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Environmental

COMPLIANCE INSPECTION CHECKLIST Compliance

INSPECTION TYPE: ANNUAL (INS1,INS2) [X] = COMPLAINT/DISCOVERY (CI) [X
RE-INSPECTION (FUI) [X] ~ ARMS COMPLAINT NO: 11313

AIRS ID#: 0810085 DATE: 03/25/2009 ARRIVE: 2:00pm DEPART: 3:28 pm
FACILITY NAME: BELSPUR OAKS PET CREMATORY
FACILITY LOCATION: 6060 28TH ST EAST, No. 9
BRADENTON 34203-
OWNER/AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE: RAYMOND BOUNDS PHONE: (941)751-5044

CONTACT NAME: PHONE:

ENTITLEMENT PERIOD: 1/8/2006 / 1/8/2011
(effective date) (end date)

PART I: INSPECTION COMPLIANCE STATUS (checki only one box)

[ ]INcomPLIANCE  [X] MINOR Non-COMPLIANCE  [_] SIGNIFICANT Non-COMPLIANCE

PART II: TESTING/RECORDKEEPING REQUIREMENTS _— Rule 62-296.401, F.A.C.
(checki appropriate box(es))

1. Were there any objectionable odor(s) detected? []Yes X No
2. Was a visible emissions test conducted duhiggsite visit according to EPA Method 9 (Ref..apter
62-297, F.A.C.)? Xlyes [ ] No

3. In order to demonstrate individual source clisnge, was an annual visible emissions test caedug0
days prior to the AGP Natification form submissiand within 60 days prior to each anniversarg®dRule
62-296.401(6)(j), F.A.C.) XYes [] No
4. In order to demonstrate individual source climnge were the remaining applicable standardmgest
completed within 60 days prior to the AGP Natifiion form submission? (Rule 62-210.300(4), F.A.GJYes [INo
a) Carbon Monoxide (CO) emissions equal to dmsee¢he requirements of 100 parts per million by
volume, dry basis, corrected to 7% @ an hourly average basis and tested accordiB§ foMethod

10 (Ref.: Chapter 62-297, F.A.C.)? [lyes [] No

b) Oxygen test performed according to EPA MetBdRef.: Chapter 62-297, F.A.C.)?-------------——- [Ives [] No

c) Particulate matter emissions test with resedfual to or below the requirements of 0.080 grpar

dry standard cubic foot {jof flue gas, corrected to 7%,@nd tested according to EPA Method 5

(Ref.: Chapter62-297, F.A.C.)? Clyes [] No
5. Was all emissions testing conducted with theae operating at the manufacturers recommended

capacity? XYes [] No
6. Was CO & PM compliance demonstrated by subionissf a test report for an identical crematoryt®ni []Yes [] No
7. Was the Department notified at least 15 daigs o the date of the last formal compliance2est------- XYes [] No
8. Was the required test report filed with theoBrement as soon as practical, but no longer thatie§s after

the test was completed? XlYes [] No




PART Ill: OPERATING/RECORDKEEPING REQUIREMENTS - Rule 62-296.401, F.A.C.
(checki appropriate box(es))

1. Is thereContinuous Emissions Monitoring Systen{CEMS) equipment installed on each unit to rederdperatures in th¢
primary and secondary chambers where there 8 setond gas residence time in the secondary cliarobdustion zone in
accordance with the manufacturer’s instructions? [JYes [] No
a) Do temperature probes seem to be properbegiz [lyes [] No
b) Are the following records kept on file, awdile for inspection for at least two years follogvihe recording of such
measurements, maintenance, reports anddszor

1) All measurements (including CEMS) [lyes [] No
2) Monitoring device [JYes [] No
3) Performance Testing Measurements [lyes [] No
4) CEMS Performance Evaluation [ lYes [] No
5) All CEMS or monitoring device calibrationestks [JYes [] No
6) Adjustments [lyes [] No
7) Preventive maintenance performed on systisugles Xlyes [] No
8) Corrective maintenance performed on systéeviies XYes [] No
2. Was this crematory unit constructécheck only onel box)
alX] BEFORE August 30, 19890f this box checked, continue on to #3 and skip #4
bXX] ON or AFTER August 30, 1989¢f this box checked, skip #3 and continue on to #4
3. If constructedBEFORE August 30, 1989 is the:
a) secondary chamber combustion zone providifgpat a 1.0 second gas residence time6@FF? [ lYes [] No
b) actual operating temperature of the secondaaynber combustion zone no less thdaC0F
throughout the combustion process in the princhgmber? [lyes X No
¢) cremation in the primary chamber begun afterdecondary chamber combustion zone temperature
is equal to or greater thad0C0F? XlYes [] No
d) required monitoring equipment installed anérational, and providing continuous monitoring to
record the temperature at the point or beyondavheéd second gas residence time is obtained in the
secondary chamber combustion zone accordingetentinufacturer’s instructions?------------------- F1lves [] No
4. If constructe®N or AFTER August 30, 1989 is the:
a) volume in the secondary combustion zone seaffido provide at least a 1.0 second gas residémee
@ 1800 F? [lyes [] No
b) the actual operating temperature of the semgnchamber combustion zone no less the@CF
throughout the combustion process in the princhgmber? XYes [] No
c) secondary chamber combustion zone temperata! to or greater thar60FF before the cremation
process begins in the primary chamber? XYes [] No
5. Are appropriate leak-proof containers contgjnmo more than 0.5 % (percent) by weight chloddat
plastics used during the cremation of dead aitat [Jyes [] No
a) If the answer to question 4 above is YE8eitifying documentation from the manufacturer tiaty
are composed of 0.5% or less by weight chloghgtiastics kept on file at the site for the danmanf
their use and for at least two years after the@? XlYes [ ] No
b) If plastic bags are used for the crematioarofals are they non-chlorinated and no less thais3
thick? [lyes [] No
c) Are dead animals, which have been used falicabor commercial experimentation, or other
materials, including biomedical wastes (Rule2d®-200, F.A.C.), incinerated at this location?----X][Yes [ | No
6. During this review period, was the largesthdbad cremated 500 pounds per hour or less?------- XlYes [] No
7. Have all crematory operators been trainedcantified by a Department-approved training prog?am [ ]Yes [ ] No
a) Are copies of the training certificates akmratory operators kept on file at the facility fioe duration
of the operator’'s employment & for an additiohab years after termination of employment?-----{_JYes [] No



