Phone : 417.885.9246  
 

Upcoming meetings will be an opportunity for the public to provide input regarding Associated Electric 
Cooperative Inc.’s proposed power plant project. The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Rural Utilities 
Service (RUS) is holding the scoping meetings to gather public input on the development of an 
Environmental Impact Statement for the project. 
 
RUS will hold four meetings in an open-house format followed by a discussion period: Aug. 22 at the T.J. 
Hall Community Center, 104 S. Main, Oregon, Mo.; Aug. 23 at the Missouri Electric Cooperatives 
Building, State Fair Grounds, 2503 W. 16th St., Sedalia, Mo.; Aug. 24 at the Knights of Columbus 
Building, 311 E. Patterson Ave., Salisbury, Mo.; and Aug. 25 at the Goppert Community Building, 201 S. 
Pine St., Norborne, Mo. Each meeting’s open house will be held from 4 to 6 p.m. with the discussion 
period from 6:30 to 7:30 p.m. 
 
At the public meetings an Alternatives Report, which includes a Site Selection Study, Macro Corridor 
Study and Alternatives Study prepared by AECI on the coal-based project, will be available. The report is 
also available at public libraries in the area (see attached list) and on AECI’s Web site: www.aeci.org. 
 
In April, AECI announced plans to build a 660-megawatt coal-based power plant to meet growing 
electricity demand among its member-owners: six generation and transmission cooperatives that serve 51 
local distribution cooperatives in Missouri, southeast Iowa and northeast Oklahoma. The proposed plant 
site is near Norborne, Mo., in Carroll County. The alternate site is near Big Lake, Mo., in Holt County. 
During the meetings, attendees will have the opportunity to learn more about AECI and the project and 
provide comments to RUS. 
 
RUS hosts public scoping meetings to invite any affected federal, state and local agencies and other 
interested persons to comment on the scope, alternatives and significant issues to be analyzed in-depth 
in the Environmental Impact Statement. Public participation is an integral component of the environmental 
review process for federal actions. Public participation will be especially important during the scoping 
phase of AECI’s proposal. This input will be used in preparing an Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
To learn more about the public meetings and the power plant project, visit AECI’s Web site, 
www.aeci.org. 
 
Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. is owned by and provides wholesale power to six regional and 51 
local electric cooperative systems in Missouri, northeast Oklahoma and southeast Iowa that serve more 
than 800,000 customers. AECI’s mission is to provide an economical and reliable power supply and 
support services to its members with the vision of being the nation’s lowest-cost wholesale power 
supplier. AECI is a Touchstone Energy Cooperative. 
 
Released: 10 August 2005  



Public meetings scheduled on proposed power plant

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. plans to build a 660-megawatt coal-

based power plant to meet growing electricity demand among its members. 

The proposed plant site is near Norborne, Mo., in Carroll County. The 

alternate site is near Big Lake, Mo., in Holt County.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Rural Utilities Service (RUS) will hold 

public scoping meetings to gather public input on the development of an 

Environmental Impact Statement for the project. AECI is requesting RUS to 

provide fi nancing for the proposed project.

For more information and to learn more about the power plant project visit AECI’s Web site, www.aeci.org.

August 22:

T.J. Hall Community Center

104 S. Main

Oregon, Mo.

August 23:

Missouri Electric Cooperatives 

Building, State Fair Grounds

2503 W. 16th St.

Sedalia, Mo.

August 24:

Knights of Columbus Building

311 E. Patterson Ave.

Salisbury, Mo.

August 25:

Goppert Community Building

201 S. Pine St.

Norborne, Mo.

Meetings schedule:

All meetings will begin at 4 p.m. with an open house,
followed by a discussion period.

Please refer to the legal/classifi ed section of this paper for more information regarding the public scoping meetings.

Learn more about AECI and the project and provide comments to RUS.

Alternate

AECI 

power

plant site

Proposed

AECI 

power

plant site
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Copy of Letter to Agencies and List of Agencies Contacted 





AECI-Agency Contact List

Title Firstname Lastname Position Company1 Company2 Address1 Address2 Address3 City State Zip
Col. Michael A. Rossi District Engineer U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Kansas City District 601 East 12th Street Kansas City MO 64106
Mr. Jim Gulliford Administrator U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 7 901 N. 5th Street Kansas City KS 66101
Mr. Gerald M. Jones Assistant Manager U.S. Department of Energy Office of Kansas City Site Operations 2000 E 95th Street P.O. Box 410202 Kansas City MO 64131-3202
Mr. Charlie Scott Field Supervisor U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Columbia Ecological Services Field Office 101 Park DeVille Drive, Suite A Columbia MO 65203-0007
Mr. George Hendon Division Manager Federal Aviation Administration Airports Division ACE-600 901 Locust Kansas City MO 64106-2325
Mr. Dick Hainje Regional Director Federal Emergency Management Agency Region VII - Kansas City 2323 Grand Boulevard, Suite 900 Kansas City MO 64108-2670
Mr. Randy Moore Regional Forester USDA Forest Service Eastern Region - R9 626 East Wisconsin Ave. Milwaukee WI 53202
Ms. Macie L. Houston Regional Director U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development Kansas City Regional Office 400 State Avenue, Room 200 Kansas City KS 66101-2406
Mr. Fred Ferrell Director Missouri Department of Agriculture 1616 Missouri Boulevard P.O. Box 630 Jefferson City MO 65102
Mr. John Hoskins Director Missouri Department of Conservation Administrative Office 2901 W. Truman Blvd. P.O. Box 180, 65102 Jefferson City MO 65109
Mr. Gregory A. Steinhoff Director Missouri Department of Economic Development 301 West High Street P.O. Box 1157 Jefferson City MO 65102
Mr. Ronald M. Reynolds Director State Emergency Management Agency 2302 Militia Drive P.O. Box 116, 65102 Jefferson City MO 65101
Mr. Dolye Childers Director Missouri Department of Natural Resources P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City MO 65102
Mr. Mark Miles Director Missouri Department of Natural Resources State Historic Preservation Office P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City MO 65102
Mr. Pete Rahn Director Missouri Department of Transportation Central Office 105 W. Capitol Avenue Jefferson City MO 65102
Ms. Nancy Thomson Executive Director Northwest Missouri Regional Council of Governments 114 West Third Street Maryville MO 64468
Mr. Randy Railsback Executive Director Green Hills Regional Planning Commission 1104 Main Street P.O. Box 28 Trenton MO 64683
Mr. Laryy Atkins Presiding Commissioner Andrew County County Courthouse P.O. Box 206 Savannah MO 64485-0206
Mr. Rodney Meyer Presiding Commissioner Benton County County Courthouse P.O. Box 1238 Warsaw MO 65355-1238
Mr. Raymond Hartley Presiding Commissioner Caldwell County County Courthouse P.O. Box 67 Kingston MO 64650-0067
Mr. Nelson Heil Presiding Commissioner Carroll County County Courthouse 8 S. Main Suite 6 Carrollton MO 64633-1680
Mr. Larry Peters Presiding Commissioner Chariton County County Courthouse 306 S Cherry Keytesville MO 65261

Carol McCaslin Presiding Commissioner Clay County Planning & Zoning 234 W. Shrader, Suite C Liberty MO 64068
Mr. Mark Hoover Presiding Commissioner Clinton County County Courthouse P.O. Box 245 Plattsburg MO 64477-0245
Mr. David Tolen Presiding Commissioner Daviess County County Courthouse 102 North Main Street Gallatin MO 64640-1152
Mr. David (Dick)  Lippold Presiding Commissioner Dekalb County County Courthouse P.O. Box 248 Maysville MO 64469-0248
Mr. Ronnie Mercer Presiding Commissioner Gentry County County Courthouse 200 W. Clay Street Albany MO 64402-1604
Mr. Wayne Voltmer Presiding Commissioner Holt County County Courthouse P.O. Box 437 Oregon MO 64473-0437
Ms. Katheryn Shields County Executive Jackson County County Courthouse 303 W. Walnut Independence MO 64050
Mr. William Brenner Presiding Commissioner Johnson County County Courthouse 300 N. Holden Street Warrensburg MO 64093-1708
Mr. James Strodtman Presiding Commissioner Lafayette County County Courthouse 1001 Main Street Lexington MO 64067-1344
Mr. Lester Keith Presiding Commissioner Nodaway County County Courthouse P.O. Box 218 Maryville MO 64468-0218
Mr. Rusty Kahrs Presiding Commissioner Pettis County County Courthouse 415 South Ohio Sedalia MO 65301-4435
Mr. Jim Myles Presiding Commissioner Randolph County County Courthouse 110 South Main Street Huntsville MO 65259-1009
Mr. Jeff Adams Presiding Commissioner Ray County County Courthouse 100 West Main Street Richmond MO 64085-1755
Ms. Becky Plattner Presiding Commissioner Saline County County Courthouse 101 E Arrow Street Marshall MO 65340-2124
Mr. Ronald Bell Refuge Manager Squaw Creek National Wildlife Refuge P.O. Box 158 Mound City MO 64470
Mr. John Guthrie Refuge Manager Swan Lake National Wildlife Refuge 16194 Swan Lake Ave. Sumner MO 64681
Mr. Bill Ely Board of Supervisors Richardson County Courthouse 1700 Stone Street Falls City NE 68335
Mrs. Leslie Holloway Missouri Farm Bureau P.O. Box 658 Jefferson City MO 65102

Interested Party U.S. Geological Survey Missouri District Office USGS Building 1400 Independence Rd Rolla MO 65401
Interested Party U.S. Department of Interior Bureau of Indian Affairs Main Interior Building MS 2340 1849 C. Street, NW Washington DC 20204
Interested Party Natural Resource Conservation Service Missouri State Office Parkade Center, Suite 250 601 Business Loop 70 West Columbia MO 65203-2546
Interested Party Missouri Federal Assistance Clearinghouse Office of Administration Truman State Office Building, Room 840 301 West High Street P.O. Box 809 Jefferson City MO 65102
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Public Open House Stations 



STATION 1



AECI Banner

STATION 2



STATION 3



STATION 4



STATION 5



STATION 5a

Norborne & Salisbury Meetings



STATION 5b

Oregon & Sedalia Meetings



STATION 6a

Norborne Meeting



STATION 6b

Oregon Meeting



STATION 7



STATION 8
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Protecting local water supply

P.O. Box 754, Springfi eld, MO 65801
417-881-1204, FAX 417-885-9252
www.aeci.org

Building for tomorrow’s energy needs

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. is proceeding with plans to build a coal-based generating plant to meet members’ 
growing energy needs.

