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Enforcement clauses off amended water pellutien
contrel lawaneUs CAA: the Implications to the clean
all act revision
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=1l AEP

IRl these civil eniereement actiens under the federal Clean
A Act(C Act™);, the United States alleges that several
American ElectriciPower subsidiaries (collectively (+ AEP®)
fialead tercomply withr the: New Seurce: Review! provisiens of
tnerAct and the State lmplementation: Plans;of Indiana,
Ohie, Virginia, and\West Virginia. he complaints allege
that AEPviolated the Act oy falling to) (1) SEEk PErmItS prior
1o making| majorr modifications and (i) install appropriate
polittion; conirel devices 1o reduce emissions; of ail
pollutants from Units at the fiellowing pewer plants:

Tlanners Creek inlndiana; Candinal, Cenesville, and
Muskingum RIvVer in  Ohioe; Clinch River in Virginia; Ames,
Kammer, Mitchell; and Sperm in \West Virginia. The
complaints seek beth injunctive reliefiandlcivil penalty.
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Consequences

o 0N Octoher 99,2007 a preposed Consent Decree
( Consent: Decree”) in United States;et al. V.
American electric Power Senvice Corporation
Was ledged withrthe United States District Cout
for ther Seuthern Disticior ©nio.

o Amencan Electrici Power has agreed o cut
613,000 tens of air peliutants annually: at an
estimated cost off moere than_ $4.6 billion, pay a
$15 millien penalty, and spend $60 million
O Prejects el mitigate the adverse effects
Ofi Ifs Past EXCESS eEMISSIONS.
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