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PERMITTEE
City of Gainesville
Gainesville Regional Utilities (GRU)

Post Office Box 147117 (A132)
Gainesville, FL 32614-7117
PERMITTING AUTHORITY

Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Division of Air Resource Management

Bureau of Air Regulation, Air Permitting North Section

2600 Blair Stone Road, MS #5505

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

PROJECT
Permit No. 0010006-005-AC

Deerhaven Generating Station (DGS)
GRU proposes to retrofit DGS Unit No. 2 with air quality control systems (AQCS) as one means of complying with the requirements of EPA’s Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR) and the Clean Air Mercury Rule (CAMR) as implemented by the Department in Rules 62-296.470 and 62-296.480, Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.), respectively.  The AQCS planned for DGS Unit 2 includes the following:

· Selective catalytic reduction (SCR) system to reduce NOx emissions.

· A circulating dry scrubber (CDS) to reduce SO2 emissions.

· Baghouse (fabric filter) to reduce PM emissions.  The baghouse is an integral part of the CDS.

· Ancillary support equipment including new material (urea, lime and CDS by-product) handling and storage.

NOTICE AND PUBLICATION
The Department distributed an Intent to Issue Air Permit package on June 29, 2007.  The applicant published the Public Notice of Intent to Issue Air Permit in the Gainesville Sun on July 6, 2007.  The permittee submitted on July 12, 2007, a request for extension of time until August 27, 2007, to file a petition for an administrative hearing.  The Department granted an extension of time to file a petition for an administrative hearing on July 27, 2007.  The permittee withdrew this request on August 10, 2007.  The Department received the proof of publication on July 16, 2007.  The proof of publication was resubmitted again on July 30, 2007, as there was a discrepancy on dates on the original proof of publication.
COMMENTS
No comments on the Draft Permit were received from the public, the Department’s Northeast District, the EPA Region 4 Office or the National Park Service.
Comments were submitted by the applicant on the Draft Permit as well as the Technical Evaluation and Preliminary Determination on July 20, 2007.  The following summarizes their comments on the Draft Permit and the Department’s response:
1.
Change in Authorized Representative.  
The Department required the applicant to submit a new responsible official form signed by the current designated representative.  The Department received the new form on July 20, 2007, and accordingly the name of the primary authorized representative on the cover page of the permit will be changed to read:

Authorized Representative:

Mr. George K. Allen Ms. Karen Alford, Interim Assistant General Manager
2.
Clarification in the Statement of Basis. 
The applicant wanted to make clear in the Statement of Basis that the addition of hydrated lime to the flue gas will be required when burning compliance coal as the Circulating Dry Scrubber (CDS) will not be  operational since there will be no need to reduce SO2 emissions.  The CDS will be in full operation when burning higher sulfur coals as the emission unit will need to comply with the New Source Performance Standards in Title 40, Part 60, Subpart D of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).  The Statement of Basis will be changed to read as follows:

The applicant elects to install the SCR, CDS and baghouse systems to provide full flexibility in implementing the federal cap and trade program under the Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR).  Because CAIR affords a regulated facility the flexibility to evaluate market conditions to determine whether it will install controls, operate existing controls, or purchase allowances generated by other plants, the Department does not require the installation of SCR this equipment nor its operation except as needed to comply with the New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) in Title 40, Part 60, Subpart D of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).  However, installation and operation of additional the addition of hydrated lime injection system to the flue gas is required when burning compliance coal (approximately up to 0.8 weight percent sulfur) and when the CDS is not fully operational to reduce ensure there is no Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) significant emission increase of sulfuric acid mist (SAM).  This construction permit is issued under the provisions of Chapter 403 of the Florida Statutes (F.S.), and Chapters 62-4, 62-204, 62-210, 62-212, 62-296, and 62-297 of the Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) and Title 40, Part 60 of the CFR Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).  The above named permittee is authorized to modify the facility in accordance with the conditions of this permit and as described in the application, approved drawings, plans, and other documents on file with the Department of Environmental Protection (Department).

3.
Clarification of Project Description in Section 1.
The applicant suggested revising the language in the Project Description section to make it clearer when the CDS system will be operational and when the hydrated lime injection will be required in the flue gas.  The applicant also noted that empirical data indicates that a baghouse alone can provide up to 90 percent control of SAM.  The Department will make the necessary changes and the Project Description section will be changed to read:

This permit authorizes the installation of Air Quality Control Systems (AQCS) on DGS Unit 2 which includes the SCR, CDS and baghouse systems.  The permittee elects to install these controls as part of its plan to comply with the Clean Air Interstate Rule (Rule 62-296.470(CAIR), F.A.C.) and the Clean Air Mercury Rule (Rule 62-296.480(CAMR), F.A.C.).  Because CAIR affords a regulated facility the flexibility to evaluate market conditions to determine whether it will install controls, operate existing controls, or purchase allowances generated by other plants, the Department does not require the installation of this equipment nor its operation, except as needed to comply with the NSPS in 40 CFR 60, Subpart D. 