The proposed site is northwest of Norborne in Carroll County. The alternate site is near Big Lake, Mo., in Holt County.

Construction of the 660-megawatt unit is scheduled to begin in 2007, with operation to begin in 2011. For more 
information and to learn more about the power plant project visit AECI’s Web site, www.aeci.org.

Water necessary for electricity production

Suffi cient water supply is a key component of the new power plant. Water is used in various systems, including scrubber 
operation, ash processing, dust suppression, cooling tower makeup and boiler makeup water.

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. has reviewed available water sources and anticipates that suffi cient quantities will be 
available from the Missouri River alluvial aquifer, which extends close to the plant site.

Protecting river habitat

AECI’s new plant will use cooling towers and a retention pond to ensure cooling water has returned to ambient 
temperature before it’s released back to the Missouri River. In most instances, cooling water leaving the plant is actually 
cleaner than it was when drawn from the initial source.

Protecting local wells

A study will be conducted to determine whether providing water for the power plant will have any negative effects on 
existing wells in the area.

The study will include a test well and monitoring wells to determine drawdown and capacities available; water testing to 
determine quality; and a determination of the number and location of wells needed. Results from the test wells will help 
determine how best to protect neighbors’ wells.

Protecting water quality

Several precautions are taken to protect ground water quality. During construction, runoff from the site will be controlled 
and addressed in accordance with the land disturbance permit obtained from the Missouri Department of Natural 
Resources. Controls may include sediment control ponds, silt fences and straw bales to prevent soil erosion.

continued on back
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Once the plant is operational, all site runoff will be controlled in accordance with the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES). Runoff that includes suspended solids, such as from the coal yard, will be processed in a 
treatment facility and will meet applicable federal and state discharge limitations before being released through a pipeline 
into the Missouri River.

Another system will be permitted to control storm-water runoff from the site, such as from parking lots and roads. A storm-
water retention basin is an example of storm-water control.

For more information and to learn more about the power plant project visit AECI’s Web site, www.aeci.org.

Protecting local water supply, continued

Building for tomorrow’s energy needs

P.O. Box 754, Springfi eld, MO 65801
417-881-1204, FAX 417-885-9252
www.aeci.org © 2005 Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. All rights reserved.



Employment opportunities

P.O. Box 754, Springfi eld, MO 65801
417-881-1204, FAX 417-885-9252
www.aeci.org

Building for tomorrow’s energy needs

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. is proceeding with plans to build a coal-based generating plant to meet members’ 
growing energy needs.

The proposed site is northwest of Norborne in Carroll County. The alternate site is near Big Lake, Mo., in Holt County.

Construction of the 660-megawatt unit is scheduled to begin in 2007, with operation to begin in 2011. For more 
information and to learn more about the power plant project visit AECI’s Web site, www.aeci.org.

Bring good jobs to the local community

AECI estimates 137 full-time jobs at the fi nished power plant will create an annual payroll of $10 million to $12 million with  
average yearly salaries of $57,000 plus a competitive benefi ts package. With the plant expected to be operational in 2011, 
most full-time positions for power plant operations will not be fi lled before 2010.

Of the 137 jobs:

 • four will require four-year degrees (engineers);
 • 22 will have requirements that prefer four-year degrees but work experience will be a signifi cant factor;
 • and 111 jobs will focus on vocational skills and work experience, no degree required.

In addition, during construction of the plant, about 900 people will be working on site. Payroll during construction is 
projected to be about $400 million.

Job opportunities

Most AECI employees live and work in the communities where the cooperative’s operations are located. At Thomas Hill 
Energy Center, AECI’s power plant in Randolph County, most of the workforce is native to the area. Of 253 employees, 
135 live in Randolph County.

Most applicants for jobs at AECI’s power plants are local residents too. Last August, 50 percent of 533 applicants for 
jobs at Thomas Hill Energy Center lived in Randolph County, for example. From those, Associated hired 10 people for 
the entry-level positions; fi ve of those new hires (50 percent) are from Randolph County. About 40 percent are from two 
counties adjacent to the plant.

continued on back
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Workforce training and educational opportunities

AECI provides in-house technical training and an education assistance program to employees wanting to improve their 
skills and advance. For example, many employees at AECI’s existing facilities were hired into entry-level jobs, educated 
and trained while working at the plants and then progressed to high-level vocational and supervisory jobs.

Quality jobs and employee longevity

At just 4 percent in 2004, AECI’s overall employee turnover rate is extremely low for its part-time and full-time employees. 
At the Thomas Hill Energy Center, the turnover rate was 3 percent in 2004. AECI’s overall turnover rate, which includes 
retirements, voluntary resignations and terminations for part- and full-time positions, has been 4 or 5 percent for the past 
fi ve years. 

If temporary positions are included for a direct comparison with the national turnover rate, Associated’s rate is 12 percent 
for all locations and includes temporary positions through its summer student employment program. The average rate in 
the United States was 37.7 percent in 2004 and 36.2 percent in 2003. Associated’s rate is better than the nation’s lowest 
separation rate in 2004, which was 15 percent for the state and federal government sector.
 
AECI and its employees also benefi t from the longevity of its employees, which average 15.5 years of service for all 
locations. At AECI’s Thomas Hill Energy Center, the average years of service is more than 18 years.

For more information about employment opportunities and to learn more about the power plant project visit AECI’s Web 
site, www.aeci.org.

Employment opportunities, continued

Building for tomorrow’s energy needs

P.O. Box 754, Springfi eld, MO 65801
417-881-1204, FAX 417-885-9252
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P.O. Box 754, Springfi eld, MO 65801
417-881-1204, FAX 417-885-9252
www.aeci.org

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. is proceeding with plans to build a coal-based generating plant to meet members’ 
growing energy needs.

The proposed site is northwest of Norborne in Carroll County. The alternate site is near Big Lake, Mo., in Holt County.

Construction of the 660-megawatt unit is scheduled to begin in 2007, with operation to begin in 2011. For more 
information and to learn more about the power plant project visit AECI’s Web site, www.aeci.org.

Bring good jobs to the local community

AECI estimates 137 full-time jobs at the fi nished power plant will create an annual payroll of $10 million to $12 million with 
average yearly salaries of $57,000 plus a competitive benefi ts package. With the plant expected to be operational in 2011, 
most full-time positions for power plant operations will not be fi lled before 2010.

Most AECI employees live and work in the communities where the cooperative’s operations are located. At Thomas Hill 
Energy Center, AECI’s power plant in Randolph County, most of the workforce is native to the area. Of 253 employees, 
135 live in Randolph County.

In addition, during construction of the plant, about 900 people will be working on site. Payroll during construction is 
projected to be about $400 million.

Workforce training and educational opportunities

AECI provides in-house technical training and an education assistance program to employees wanting to improve their 
skills and advance. For example many employees at AECI’s existing facilities were hired into entry-level jobs, educated 
and trained while working at the plants and then progressed to high-level vocational and supervisory jobs.

Money for schools and other county projects

AECI will make 20 annual payments to Carroll County, a total grant of $14.5 million. After 20 years, the plant will be 
taxable.

The structure of the agreement between Carroll County and AECI allows for annual payments to the county to begin in 
2007, when construction is expected to start.

Carroll County and its taxing jurisdictions will determine, in accordance with Missouri statutes, how the payments will 
be apportioned. Schools, which receive a large percentage of county taxes, will receive a large percentage of these 
payments.

Benefi ts to the community

Building for tomorrow’s energy needs

continued on back
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Improve the region’s energy supply

Maintaining the economic health of any region is dependent on having reliable, low-cost electricity.

AECI is building a new generating unit to provide low-cost, wholesale power to its member systems: six generation and 
transmission cooperatives that serve 51 local distribution cooperatives.

Central Missouri, Co-Mo, Farmers’, Howard, Macon, Platte-Clay and West Central electric cooperatives distribute 
electricity generated by AECI to parts of rural Missouri in Carroll County and surrounding counties, including Saline, 
Lafayette, Ray, Caldwell, Livingston and Chariton. Ultimately, these seven rural electric cooperatives serve 99,763 
member-owners in north- and west-central Missouri.

Protect the environment

AECI’s new power plant will be one of the cleanest coal-based power plants in the country at the time it’s built.

The plant will use the best available emissions control technology to meet all air quality standards from the Environmental 
Protection Agency and Missouri Department of Natural Resources. These standards are established to protect human 
health within a signifi cant margin of safety.

Bring a good neighbor to the community

AECI has a reputation as a good corporate citizen, community partner and employer in the communities where the 
cooperative’s operations are located. This fact is supported by the number and quality of applicants it receives, its low 
employee turnover rate and the longevity of its employees.

Whether partnering with local schools, donating to local charities or volunteering for community events, AECI and its 
employees are committed to the communities they serve.

For more information and to learn more about the power plant project visit AECI’s Web site, www.aeci.org.

Benefi ts to the community, continued

Building for tomorrow’s energy needs
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The cooperative difference

P.O. Box 754, Springfi eld, MO 65801
417-881-1204, FAX 417-885-9252
www.aeci.org

Building for tomorrow’s energy needs

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. is proceeding with plans to build a coal-based generating plant to meet members’ 
growing energy needs.

The proposed site is northwest of Norborne in Carroll County. The alternate site is near Big Lake, Mo., in Holt County.

Construction of the 660-megawatt unit is scheduled to begin in 2007, with operation to begin in 2011. For more 
information and to learn more about the power plant project visit AECI’s Web site, www.aeci.org.

Co-ops are owned by those they serve

Rural electric cooperatives are unique among electric utilities. Cooperatives are not-for-profi t businesses, established by 
local residents to provide at-cost electric service and governed by a board of directors democratically elected from the 
membership. In a cooperative, the customers are the owners.

Built to deliver electricity to rural America

Today, more than 900 electric cooperatives serve 37 million Americans in 47 states. Electric cooperatives cover 75 
percent of the nation’s landmass, making all electric cooperatives partners in America’s largest electric utility system.

Operated to benefi t members, not to make profi ts

Cooperatives are operated for the benefi t of those using their services, not to make profi ts. An electric cooperative’s net 
earnings beyond expenses and reserves do not belong to the utility; they belong to the individual member-owners of the 
cooperative. These margins must either be used to improve or maintain operations or be distributed to the cooperative’s 
member-owners in the form of capital credit refunds.

Guided by seven principles

In addition to this unique business structure, all cooperatives are guided by seven principles that refl ect the best interests 
of their member-owners: voluntary and open membership; democratic member control; members’ economic participation; 
autonomy and independence; education, training and information; cooperation among cooperatives; and concern for 
community. 