PART IV: SPECIAL CONDITIONS AND PROCEDURES- Rule 62-296.401, F.A.C.
A. Newor Modified ProcessEquipment

1. Since the last inspection has there been

a) installation of any new process equipmeri2 [lYes [INo
b) alterations to existing process equipmentavit replacement? [lYes [INo
c) replacement of existing equipment substdptdifferent than that noted on the most

recent notification form? [ IYes [ INo

d) If you answered¥ES to any of the above, did the owner submit a nesv@mplete
notification form and appropriate fee (Rule 6250, F.A.C.) to the appropriate DEP or

local program office? [lYes [ INo
2. If a crematory unit has been modified to tkiet that a Department air construction permit
was required, have all operators been retraio@gpérate the modified unit?--------------------- [lYes [INo
3. In the case of new or modified equipment, wreeDepartment air construction permit was
required, has the owner submitted copies offakator training certificates?-------------------- [lYes [INo
a) submitted within the 15 day required wind@ldwing the training? [lYes [INo

Wendy D. Simmons 03/25/2009
Inspector’'s Name (Please Print) Dditmspection
04/06/2009
Inspector’s Signature ApproatmDate of Next Inspection

COMMENTS: Pre-inspection: On 12/31/2008, chart recordirngrds were not marked with operator's name and stantstop
times were not completed at each batch creama@@mWednesday, March £82009 the Department received a complaint th
Belspur was having black smoke and very bad odor.llsthef burning flesh & hair. On March 20, 200%ttempted an
inspection at this facility but no one was at thealtion. Inspection Findings: Upon approach offgudity, | observed black smo
coming from one of the Belspur Oaks crematory sta8ince | was driving, | was unable to look baxke¢e which stack was
smoking and | was unable to stop to conduct an idiate Visible Emissions Test. | proceeded to thedifg and pulled in behind
the neighboring building for the purpose of conthgt Method 9-Visible Emissions (VE) observatibafore informing the
company | was at the location. Upon exiting theiglell noted no objectionable odors. | immediataiynducted a 15 minute VE
test on the facilty's three crematory stacks (s&eleed VE forms). After conducting the VE testihgroceeded to the facility to
look at chart records and review operations afah#ity. Mr. Bounds greeted me and stated he wastgbout to leave. | explaine
to Mr. Bounds that the Department had receivednamamous complaint that there was black smoke &jgttionable odor. Mr.
Bounds stated he works for the local Fire DepartrBettays on/3 days off. Mr. Bounds introduced ma gentleman who also
operates the units when he is not able. | askedBblunds for the chart records so that | could revieem. Mr. Bounds stated th
the chart records are at his home office locatimh stated that | should notify him in advance whaeed to see them. | then askgd
Mr. Bounds if there had been any recent repair wiore on any of his cremation units. He statedew work had been done. |
asked Mr. Bounds if he had acquired the necess&®p$Sheets for plastic bags being used and hgusaithe ones that he had
last time. Mr. Bounds then escorted me to the ctiemanits and | looked at each unit as describ&t2:40pm, Emission
Unit(EU) #3 had a secondary chamber temperatut®d® degrees, but did drop to 1597 degrees wihitesérved. The primary
chamber temperature was 1501 degrees. A photoakean bf chart recording in progress. At 2:45pneradt photo was taken of
chart recording in progress, EU #2 had a secontzaynber temperature of 1689 degrees. At 2:57pmtetmperature on the fro
of EU #1 indicated approximately 1200 degreeskéedsdMr. Bounds about the temperature and he sthgtdhis unit has some g
flow issues, but he has been unable to find a cosnpaélling to work on the unit. Mr. Bounds took adder and proceeded to shgke
something on the top of the cremation unit. He tstated, "Now you should see the temperature doTunis did make the
temperature indicator on the front of the unit.riBke owner is knowingly operating this unit witlaimtenance issues. The digital
reading on the side of the unit then indicated 1dd@reees. Mr. Bounds stated he would take EU #inefuntil repairs are mad
Photos were taken of front temperature indicatdoree'shaking on top of unit" and chart recordimygrogress. | also took phot
of chart records hanging from a clipboard on EUH&se records did not have complete informatiothem; no dates, operator,
names, start indications, and batch weights. 1 kddBounds that | would need to review a full tyears of his chart records an
requested that he send me a copy of the chartdgdéor today, via fax or email right away. | infoechMr. Bounds | would revisit
the facility soon and committed to contacting hiithvthe full permit number and a date | plan tairetto review the facility's
records. On 03/25/2009, Mr. Bounds faxed a cophefequested chart records for March 25, 2008theuportions of the chart
records that were faxed did not have load staggimdicated or batch weights. Another inspectioplanned for 04/06/2009. | w
contact Mr. Bounds on Thursday, Apri’2o let him know when the follow-up inspection iaqned for.