For more information and to learn more about the power plant project visit AECI’s Web site, www.aeci.org.

© 2005 Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. All rights reserved.



Protecting human health and the environment

P.O. Box 754, Springfi eld, MO 65801
417-881-1204, FAX 417-885-9252
www.aeci.org

Building for tomorrow’s energy needs

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. is proceeding with plans to build a coal-based generating plant to meet members’ 
growing energy needs.

The proposed site is northwest of Norborne in Carroll County. The alternate site is near Big Lake, Mo., in Holt County.

Construction of the 660-megawatt unit is scheduled to begin in 2007, with operation to begin in 2011. For more 
information and to learn more about the power plant project visit AECI’s Web site, www.aeci.org.

Emissions standards protect human health

AECI’s new power plant will be one of the cleanest coal-based power plants in the country at the time it’s built.

The plant will use the best available emissions control technology to meet all air quality standards from the Environmental 
Protection Agency and Missouri Department of Natural Resources. These standards are established to protect human 
health within a signifi cant margin of safety.

Technology controls emissions

Modern technology allows coal-based power plants to generate more electricity while reducing emissions. AECI will use 
various equipment and methods to remove byproducts created by producing energy from coal:

 • Selective catalytic reduction equipment to reduce nitrogen oxides emissions; 
 • A fl ue gas desulfurization unit (scrubber) to remove sulfur dioxides, which are naturally lower in the western coal this
  unit will use; 
 • Carbon injection, one of the more proven options for mercury removal, is the most likely control technology for this
  plant; 
 • A bag house, composed of hundreds of large fi lter bags, that captures mercury and particulates (tiny particles);
  and a 
 • Continuous emissions monitoring system that measures and records the constituents of the fl ue gas to ensure they
  meet requirements of air permits and helps ensure accurate operation of the environmental equipment.

Commitment to environmental responsibility

AECI has always been environmentally responsible, and the cooperative has a strong history of meeting its environmental 
commitments while continuing to meet members’ needs for low and stable electricity rates.

continued on back
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The cooperative has spent more than $600 million to improve air quality. Since 1994 AECI has reduced its sulfur dioxide 
emissions rate more than 90 percent and its nitrogen oxides emissions rate more than 80 percent during the summer 
months when nitrogen oxides contribute to smog formation.

Improving air quality a national trend

Nationally, America’s air quality is better now than it has been in decades. Emissions of pollutants regulated by federal 
clean air laws established to protect human health are down 54 percent since 1970  — even though use of coal to 
generate electricity has more than tripled. Utilities have invested more than $50 billion in new technologies to improve the 
environmental performance of their plants.

Environmental improvements will continue

AECI will further reduce air emissions to meet new standards set by the Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR) and Clean Air 
Mercury Rule (CAMR), both issued by the EPA in March 2005.

CAIR will lower national sulfur dioxide emissions another 70 percent and nitrogen oxides emissions another 60 percent 
below 2003 levels.

Although U.S. power plants contribute less than 1 percent of total global mercury emissions, under CAMR utilities will 
reduce mercury emissions by nearly 70 percent from 1999 levels. This marks the fi rst time the United States, or any other 
country, has regulated mercury emissions from power plants.

For more information and to learn more about the power plant project visit AECI’s Web site, www.aeci.org.

Protecting human health and the environment, continued

Building for tomorrow’s energy needs

P.O. Box 754, Springfi eld, MO 65801
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  Associated Electric Cooperative Inc.

AECI will be the
lowest-cost wholesale 

power supplier.



Electric cooperatives serve about 12 percent of total electric customers in the 
United States and deliver 10 percent of the total kilowatt-hours sold in the 
nation each year.

 Cooperatives are member-governed

1

Vision Mission

More than 37 million Americans are served by about 900 electric 
cooperatives in 47 states, making all electric cooperatives partners in 
America’s largest electric utility system.

Cooperatives are guided by seven principles that refl ect the best interests of 
their member-owners: voluntary and open membership; democratic member 
control; members’ economic participation; autonomy and independence; 
education, training and information; cooperation among cooperatives; and 
concern for community. 

Rural electric cooperatives are unique among electric utilities. Cooperatives 
are not-for-profi t businesses, established by local residents to provide at-cost 
electric service and governed by a board of directors democratically elected 
from the membership. In a cooperative, the members are the owners.

Business owners, ranchers, manufacturers, school teachers, homeowners …
they’re all owners of their local electric cooperative. 

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc.’s mission is to provide an economical 
and reliable power supply and support services to its members with the 
vision of being the nation’s lowest-cost wholesale power supplier.

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc.
AECI is owned by and provides wholesale power to six regional and 51 local 
electric cooperative systems in Missouri, northeast Oklahoma and southeast 
Iowa that serve more than 800,000 customers.

AECI is fi nancially strong and fl exible, enabling it to continue to serve its 
member systems reliably and economically. AECI is one of a few wholesale 
power producers in the nation with bond ratings of AA by Standard & Poor’s 
and Fitch Ratings Ltd. and A1 by Moody’s Investors Service.

2



AECI has consistently remained among the nation’s lowest-cost wholesale 
power suppliers due to careful planning, conservative and proactive 
management of risk and a strong and fl exible fi nancial position built with the 
support of its member-owners.3

 Three tiers form strong system

The top tier of the three-tiered 
system is made up of 51 local 
distribution cooperatives that 
provide electric service directly 
to consumer-members, including 
businesses, farms and households.

At the second level of the system 
are the six regional cooperatives, 
known as G&Ts, that transmit 
power from AECI to the 51 local 
distribution cooperatives. 

In 1961 the six G&Ts joined to 
form AECI, the system’s third tier, 
to take care of generation, power 
procurement and high-voltage 
transmission.
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AECI’s coal-based units are the foundation for providing low-cost energy 
to member systems. The cooperative’s owned and contracted coal-based 
resources are about 50 percent of capacity but produce about 85 percent of 
AECI’s energy.

AECI has a diversifi ed mix of generation resources to supply reliable, 
economical electricity to member systems. AECI’s resources include 
baseload generation supplied by two coal-based plants producing low-cost, 
around-the-clock power; intermediate generation provided by two effi cient, 
low-emissions combined-cycle natural gas plants; and four peaking plants 
that provide power when demand rises to peak levels on cold winter or hot 
summer days. Another power supply resource, although more expensive, is 
available to member systems through AECI’s green power program.

 AECI’s generating and transmission resources provide reliable, low-cost energy

AECI’s diverse, flexible
power sources
AECI’s coal-based power plants include:  MW capacity
 New Madrid Power Plant*  ................................................................ 1,200
 Thomas Hill Energy Center  ..............................................................  1,153
AECI’s gas-based power plants include: 
 Chouteau Power Plant  ........................................................................  522
 Essex Power Plant  ..............................................................................  107
 Holden Power Plant  ............................................................................  321
 Nodaway Power Plant .........................................................................  182
 St. Francis Power Plant  ......................................................................  501
AECI also owns oil-based generators at Unionville Power Plant  ...............  45
AECI dispatches these coal-based units:
 KAMO Power’s portion of Grand River Dam Authority’s Unit 2 ...........  198
 Central Electric Power Cooperative’s Chamois Power Plant  ................  68
AECI’s contracted power sources include:
 Southwestern Power Administration for hydroelectric
  peaking power  .............................................................................  478
 Other purchased capacity  .....................................................................  34

*The city of New Madrid owns the 600-megawatt Unit 1, which is operated by AECI
under terms of an agreement with the city.
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AECI and its member systems built their transmission grid by forming 
strategic alliances with neighboring utilities. That tradition remains as AECI 
continues to invest in its transmission system in a changing industry.

Transmission grid ensures
reliability
The strong, integrated transmission system owned by AECI and its member 
systems includes substations and 9,092 miles of line — enough to travel 
between Washington, D.C., and San Francisco, Calif., more than four times. 
This system enables AECI to reliably serve members and transact power 
purchases and sales for the benefi t of its owners. 



Coal continues to be a fuel of choice for electricity generation because 
it is domestically abundant, affordable and increasingly clean through 
technology.
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Nationally, more than half the electricity that heats our homes, lights our 
schools and powers our businesses comes from coal.

America has a 250-year supply of coal, and electricity from this domestic 
resource lessens our reliance on foreign fuel supplies.

Coal is more affordable
for families and businesses …
On average, producing electricity from coal costs less than half the cost of 
producing electricity from other traditional fuels.

Residents in Missouri, Iowa and Oklahoma benefi t from low electricity prices 
largely because of coal. According to the U.S. Department of Energy, retail 
electricity prices are 15 percent below the national average in the 30 states, 
including Missouri, Oklahoma and Iowa, that use coal as their primary 
energy resource. In comparison, the other 20 states’ average retail electricity 
rate exceeds the national average by 21 percent.

Coal is increasingly clean …
Utilities have invested more than $50 billion in new technologies to increase 
effi ciency and achieve emissions reductions at coal-based power plants. 
This industrywide effort has produced the cleanest air Americans have 
breathed during the last 35 years.

According to the Environmental Protection Agency, total emissions of six 
principal pollutants regulated to protect human health dropped 54 percent 
since 1970. At the same time, use of coal to generate electricity has 
increased more than 200 percent.

Coal is a fuel for the future …
As electricity demand increases, coal-based power plants will continue 
to generate more electricity while reducing emissions with advanced 
technologies. With coal, Americans don’t have to choose between clean air 
and affordable energy.

Coal is essential to quality of life

AECI has always been environmentally responsible, and the cooperative 
has a strong history of meeting its environmental commitments while 
continuing to meet members’ needs for low and stable electricity rates. 
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Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. has improved air quality, spending 
more than $600 million since 1994 to reduce emissions. The cooperative 
has reduced its systemwide sulfur dioxide emissions rate by 90 percent 
since 1994, when it converted its coal units to burn 100 percent low-sulfur 
coal. This conversion, costing $200 million plus $342 million to close its 
high-sulfur coal mine in Missouri, benefi ted the environment and cut fuel 
costs for members. 

AECI also has reduced its nitrogen oxides emissions rate more than 
80 percent during the summer months when NOx contributes to ozone 
formation. AECI installed selective catalytic reduction equipment at New 
Madrid Power Plant at a cost of $100 million and annual operating and 
maintenance costs of about $8 million. At Thomas Hill Energy Center, AECI 
modifi ed air systems on all three units for a total cost of $8.3 million to 
reduce NOx emissions.

Environmental commitment

Aggregate emissions
(six principal pollutants)

U.S. population

Energy consumption

Vehicle miles traveled

Gross domestic product

Comparison of growth areas and emissions
200%
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-50%
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187%
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47%

40%

-54%

-100%
U.S. EPA, 2004

Total emissions of the six air pollutants related to protecting human health have 
dropped 54 percent since 1970. During the same time, the use of coal to generate 
electricity has increased more than 200 percent.



AECI received the 2000 international “Project of the Year” award, which 
recognized the cooperative as an industry leader for installing new 
technology to reduce emissions. New Madrid Unit 2 was the fi rst coal-based 
application in the world operating with 93 percent removal of nitrogen oxides 
with selective catalytic reduction equipment, said  “Power” magazine in 
presenting the award. 
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 Coal fuels low-cost energy

New Madrid Power Plant
AECI employs about 200 people at New Madrid Power Plant, which is 
comprised of two 600-megawatt, coal-based electric generating units totaling 
1,200 megawatts. Unit 1 was constructed in 1972; Unit 2 completed in 1977. 

Each unit burns about 7,000 tons a day of low-sulfur coal, which travels 
1,235 miles from Wyoming to New Madrid by rail. A coal train is a set of
115 cars, each holding about 121 tons of coal, totaling 13,900 tons. 

Located in southeast Missouri, the plant and its grounds span 250 acres on 
the inland side of the Mississippi River and 272 acres on the river side of the 
levee. Its turbine room alone covers 1.07 acres. 

AECI carefully manages water runoff from coal stockpiles, diverting it to 
treatment ponds where it’s tested for purity before it’s released.

Thomas Hill’s tallest chimney is 620 feet high and consists of 3,546 cubic 
yards of concrete. It is 53 feet wide at the bottom with walls 26 inches thick. 
It tapers to 37 feet across with walls 9 inches thick at the top. The inside of 
the chimney is lined with more than one million bricks. 

10

Thomas Hill Energy Center
Thomas Hill Energy Center is comprised of three electrical generating units, 
built from 1966 to 1982 and totaling 1,153 megawatts, plus a coal mine that 
is actively being reclaimed after closing in 1993.

AECI employs about 240 people at the power plant, located north of 
Moberly, Mo. The plant has received national recognition for its effi ciency 
and successful conversion to low-sulfur coal that signifi cantly reduced sulfur 
dioxide emissions.  

Low-sulfur coal for Thomas Hill’s generating units travels 968 miles, taking 
about three days, from the Powder River Basin of Wyoming. Conveyor belts 
transport the coal to a crushing machine to ensure the right size for burning. 
Along the route dust suppression systems capture and recycle coal dust 
created in the process of crushing and transporting it.

Thomas Hill Lake was built to help cool equipment at the power plant, but 
the public benefi ts from its 1.5 billion gallons of water too. Swimming, fi shing 
and boating are popular on the lake that also serves as a 5,000-acre wildlife 
refuge. 



St. Francis Power Plant received the “Year 2000 Powerplant Award,” given 
annually by “Power” magazine, for its “innovation in economical power 
delivery and use of state-of-the-art emissions control and information 
systems technology to decrease the environmental impact of power 
generation.”
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At Chouteau, for example, exhaust heat enters the HRSG, or boiler, at about 
1,085 degrees Fahrenheit. As it moves through the structure, the exhaust 
heats tubes of water to create steam to power the steam turbine, which turns 
the generator to produce electricity. Afterward, the exhaust is vented from 
the stack at about 200 degrees.

This heat-recovery system increases the effi ciency of a combined-cycle unit 
to 58 percent, compared with 33 percent effi ciency of a simple-cycle plant.

St. Francis Power Plant

AECI and Duke Energy Trading and Marketing LLC developed a partnership in 1997 
to build the St. Francis plant and jointly market its production. The 245-MW Unit 1 was 
dedicated in 1999, followed by the 256-MW Unit 2 in 2001.

Chouteau Power Plant has two units providing a total of 522 megawatts of energy to 
member systems. In operation since July 2000, the plant is located in northeastern 
Oklahoma on 22 acres inside an industrial park. Because the plant is highly 
automated, only about 20 skilled employees are needed to operate and maintain it.

11

 AECI’s combined-cycle units among most effi cient with low emissions

Recognized nationally for low emissions and effi cient performance, AECI’s 
Chouteau and St. Francis power plants are combined-cycle, natural gas-
based plants. 

These plants have greater effi ciency than simple-cycle combustion turbine 
units because of heat-recovery steam generators (HRSGs) that capture 
exhaust heat to power a steam turbine. In contrast, hot exhaust from a 
simple-cycle gas turbine is vented to the atmosphere.

Chouteau Power Plant

Chouteau Power Plant is powered by two 176-megawatt Model V84.3A gas 
turbines and a 170-MW steam turbine. Operating at full load, the units burn 
86 million cubic feet of natural gas per day.
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Peaking generation provides fl exibility

Essex
Power Plant
The Essex Power Plant, 
located on fi ve acres in 
southeast Missouri, came 
on line in 1999. Its 107-
megawatt, simple-cycle 
combustion turbine is 
basically a jet engine, fueled 
by natural gas, that can be 
started and stopped quickly 
for peak power needs.

Holden 
Power Plant
Located north of Holden, 
Mo., this low-emissions plant 
has three simple-cycle units 
fueled by natural gas with 
the capability to burn fuel oil 
as a backup. Each simple-
cycle unit is guaranteed at 
91 megawatts; however, the 
output of the units can be 
boosted to 107 megawatts 
with the injection of water 
in the combustion process. 
The plant, which has a total 
output of 321 megawatts, 
went on line in 2002.

AECI’s peaking power plants are fueled with oil or natural gas and can be 
started and stopped more quickly than coal-based units, thus affording more 
fl exibility and making these excellent systems for responding to members’ 
peak electrical demands on hot summer days or cold winter nights.

Nodaway 
Power Plant
The Nodaway Power Plant, 
located on a 100-acre site 
south of Maryville, Mo., has 
two 91-megawatt units that 
came on line in 1999. Each 
generating unit at Nodaway 
is about 40 feet wide and 
140 feet long. The exhaust 
stack is 50 feet high. 
Together, the combustion 
turbines and the related 
electric substation occupy 
about six acres. 

AECI diversifi ed its generation mix, building 1,633 megawatts of gas-based 
generation in four years. These resources, which provide intermediate and 
peaking power, have enabled the cooperative to meet members’ growing 
load demand.
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Unionville Power Plant
Unionville Power Plant is comprised of two 1977 General Electric,
22.5-megawatt, simple-cycle, oil-based units with a total peaking capacity
of 45 megawatts. 



At Central Electric Power Cooperative’s Chamois Power Plant, staff has 
successfully experimented with organic fuels such as walnut shells and 
shelled corn to produce biomass energy for AECI’s green power program. 
The size of the 68-megawatt plant and the setup of its fuel system make it 
possible to burn different fuels.
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AECI offers renewable energy

Renewable hydropower from the Southwestern Power Administration has 
been an important contributor to AECI’s energy mix since its incorporation. 
Because hydropower can be brought on line quickly, it is a valuable resource 
for periods of highest demand. Hydropower also is a low-cost, emissions-
free source of electricity.

AECI also has offered a green energy program since April 1, 2003, to its six 
owner G&Ts, which provide the green power to their member distribution 
cooperatives. Those cooperatives offer the green power, which has included 
energy from wind and biomass resources, to their member-owners for a 
monthly premium added to their regular electric bill. 

Chamois Power Plant

16

Access to affordable electricity is extremely important to all Americans, 
particularly those with lower or fi xed incomes because electricity is a larger 
percentage of their monthly costs.

 Building for tomorrow’s energy needs

As the U.S. economy becomes more energy intensive, utilities must 
constantly plan for new resources to keep up with rising electricity demand. 
According to the U.S. Department of Energy, Americans will consume nearly 
50 percent more electricity by 2025.

Energy sales to AECI’s member systems are projected to grow 2.8 percent a 
year through 2014. That amounts to a total increase of 28 percent.

AECI has announced proposed and alternate sites for a coal-based power 
plant to help meet this demand. The proposed site is in Carroll County, 
near Norborne, Mo., and the alternate site is in Holt County, near Big Lake, 
Mo. The plant, estimated to generate 660 megawatts, would use low-sulfur 
coal and the best available emissions control technology. It will be AECI’s 
cleanest, most effi cient coal-based power plant to date and one of the 
cleanest coal-based power plants in the country at the time it’s built.

AECI also has purchased a partially constructed, combined-cycle natural 
gas plant near Dell, Ark., to help meet members’ growing electricity needs. 
Expected to be operating in 2007, this plant will add another highly effi cient, 
low-emissions asset to AECI’s generating resource mix.

Dell Power Plant
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Vision
AECI will be the lowest-cost wholesale power supplier.

Mission
AECI’s mission is to provide

an economical and reliable power supply
and support services to its members.

Critical strategic objectives
Work safely to ensure an accident-free workplace.

Develop and maintain effective strategic relationships.

Be fi nancially strong and fl exible.

Develop, motivate and reward employees who excel.

Infl uence sound environmental policy development.

Proactively identify and manage the risks in our business.

For more information, visit www.aeci.org

Touchstone Energy is a national alliance of local, consumer-owned electric 
cooperatives providing high standards of service to customers large and small.

More than 600 Touchstone Energy cooperatives in 44 states are delivering energy 
and energy solutions to more than 22 million customers every day. Touchstone Energy 

cooperatives serve their members with integrity, accountability, innovation
and a longstanding commitment to communities. 

2814 S. Golden Ave., P.O. Box 754, Springfi eld, MO 65801
(417) 881-1204, FAX (417) 885-9252, Web site: www.aeci.org

Equal Opportunity Employer M/F/D/V

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc.
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2814 S. Golden Ave., P.O. Box 754, Springfi eld, MO 65801
417-881-1204, FAX 417-885-9252, Web site: www.aeci.org
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An important update:
 Building for tomorrow’s
 energy needs

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc.



Which would you choose?

Affordable electricity or a healthy environment?
More jobs today or cleaner air tomorrow?
Energy you can depend on or energy you can 
afford?

The answer, of course, is that you don’t have to choose. 
All of these things – affordable and reliable energy, a 
clean environment and good jobs — are vital to healthy, 
growing communities.

That’s why Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. has 
been preparing to meet the energy needs of future 
generations by researching power supply options and 
developing a plan to continue providing low-cost 
electricity to its member-owners: six generation and 
transmission cooperatives that serve 51 local distribu-
tion cooperatives. This three-tiered cooperative system 
ultimately serves more than 800,000 families, homes 
and businesses.

Building for tomorrow’s energy needs
AECI’s strategy allows the cooperative to maintain low 
wholesale energy rates and reliable service for its mem-
ber-owners while continuing to reduce air emissions 
and protect the environment. There are several key 
elements to the strategy, and each plays an important 
role in meeting the energy needs and desires of rural 
Missouri’s families, businesses and communities.

Adding new generating facilities: As the 
U.S. economy becomes more energy inten-
sive, utilities must constantly plan for new 
resources to keep up with rising electricity 

demand. Energy sales to AECI’s member systems are 
projected to grow 2.8 percent per year through 2014. 
That amounts to a total increase of 28 percent.

AECI has announced proposed and alternate sites for a 
coal-based power plant to help meet this demand. The 
proposed site is northwest of Norborne, Mo., in Car-
roll County, and the alternate site is in Holt County, 
near Big Lake, Mo. The new plant will generate about 
660 megawatts. It will use low-sulfur coal and the 
best available emissions control technology, making it 



AECI’s cleanest, most effi cient coal-based power plant 
to date and one of the cleanest coal-based power plants 
in the country at the time it’s built.
 
AECI also has purchased a partially constructed, com-
bined-cycle natural gas plant to help meet members’ 
growing electricity needs. Expected to be operating in 
2007, this plant will add another highly effi cient, low-
emissions asset to AECI’s already diverse generating 
resource mix.

Adding these new generating resources prevents AECI 
from having to buy power on the open market and 
strengthens the cooperative’s ability to keep energy 
prices in check. This building plan allows AECI to 
keep energy prices stable and affordable for members 
for the long term.

Continued commitment to environmental 
responsibility: AECI has spent more than 
$600 million to improve air quality. Since 
1994 AECI has reduced its sulfur dioxide 

(SO
2
) emissions rate more than 90 percent and its 

nitrogen oxides (NO
x
) emissions rate more than 80 per-

cent during the summer months when nitrogen oxides 
contribute to smog formation.

These environmental improvements are part of an 
industrywide effort that has produced the cleanest air 
Americans have breathed during the last 35 years.

According to the Environmental Protection Agency, 
total emissions of six principal pollutants regulated to 
protect human health dropped 54 percent between 1970 
and 2004. This number includes a 30 percent reduction 
in nitrogen oxides, 51 percent reduction in sulfur di-
oxides and an 80 percent reduction in fi ne particulates 
(PM

10
).

These drastic improvements are even more impres-
sive when considering that during the same timeframe 
the U.S. population grew 40 percent; total energy 
consumption increased 47 percent; the country’s gross 
domestic product, a measure of total economic output, 
grew 187 percent; and the use of coal to generate elec-
tricity increased more than 200 percent.

New government regulations and constantly improving 
technologies will result in even cleaner air in the 
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Diverse 
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Energy
conservation
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future. In March 2005, the EPA announced its Clean 
Air Interstate Rule (CAIR). When fully implement-
ed, CAIR will reduce SO

2
 emissions in 28 eastern 

states, including Missouri, by more than 70 percent 
and NO

x
 emissions by more than 60 percent from 

2003 levels. Because SO
2 
and NO

x
 contribute to fi ne 

particulate formation, dramatic emissions reductions 
achieved through CAIR also will result in continued 
reduction of fi ne particulate emissions from U.S. 
power plants.

In conjunction with reducing emissions of SO
2 
and 

NO
x
, AECI also will comply with EPA’s Clean Air 

Mercury Rule issued in March 2005. Although U.S. 
power plants contribute less than 1 percent of total 
global mercury emissions, the new rule requires 
utilities to reduce mercury emissions by nearly
70 percent from 1999 levels and marks the fi rst time 
the United States, or any other country, has regulated 
mercury emissions from power plants.

AECI has a plan in place to meet or exceed these 
new emissions reductions. The cooperative will 
invest about $600 million in capital costs by 2018 
to further modify its existing coal-based plants with 
emissions-reduction technology. 

These tougher air standards will affect municipali-
ties, cooperatives and manufacturers alike. While 
power plants represent a small percentage of overall 
air emissions, everyone must do their part to keep 
improving the air quality in the United States.



Job creation and affordable electricity benefi t Missouri’s 
economy. Businesses and residents across Missouri and 
the Midwest benefi t from low electricity prices largely 
because of coal. According to the U.S. Department of 
Energy, Missouri uses coal to generate 83 percent of its 
electricity. As a result, Missouri’s retail electricity rates 
are the 14th lowest in the country and 19 percent below 
the national average.

This pattern holds true throughout the country. Retail 
electricity prices are 15 percent below the national aver-
age in the 30 states that use coal as their primary energy 
resource. In comparison, the other 20 states’ average retail 
electricity rate exceeds the national average by 21 percent.

Access to affordable electricity is extremely important 
to all Americans, particularly those with lower or fi xed 
incomes because electricity is a larger percentage of their 
monthly costs. A 2004 survey of AECI’s member systems 
revealed 50 percent of respondents live in households 
earning $40,000 or less per year, and 30 percent are age 
65 or older. Of those members age 65 or older, 38 percent  
earn annual incomes of less than $20,000. 

AECI’s new coal-based power plant will help keep energy 
prices stable and affordable for rural Missouri’s electric 
cooperative members. Coal is less expensive and less 
volatile in price than other fuels and is in abundant supply. 
Industry experts estimate a 250-year supply right here in 
the United States.

Constructing a new power plant also will have several 
direct, local economic benefi ts. AECI estimates the new 
coal-based plant will create about 900 construction jobs 
during peak activity and $400 million in direct payroll. 



Another 137 full-time positions at the fi nished plant will 
create a projected payroll of $10 million to $12 million 
and average yearly salaries of $57,000 plus a competitive 
benefi ts package. In addition to creating jobs, AECI will 
make grant payments to the hosting county totaling
$14.5 million.

Offering a diverse energy mix to mem-
bers: AECI’s generating resources include 
renewable and coal- and gas-based re-
sources to meet members’ energy needs.

• AECI’s coal-based generating resources are the founda-
tion for providing low-cost energy to member systems. 
The cooperative’s owned and contracted coal-based 
facilities make up 53 percent of total generating capacity 
but produce about 85 percent of AECI’s energy. This fact 
leads to wholesale power rates among the lowest in the 
country. 

• Renewable hydropower from the Southwestern Power 
Administration has been an important contributor to 
AECI’s energy mix since its incorporation. Because hy-
dropower can be brought on line quickly, it is a valuable 
resource for periods of highest demand. Hydropower also 
is a low-cost, emissions-free source of electricity.

• Between 1999 and 2002 AECI constructed 1,633 MW 
of natural gas-based generation to meet members’ inter-
mediate and peak electricity needs. AECI’s intermediate 
generating resources include 1,023 MW of effi cient, low-
emissions combined-cycle natural gas-based power plants. 

• Green power also is available to all 51 local distribution 
cooperatives in the AECI system through AECI’s green 



power purchasing program. The program was started in 
April 2003, and energy has come from both wind and 
biomass resources.

Supporting energy conservation at the 
distribution level: In the three-tiered sys-
tem of electric cooperatives that includes 
AECI, local distribution cooperatives take 
the lead in helping their customers con-

serve energy and save on electricity costs. Local distri-
bution cooperatives offer energy effi ciency services and 
incentive programs that include energy effi ciency loan 
programs, home energy audits and rebates for members 
who purchase and install energy effi cient appliances.

AECI supports the conservation efforts of its member 
systems and helps them provide energy audits for large 
industrial and commercial customers.

While we can’t depend solely on energy conservation 
to meet the energy and environmental needs of the next 
few years, these efforts are an important part of a long-
term balanced approach.

Infrastructure improvements ensure 
reliability. Another element of AECI’s 
approach involves infrastructure im-
provements to strengthen the overall re-

liability of its system and network. The generation and 
transmission of electricity involves a network of power 
plants, substations and transmission lines. With time 
and use, this infrastructure needs rejuvenation — just 
like the streets, highways and bridges.
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AECI and its six owner generation and transmission 
cooperatives continue to invest in their transmission 
system. In addition to investing in transmission for 
new generation projects, AECI and its six owner gen-
eration and transmission cooperatives forecast spend-
ing more than $360 million for transmission improve-
ments and upgrades through 2011. This investment 
assures that AECI will continue to operate one of the 
most reliable networks in the country. 

Why this approach makes good sense
Putting all the elements of this approach into place 
will cost up to $1.7 billion. While this is a signifi cant 
amount, the upfront investment will provide greater 
long-term assurance of wholesale price stability for 
the three-tiered cooperative system and major im-
provements in air quality.

As electricity demand rises both nationally and here 
at home, AECI will continue working to keep energy 
prices stable and affordable for the long term. This 
will be done while reducing air emissions, protecting 
the environment, improving effi ciency and delivering 
a reliable energy supply to its member-owners.

What happens next?
The process of building a power plant involves many 
regulatory checks and balances, and the public will 
have several opportunities to participate in the pro-
cess, including input on the federal Environmental 
Impact Statement and on the construction, solid waste 
and wastewater permits from the Missouri Depart-
ment of Natural Resources.

If you have any questions, comments or concerns, 
please visit AECI’s Web site at www.aeci.org, or re-
quest to be added to our direct contacts list. Once you 
have all the facts, we’re convinced you will agree that 
our proposed approach is the most sensible way to 
meet the energy, economic and environmental needs 
of rural Missouri, now and in the future.

P.O. Box 754, Springfi eld, MO 65801
417-881-1204

© 2005 Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. All rights reserved.



System facts
March 2005

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc.
is owned by and provides wholesale power to six
regional and 51 local electric cooperative systems
in Missouri, northeast Oklahoma and southeast
Iowa that serve more than 800,000 customers.

P.O. Box 754 • Springfield, MO 65801-0754
(417) 881-1204 • fax (417) 885-9252 • www.aeci.org



Baseload generation
New Madrid Power Plant — New Madrid, Mo.
Unit 1 — 1972  Brown-Boveri turbine

Net capacity 600 MW
Coal burn rate 7,000 tons/day

Unit 2 — 1977  Brown-Boveri turbine
Net capacity 600 MW
Coal burn rate 7,000 tons/day

Thomas Hill Energy Center —
Clifton Hill, Mo.
Unit 1 — 1966  General Electric turbine

Net capacity 180 MW
Coal burn rate 2,325 tons/day

Unit 2 — 1969  Westinghouse turbine
Net capacity 303 MW
Coal burn rate 3,478 tons/day

Unit 3 — 1982  Westinghouse turbine
Net capacity 670 MW
Coal burn rate 8,660 tons/day

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc.



Intermediate generation

Chouteau Power Plant — Pryor, Okla.
Units 1 and 2 — 2000 Siemens Westinghouse
combined-cycle, gas-based units

Two gas turbines, net capacity 176 MW each
One steam turbine, 170 MW
Operated by Siemens Westinghouse

St. Francis Power Plant — Glennonville, Mo.
Unit 1 — 1999  Siemens Westinghouse combined-cycle,
gas-based unit

Net capacity 245 MW
Operated by Siemens Westinghouse

Unit 2 — 2001  Siemens Westinghouse combined-cycle,
gas-based unit

Net capacity 256 MW
Operated by Siemens Westinghouse

Peaking generation

Essex Power Plant — Idalia, Mo.
Unit 1 — 1999  Siemens Westinghouse simple-cycle,
gas-based unit

Net capacity 107 MW



Holden Power Plant — Holden, Mo.
Units 1, 2 and 3 — 2002  Siemens Westinghouse
simple-cycle, dual-fuel (gas and oil) units

Net capacity of each is 107 MW

Nodaway Power Plant — Maryville, Mo.
Units 1 and 2 — 1999  Siemens Westinghouse
simple-cycle, gas-based units

Net capacity of each is 91 MW

Unionville Power Plant
Units 1 and 2 — 1977  General Electric, 22.5-MW
simple-cycle, oil-based units

AECI’s coal-based generation is essential to providing
economical rates to member systems. In 2004, AECI’s
contracted and owned coal-based generation was 53 per-
cent of capacity but produced 85 percent of the energy.

Electricity from coal ...
Essential
Affordable
Increasingly clean



Power plants MW capacity
Chouteau Power Plant 522
Essex Power Plant 107
Holden Power Plant 321
New Madrid Power Plant 1,200
Nodaway Power Plant 182
St. Francis Power Plant 501
Thomas Hill Energy Center 1,153
Unionville Power Plant 45
Subtotal 4,031

Contract sources
Batesville, Miss. 274
Capacity sold to other utilities (150 )
Chamois Power Plant 68
KAMO-GRDA Unit 2 198
Other purchased capacity 34
SPA hydropower peak 478
Subtotal 902

Total 4,933

2004 power sources



Vision/Mission/Strategic objectives
AECI will be the lowest-cost wholesale power supplier.

AECI’s mission is to provide an economical and reliable
power supply and support services to its members.

• Work safely to ensure an accident-free workplace.
• Develop and maintain effective strategic relationships.
• Be financially strong and flexible.
• Develop, motivate and reward employees who excel.
• Influence sound environmental policy development.
• Proactively identify and manage the risks in our

business.

2004 financial highlights (in thousands)

Operating revenue $ 797,612
Net nonoperating income $ 21,251
Operating expenses $ 742,799
Interest expense $ 58,471
Net margin $ 17,593
Investment in facilities $ 2,039,739
Long-term debt $ 842,817
Total assets $ 1,494,258



Operating revenue

Operating expenses



2004 statistical highlights
Member peak demand (MW)

Winter (Dec. 22, 2004) 3,584
Summer (Aug. 21, 2003) 3,708

Member load factor (percent) 51.4
Member load growth (percent)

Energy 2.0
Demand (0.8)

Revenue from members (mills per kWh) 28.34
Full-time employees (as of Dec. 31, 2004) 597

Headquarters 159*
New Madrid Power Plant 194
Thomas Hill Energy Center 244

* Includes protective services staff at New Madrid and
Thomas Hill power plants

Associated has 99 interconnections and 20 interconnection
agreements, as well as 76 interchange agreements with
investor-owned and municipal utilities, electric cooperatives and
power marketing firms.

Transmission lines owned by AECI and its six G&T owners:
69-kV— 6,460 miles 345-kV — 658 miles
138-kV— 223 miles 500-kV — 46 miles
161-kV— 1,705 miles



Gross generation 18,875,400 MWh(1)

Net generation 17,994,783 MWh(1)

Coal burned 8.9 million tons(2)

Coal units’ availability factor 82.40 percent(2)

(Percentage of time units are available 
to generate electricity, whether or not 
actually in operation)

Forced-outage rate 3.8 percent(2)

Industry average is 4.7 percent.

Capacity factor 76.6 percent(2)

Actual generation as a percentage
of full-load capacity

Coal units’ net heat rate 10,257 Btu/kWh(2)

Fuel, operations and maintenance 20.23 mills/kWh

(1)Includes AECI’s owned coal- and gas-based units

(2) Thomas Hill and New Madrid coal-based plants only.
In 2004, these plants produced 15.2 million megawatt-
hours.

2004 operating statistics



James J. Jura, CEO and general manager

Headquarters (417) 881-1204
Accounting & Finance — Michael M. Miller
Business and Technical Services — Patrick L. Mills
Engineering and Operations — Gary L. Fulks
Human Resources — David P. Stump
Member Services and Corporate Communications —

Keith E. Hartner
Power Production — Duane D. Highley

New Madrid Power Plant (573) 643-2211
W. David Evans, plant manager

Thomas Hill Energy Center
Mining Division (660) 261-4221
Power Division (660) 261-4211
Thomas I. Watkins, plant manager

Board of directors
O.B. Clark, president John K. Davis
Harold E. Jordan, vice president Jerry W. Divin
R. Layne Morrill, secretary John C. Farris
Charles C. Baile, treasurer Emery O. Geisendorfer Jr.
Douglas H. Aeilts Don R. McQuitty
J. Chris Cariker Donald W. Shaw

Associated Electric Cooperative Inc.



Proposed Coal-based Power Plant 
Project Fact Sheet 

 
 
Associated Electric Cooperative Inc. (AECI) proposes to build a coal-based power plant 
to meet growing electricity demand among its members.  The proposed plant site is 
near Norborne, Missouri, in Carroll County.  The alternate site is near Big Lake, 
Missouri, in Holt County. 
 
Quick Facts 

• Power plant will use low-sulfur coal 
• Anticipated operation by 2011 
• AECI’s investment in project about $1 billion 
• Approximately 900 construction jobs with payroll estimated at $400 million 
• 137 new full-time jobs with annual payroll of $10 to $12 million 
• Water supply will be from Missouri River alluvial aquifer 
• Project will require new transmission lines and railroad corridors  

 
Environmental Safeguards 
Air 

• Best Available Control Technology will be implemented 
• Emissions will comply with all applicable federal and state standards 

Water 
• Sufficient quantities are available from the Missouri River alluvial aquifer 
• Well study will be performed to determine whether plant affects neighbors’ wells 
• Plant will have cooling towers to minimize water use 

Solid Waste 
• On-site utility waste landfill will be designed to meet all applicable federal and 

state standards 
Noise 

• AECI will specify strict sound level requirements for equipment 
• Buffer around facility for sound attenuation 

 
For more information about the project, please contact the following: 

Rural Utilities Service Stephanie Strength  202-720-0468 
AECI    Nancy Southworth  417-885-9246 

 
Visit AECI and/or RUS websites: 

http://www.usda.gov/rus/water/ees/eis.htm 
http://www.aeci.org 

 
For information about the RUS Environmental Impact Statement, 

see other side. 



Public participation is an integral part of the environmental review process.  Below is an estimated timeline of the 
environmental impact statement (EIS) process indicating the opportunities for the public to provide input.   
 

Estimated Timeline of Public Input Opportunities
for Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Public 
Scoping
Meetings

RUS prepares Draft EIS

45-Day Public 
Comment Period 
on Draft EIS with 

Public Meeting

RUS 
prepares
Final EIS

- Public Notices

30-Day 
Public 

Comment 
Period 

RUS signs
Record of
Decision

3 mo. 6 mo. 12 mo. 15 mo. 18 mo. 21 mo.Start

30-Day 
Public 
Review
Period 

9 mo.

RUS prepares
Public Comment 

Summary

RUS solicits
and awards
EIS contract





Public Scoping Report Associated Electric Cooperative 

 

Photographs of Meetings 



Photographs of Public Meetings 
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Appendix E Public Comment Summary 



Air Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

8,15,16,20,24,35,8
2,85,104,105,106,

118,122

Put [emissions] out into the surrounding countryside. Emissions - General Standard comment will 
be addressed through 
the EIS process

42 Why is it OK to pollute air that is currently not very polluted?
42 Use and storage of ammonia, anhydrous ammonia, and chlorine. Comments will be 

addressed through the 
EIS process

3 Release of emissions is unhealthy and damages our air quality Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

12 Plants generate acid rain chemical, emit air-borne mercury, exacerbate smog and 
contribute to global climate change.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

31 What effect will the air pollutants and fallout, even while being monitored from this 
plant, going to have over a period of time on our grain that will be converted into food 
for humans and or animals?

Will be addressed 
generally in the EIS

31 How many pounds of accumulated fallout can our environment, land, ponds, rivers and 
air take before it is considered unsafe?

Will be addressed 
generally in the EIS

21 What is the air quality for the cities nearest the sites, i.e. Omaha, Kansas City, St. 
Joseph, and how does that compare with the air quality in the local vicinity? 

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

21 Why is Squaw Creek National Wildlife Refuge not considered a class I area by the 
government?

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

12,25,42 Rise in local children's asthma. Health Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

17,23,96 Coal burning power plants generate acid rain chemicals, emit air-borne mercury, 
exacerbate smog and contribute to global climate change ….. are linked to asthma, 
long disease, developmental delays and birth defects.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

96 Increase in health problem among people living in and several miles around the site. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

3,14,32 Particulate content of the air. Particulate Matter Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Air Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

60 Hazard that will be release from the smokestacks. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

3 Particulate matter from fly ash will settle into fertile soil and work into the food chain. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

19,34 With our air quality already affected by Exide Battery plant, Golden Triangle Ethanol 
plant and diesel fuel, chemicals and fertilizers used by farmers wouldn't that dirty our air
and water even more?

Quality Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

118 Although project proximity to ozone nonattainment areas was used as criteria for site 
selection, the project will result in significant increases in emissions of ozone precursors
and the potential exists for transport of these emissions to the Kansas City ozone 
maintenance area and the St. Louis ozone non-attainment area.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

107 The exhaust is released high enough that it dissipates in the atmosphere, no air quality 
issues here.

Noted

3,14 Do NOx emissions vary by seasons? Nitrogen Oxides Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2 How will this emission and waste affect surrounding communities and lakes Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2 How will this emission and waste affect surrounding communities and lakes Sulfur Dioxide Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

3 Do SO2 emissions vary by seasons? Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2 How will this emission and waste affect surrounding communities and lakes Carbon Dioxide Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2 Would there be emissions trading in order to look like the power plant is not polluting 
the area?

Emissions Trading Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Air Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

2,38, Radioactive material will be admitted into the environment. HAPs Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

42 Will anhydrous ammonia or chlorine gas be used or stored on site? Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

42 How will waste ash be controlled to prevent it from becoming air borne? Ash Dust Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Aesthetics Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

30,35,50 Do not wish to live in sight of transmission corridors. Visual Noted
41 Land should be untouched by these destructive and unsightly power poles and lines. Noted
60 Don't want to look at the monstrosity and all that will be included, moved to country to 

escape city lights, noise and pollution.
Noted

10,115 Big, loud, bright, smelly building that would be an eyesore and a detriment to the 
environment.

Noted

10 Would take Big Lake from a peaceful, friendly lake community and turn it into an 
environmentally dead area.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

12,17,23 Possibility of miles of unsightly power lines and related transmission stations is of 
serious concern.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

24,33 Ruin the view from Big Lake. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

36 A 662-foot smokestack would be visible from any point at Big Lake State Park or 
Squaw Creek Refuge creating a major unsightly visual intrusion on the landscape.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

83 Would like to see a heading in the EIS for aesthetics. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

92 the 125 feet high stack at the ethanol plant in Craig is clearly visible at Squaw creek 
NWR, 10 miles away.  The 600-foot tower and associated facility will likely have a large 
presence at the rural Forbes Site

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Cultural Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

46 Destruction of numerous historical civil war redoubts and trenches located in 
transmission corridor

General Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

90 SHPO determined that there is a moderate to high potential for the presence of 
archaeological sites near and within the site areas

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

92 The FHWA recently completed an EIS on replacing the Highway 159 Bridge and that 
document contains a cultural resources study of much of the area along the highway to 
Big Lake.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

64 Human ashes spread on Norborne property proposed for plant site. Noted

42 Transmission lines would harm historic quality of farm - 80 yr old farm house being 
restored and an older notched and pegged barn built by the son of the original settler.  

Historic Building Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Economic Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

20,26,107,112 Job availability. Employment Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

72 Jobs for people in the local vicinity. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

8 Majority of workers necessary for plant operations and construction would come from 
outside the area with minimal job availability for local citizens.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

3 Jobs for people in nearby counties and towns. Noted
10,11,57 No benefit to the area, in jobs or commerce, that would come out of the power plant. Comments will be 

addressed through the 
EIS process

22 Major economic benefit to the entire are by providing long term, high paying jobs. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

3,21,24,232,48,82,
101,110

Devaluation of property. Land Values Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

27 Property values will greatly decrease with railroad or transmission line on or close to 
home and farmland.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

93 Have you ever tried to find housing in communities near power plant, the property 
values are always much higher than before the plant was built.

Noted

58 Farmers be given a business value for land and loss of future years of production. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

107 property values have increase significantly, not decrease and the wage scale of the 
construction worker as well as permanent employees is pretty good.

Noted

12,104,105 Better plan that would protect our wildlife and the thousands of tourist that visit the 
refuge.

Tourism/Recreation Noted

20 What effect will building this plant have on future tourism and how will it affect 
promoting our rare loess hills?

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

21 What will be the economic impact on hunting and fishing and other recreational 
activities in our area?

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Economic Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

21 Economic impact on parks, wildlife refuge, and conservation areas. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

59,74 No property taxes for our schools and county for 24 years. Tax Base / Revenues Noted
64 Tax dollars - won't see a dime put into the community that will benefit anyone. Comments will be 

addressed through the 
EIS process

22 County could use significant increase in the tax base, resulting extra revenues - more 
funds available for public projects and lower taxes for everyone else in the county.

Noted

72 The taxes and jobs will be great for the community. Noted
24 Will tax payers pay for the construction of the plant? Comments will be 

addressed through the 
EIS process

82 No appreciable population gain because of jobs offered, rather large number already 
committed to moving should project be built.

Population Noted

3 Decline in population after power plants are built. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

42 Disruption of farming/ranching activities causing economic losses. Local Economy Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

20 What economic effect do power plants have on a town's economy, specifically what 
businesses were there before and are there now?

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

42,51,106 Stress on services, crime, etc. Construction Workers Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

48,88 Potential for additional students from construction. Schools Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

22 Additional students would be very helpful in improving the efficiency of the schools. Noted



Economic Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance
39, 58,122 Relocation of farm families -traumatic to individuals and possibly have a large impact 

on other businesses in the area.
Relocations Comments will be 

addressed through the 
EIS process

21 What kind and how bad will the economic damage be to our crops? Crop Damage Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

21 Economic impact for EMS and fire department for disaster plans. Safety Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Farmland Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance
3,8,9,25,55 Land taken out of production. General Comments will be 

addressed through the 
EIS process

27 Valuable farmland sacrificed for transmission lines and railroad.
32,49,58,122 Consumption of valuable farmland and impact on local agricultural economy. Comments will be 

addressed through the 
EIS process

38,52 Why can't such a plant be built on land that is not suitable for farming?
43,53 Farmland Protection Act impacts. Comments will be 

addressed through the 
EIS process

91 Transmission lines and poles could keep us from making complete circles if not 
properly placed or avoided.

Center Pivot Irrigation Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

53 If the project construction causes any damage to soil and water conservation practices 
or structures (i.e. terraces, diversions, underground drain tiles, grade stabilization 
structures, grassed waterways) they should be promptly repaired.

Conservation 
Structures

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Geology Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

20,63 Where will the fill come from to raise the bottomland to build the plant? Soils Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

61 Concerns about fill dirt being taken from nearby Missouri River Bluffs known 
internationally as Loess Mounds and geologically significant.

General Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

53 NRCS recommends special attention be given to areas subject to soil erosion caused 
by rain and water flow.

Soil Erosion Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

39 Groundwater pumping for a project of this magnitude can produce new sinkholes. Sinkholes Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Health and Safety Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

3,8,24,35,39,41,48
,54,93,110,113

Real health risk to most citizens for many years in the future. Health - General Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

8,21 No studies done on prevalence of asthmatic, aged, and disabled population in and 
around the plant site.

Noted

8 AECI's assumptions regarding health effects are unfounded in light of current scientific 
and medical data in this respect.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

101 What kind of health issues will arise from the power plant? Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

42,48 What safety measure will be required to protect the community and will there be on-
going monitoring and precautions taken to ensure the safety of the community?

Safety - General Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

3 Does local fire department have resources and manpower to cover a fire at the plant? Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

46,118 Hazardous towers and cables to a grass airplane landing strip. Aircraft Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

46 Designated USAF A-10 low altitude, high-speed training and MOA on transmission line 
corridor.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Mercury Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

12,14,26,38,42,57,
58,62,104,105,118

What steps will be taken to protect community from mercury?  Will BACT be used? Emissions Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

3,55 This area already receiving fair share of mercury emission from nearby plants. Noted
2 Provide estimated mercury pollution and how that estimate was made including the plus

or minus correction level.
Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2 Provide estimate what % mercury will be released through smokestack and at other 
points in combustion process or through the disposal of combustion waste.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2 Provide a study of how mercury will impact the area downwind of site. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

17 Missouri River on EPA's water quality 303d list for mercury contamination. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2,6,7,17,23,28,104
,105

Effects on children exposed during pregnancy causing learning disabilities, attention 
deficits and motor delays.

Health Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

12 Coal-burning power plants are major contributors to particulate matter associated with 
asthma, lung disease, heart disease and premature death.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

5, 6,106 Health issues regarding mercury Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2,3 Women and their fetuses will be at greater risk because of mercury concentration in 
fish.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2 Groundwater and soil contamination from mercury in ash that will be disposed of in 
landfill. 

Waste Disposal Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2, 25 Pollution of ponds and streams with mercury and ash. Fish Contamination Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Mercury Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

2 Will coal cleaning be done and if so how much mercury and other chemicals will be 
released with this process?

Coal Cleaning Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Purpose & Need & Alternatives Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

12,17,23,103,117 Incentives to reduce use, install solar generation, and generating power by using wind, 
water, and solar energy.

Alternative 
Technologies

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

42 Use of integrated gasification combined cycle technology. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

56 New electric plants burn ethanol - benefit farm economy, clean burning, and should be 
built closer to end user.

Noted

3 Would ethanol or wind efficiency be a more viable solution? Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2 Consider technologies such as carbon injection, fuel switching, and increase efficiency 
of electricity production or use.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

104, 105 Lower energy consumption through energy efficiency, combined with research and 
development of clean renewable energy sources.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

8,39 Inconsistencies in reported power production capabilities and skewed to reflect 
immediate need where no such need is evident in this region of the state.

Purpose and Need Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

8 AECI can easily meet and exceed its generation needs beyond the forecast date 
without proposed project by adding capacity to existing baseload plants for significantly 
less cost and capital outlays.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

8 Operational costs of coal-fired unit, its related hazardous waste management/disposal, 
air quality controls, fuel delivery; fuel preparation and ongoing maintenance 
consideration do not bring the proposed project into a reasonable cost benefit 
relationship.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

8 Put the cart before the horse - did not include full consideration for the long term 
environmental and economic impacts to proposed site area.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

8 78% of load requirements not in Carroll County or this region. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

8 Projected growth rate of 2.6% is unrealistic. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Purpose & Need & Alternatives Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

8 No significant need for additional energy in this region of the state. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

8 Proposed plant is not necessary under current or projected regional market 
requirement.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

24 Is it true that non of the power generated by the plant will be used in the vicinity? Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

20,118 How was the point system used for ranking the sites and why wasn't wildlife concerns 
given a higher priority?

Site Selection Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

87 Need better explanation of why alternate site chosen is in a floodplain. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

118 EPA urges USDA to reconcile conflicting information about selecting floodplain sites 
within the context of the project's objective and with the Executive Order which urges 
agencies to avoid them.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

118 We [EPA] do not believe that the conclusion, "None of the eight siting areas resulted in 
a location that was clearly above and beyond the other site…" is made with sufficient 
justification.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

118 EPA does not consider a coal-fired power plant to be a water dependent activity; thus, a
practicable alternative that is less environmentally damaging, e.g., non-wetland 
floodplain site or an upland site with no wetlands is presumed to exist.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Recreation Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

101 Keep water level of Big Lake at an adequate depth for recreation and wildlife. State Park & Wildlife 
Refuges

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

11 Would be overshadowed by the sound, the lights, the pollution, the truck traffic. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

97 Primary concern would be to keep them [Squaw Creek National Wildlife Refuge and 
Bob Brown's Conservation Area] environmentally safe to be enjoyed by future 
generations.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

31 How will this [Project] affect camping and lake water, fishing and of course the view to 
people who are trying to get away from the noise and pollution and just want to see 
country at it's best?

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

6,50,54,61,62,79,8
0,85, 92,101,106

Impacts to Squaw Creek National Wildlife Refuge Comments will be 
addressed through the 

24 DEVASTATING to the Big Lake Area! Noted

20,24,45,84,102 What effect will building this plant, in the heart of a recreational area, have on the 
recreational economy?

General Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Transmission Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

32,42,60 Concerns about electromagnetic fields caused by high-power electric lines and their 
impacts.

Electromagnetic 
Fields

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

46 Detrimental effects of long-term exposure to EMR and EMI on wildlife and humans. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

1,101,121 Transmission lines and poles could cause bird collisions. Electrocutions Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

1 Transmission lines and poles could cause bird electrocution. Bird Collisions Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Transportation Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

11,26,42,9,119 Damage to area and county roads during construction. Traffic Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

58 Affect of construction workers on traffic. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

9 Construction traffic during times of harvest and planting, farm equipment take up the 
whole road when moving from field to field.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

97,118,119 Potential damage from increased traffic crossing of existing railroads by construction 
traffic. 

Railroad Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

55 Potential impact to response times for emergency response vehicles because of trains 
crossing rural roads.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

58 Use of overhead bridges at road crossings. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

9,38,55,58 Highways 10 and E flood on a regular basis and are impassable.  Little country roads 
not able to support major traffic during flooding.

Road Flooding Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

42 Construction traffic noise. Noise Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

119 Endanger children walking to school and playing. General Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

119 Roads not built to level of traffic and weight. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Waste Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

2,38 Toxic waste in landfill. Hazardous Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

39 Toxic waste, including arsenic, mercury and lead, would be landfilled in the floodplain 
and leach into the groundwater.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

8 Fly-ash is not considered hazardous material in Missouri making Missouri regulation 
inconsistent with federal provisions invalid under the Supremacy Clause of US 
Constitution.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2, 57,97 How will combustion-waste be disposed of that will pose minimal public health or 
ecological risks?

Disposal Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

2 Will any remanufactures be done at the plant causing further emissions? Remanufactures Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Water Resource Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

9,12,17,23,25,32,4
8,49,52,55,73,74,8

2 

Depletion of groundwater shared by area wells. Withdrawal Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

26,38,51,52,55,58,
61,71,97,106,107,
111,112,116,118

Local wells run dry. Supply Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

27 No rural water available in Carroll County for residents.
39 What is AECI's planned remedy if private wells go dry? Comments will be 

addressed through the 
EIS process

33 water supply being taken away from our lake to support this plant Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

21,32,92,118 Degradation of wetlands. Wetlands Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

11,101 Wetlands would be drained by the water pulled to operate the plant. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

53,61 Contamination of sensitive wetland ecosystems on public and privately owned acres, 
many in the Wetlands Reserve Program.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

53 There is a Wetland Reserve Program easement within the area proposed for the 
Norborne power plant site.  Development in the easement area would potentially impact
the functions and values of the wetland easement and would be a concern to the 
NRCS.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

3,42,55 Increase in flooding on neighboring farms from raising of plant elevation in floodplain. Floodplains Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

Potential increase in spring flooding from water releasing on the upper Missouri River 
lakes and impact on the plant site.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

3 Flooding of landfill complicating the quality of water supply. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

20 Why does Kansas law disallow mercury-pollutant containment in the floodplain?



Water Resource Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

21,101 What are ramifications of building in a floodplain? Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

61 Alteration of nature and damage potential of future floods to the surrounding area from 
placing large amount of fill in the floodplain.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

92 The Corps recently recalculated flood flow frequencies for the Missouri River and that 
information should be used in evaluating the potential for flooding at the site and 
potential impacts to the designated floodway.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

92 The EIS should address the measures used to ensure the integrity of the disposal 
facility, as well as monitoring requirements to detect problems (i.e., leaks) should any 
develop.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

42 Contaminated because of excessive water use. Contamination
12,17,23,55 Groundwater contamination from landfill and potential waste remediation in the future. Comments will be 

addressed through the 
EIS process

28 Heat pollution will also take its toll on the river's biota. Discharge Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

63 Consider taking fill from the bottom of Big Lake and then when plant is built, returning 
the cooled, cooling water to the lake.

Noted

92, 36 The EIS should comprehensively address hydrologic effects of the project to the 
surrounding areas, including water resources for the local community, hunt clubs, 
center pivot irrigation system, Mallard Marsh, Big Lake State Park, and area wetlands.

Hydrology Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

21, 42 How will run-off be controlled during construction? Stormwater Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

43 Contamination from stormwater run-off. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

42 Pollution of community's groundwater and wells. Wastewater Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Water Resource Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

39 How many treatment systems will be subject to NPDES effluent guidelines?  Who is 
going to monitor these effluents, and where will they be discharged? Will these systems
be covered?

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

87 The proposed project at the Forbes site could be at odds with federal, state, and 
localities that have established goals to restore some of the historic functions of the 
Missouri River floodplain, and potentially foreclose future opportunities to restore a 
portion of the Missouri River system. 

Floodplain Siting Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

58 Pumping water from Missouri River cause water level to fall too low for permitting barge 
traffic on the river.

Barge Traffic Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

39, 42 How will additional burden to Mo River - pollution, heated water, drain on water 
resources affect the river?

Water Pollution - 
General

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

39 The aquifer's water quality should be determined - it is very hard water and may require 
pretreatment.

Quality Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Wildlife Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

12,24,32,33,51,82,
101

Displacement of wildlife. General Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

31 How will the fallout and air quality affect all these animals that use the water and land 
as a main source of survival?

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

45 Transmission line would deter wildlife from their natural flyway. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

92 Construction and Operation of the proposed facility and associated supply and 
transmission facilities has the potential to significantly affect surrounding fish and 
wildlife resources, as well as recreational opportunities associated with those 
resources.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

92 The EIS should include a detailed description and evaluation of all work needed for the 
facilities and transmission corridors, including any additional tree clearing, land clearing,
river crossings, etc, as well as measures to reduce effects to fish and wildlife (e.g., 
measures to reduce bird strikes on transmission lines).

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

30 Just south of our residential area is four Missouri Conservation sites devoted to the 
preservation of the endangered Missouri Prairie Chicken -- transmission line corridors 
in Sedalia area.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

6,46,97,102,121 Disruption of migratory bird flyway. Bird Migration Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

21 What are the impediments of the bird migration through area by power lines and 
smokestack?

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

24, 36,104,105 Hazardous maze of transmission lines across on the major migratory bird flyways in 
North America inflicting needless high mortality losses to migratory birds and eagles in 
direct contrast to purpose of the refuge.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

21,76,89,95,118 Impact on Pallid Sturgeon and the Missouri River. T&E Species Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

Missouri River Ecosystem: Prospects for Recovery documents the decline of native fish 
species in the river of which 2/3 of the species are rare, threatened, or endangered.  
The documents point out it is time to work on the recovery of the river, instead this 
project stresses the ecosystem further.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Wildlife Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

30, 76 Preservation of the endangered Missouri Prairie Chicken at Missouri Conservation sites Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

53 Certain trees and forest habitats are critical to the Indiana Bat in Missouri. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

58,92 Concern should be given to effect on fish and other wildlife using river due to discharge 
water temperatures.

Fish Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

28 Mercury contamination from consumption of fish, advisories issued at federal and state 
level.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

11 Would contaminate fish by the emissions and cease being a resource for the birds. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

3,92,104,105 Migrating bald eagles have been spotted on the site. Bald Eagles Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

11,20 What effect will the increased noise level have on wildlife? Noise Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

20 What effect will the increased lighting level have on wildlife? Lighting Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Other Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

32,42,50,95,97,10
6,112

The plant, trains, coal unloading, and traffic will all contribute to reducing the quality of 
life in the community.

Noise Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

42 Noisy construction and operation must be limited to business hours. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

58 Livestock will be less productive and spook easily, causing more disruption to farming 
production.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

10,11 Would drive away wildlife. Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

36,82 Terrain is flat permitting sounds to transmit over long distance, especially after dark.  
Would be especially annoying at night during the peak attendance summer months.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 

107, 111 Noise or lights not an issue, current train traffic makes more noise that plant would and 
everyone is used to that.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

24 How much noise pollution will it generate? Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

11,42,95,97,106 Light pollution can weaken human immune response, impact cattle health and growth, 
and potentially impair crop growth.

Lighting Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

36 The light glow created by the lighting at the plant and the continual flicker of lights on 
the smoke stack would become the dominant night sky feature in the area severely 
degrading the view of the night sky that is uniquely important to the recreational users 
of this area.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

93 For those concerned about light pollution, take a look around the rural homes and most 
have night security lights.  Isn't that light pollution?

Noted

24 How much light pollution will the plant put out? Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

4,27,67,94 Release of air- or water-borne pollutants, contaminating air, soil, and water? Environmental - 
General

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Other Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

95 Negative affect include health, pollution, environmental impact, water and fish, sinking 
property values, possible learning problems in children.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

8 Mercury and radioactive material inherent in the coal supply have cumulative effects 
upon exposure.

Cumulative Effects Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

92 Include potential cumulative effects to water (both supply and discharge), air (including 
air modeling information), traffic, transmission facilities, tic., resulting from additional 
future development at the proposed sites.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

118 Cumulative impacts are the third most significant issue related to power plants.  EPA 
recommends that cumulative impacts analysis be done to identify the potential for 
significant impacts to transportation facilities, including railways and roadways, air 
pollution (locally and downwind), and wetlands.  This analysis should consider other 
existing and reasonably foreseeable future projects within the area of the proposed 
plant's influence.

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

42,111 How will foul odors be prevented from escaping into the air? Odors Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

24 Will the smell of sulfur permeate the surrounding wetland and residential lake property 
area?

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

60 Like to put a runway on property for small aircraft access - transmission line may be in 
way.

Future Land Use Noted

46 Obstruct or inhibit plans to build another, larger lake - transmission line corridor. Noted
47a Concerns about transmission line in the Westmoreland area of relatively new homes 

and private lakes and impact on new and future development in that area.
Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

58 Carroll County has an ordinance for no landfills. Land Use Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

24 How many land acres will the plant occupy? Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process



Other Comments
Comment # Comments Issue EIS Relevance

3 What happens to the plant when out of commission?  Will it become a superfund site or 
be expanded for future units?

Life span of plant Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

42 How often will monitoring be done to assure the plant is complying with all permits? Environmental 
Permitting

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process

118 Include a discussion of how the tribe [Sac and Fox] can be more involved with decision 
making and mitigation of potential impacts.

Native American 
consultation

Comments will be 
addressed through the 
EIS process
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