Installation of the SCR system will result in collateral increases in emissions generation of SAM and as particulate matter (PM/PM10).  There is a potential increase in emissions if the permittee elects not to fully operate the CDS (i.e., with water injection and ash recirculation), a situation that is only likely to occur when burning low-sulfur coal (approximately up to 0.8 weight percent sulfur).  The potential increase of SAM emissions generation is a result of the oxidation of sulfur dioxide (SO2) to sulfur trioxide (SO3) that is emitted as SAM after the CDS system and the subsequent reaction of SO3 and water to form SAM.  In the absence of hydrated lime injection when burning low-sulfur coal, there is a potential for increased emissions of SAM if the CDS and baghouse are not in operation.  The permit requires the injection of hydrated lime to the flue gas in the CDS when burning low-sulfur coal and when the CDS is not fully operational to reduce SAM emissions to ensure there will be no PSD-significant emissions increase of SAM due to installation of the SCR system on Unit 2.  The hydrated lime will reacts with SO3 to form particulate calcium compounds, which will be collected in the downstream fabric filter (FF).  With the hydrated lime injection in the CDS, there will be no PSD-significant emissions increases of SAM due to the installation of SCR systems on Unit 2.  
The Unit 2 steam turbine may be refurbished by replacing the high- and intermediate- pressure rotor along with the associated stationary elements.  Unit 2 is currently fired with low sulfur eastern bituminous coal.  Following installation and operation of the new controls, Unit 2 will be capable of firing a variety of eastern bituminous coal blend, including medium sulfur coal (up to 2.5 weight percent sulfur), and still comply with the New Source Performance Standards in 40 CFR 60, Subpart D.  There will be no changes to the existing electrical generator (i.e., no expansion in steam generating capability) and no increase in maximum heat input to the boiler or steam flow capability of the turbine. 

4.
Condition 3 of Section 2, Administrative Requirements needs clarification for preliminary design.
The applicant wanted to have some language to account for minor changes that may be made in the final design that differ from the capacities and specification stated in the original application which was based on preliminary design.  The Department will add a note at the end to indicate that the design is preliminary and that the final design could differ in the capacities and specification listed in the original application.  The Department will also make some minor changes in the text for style purposes.  Item 3 of Section 2 will read as follows:

Applicable Regulations, Forms and Application Procedures:  Unless otherwise indicated in this permit, the construction and operation of the subject emissions unit shall be in accordance with the capacities and specifications stated in the application.  The facility is subject to all applicable provisions of: Chapter 403, F.S. of the Florida Statutes (F.S.); Chapters 62-4, 62-204, 62-210, 62-212, 62-213, 62-296, and 62-297, F.A.C. of the Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.); and Title 40, Part 60 of the CFR Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), adopted by reference in Rule 62-204.800, F.A.C.  The terms used in this permit have specific meanings as defined in the applicable chapters of the F.A.C. Florida Administrative Code.  The permittee shall use the applicable forms listed in Rule 62-210.900, F.A.C. and follow the application procedures in Chapter 62-4, F.A.C.  Issuance of this permit does not relieve the permittee from compliance with any applicable federal, state, or local permitting or regulations.  [Rules 62-204.800, 62-210.300 and 62-210.900, F.A.C.]

{Note: The capacities and specifications stated in the application are based on preliminary design and the final design could include minor changes from the capacities and specification listed in the original application.}
5. Emission Unit description in Section 3.
The applicant wanted the pollutant SO2 spelled out in the emission unit description.  The Department has already identified in the permit earlier that SO2 implies sulfur dioxide and does not see the need to spell out the pollutant again.

6. Specific Condition 1 of Section 3.

The Department will rephrase the language used in the condition to make it clearer the intent of the condition.  The condition will now read: 
Permit Determination:  This permit authorizes the installation of SCR, CDS and baghouse systems for Unit 2.  Unless otherwise specified, these conditions are in addition to all existing applicable permit conditions and regulatory requirements.  The facility remains subject to all of the requirements specified in the current Title V Operation Permit (No. 0010006-003-AV).  [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]

7. Specific Condition 2 of Section 3.

The applicant wanted to elaborate on the equipment classified for the SCR system.  One of them will be the urea to ammonia conversion system.  They also noted that the SCR system will have two layers of catalyst and a space for a future layer of catalyst will be provided.  There will also be a system to add calcium to the fuel to preserve the life of the SCR catalyst.  The calcium will be added to the coal conveyor belt after the primary coal crusher.  The Department will make the necessary changes and the condition will read:

SCR System:  The permittee is authorized to construct, tune, operate and maintain a new SCR system for Unit 2 to reduce emissions of nitrogen oxides (NOX) as described in the application.  In general, the SCR system will include the following equipment:  ammonia storage urea to ammonia conversion system; ammonia flow control unit; ammonia injection grid; three two active layers of catalyst with space provided for a future layer (two active and one future layer) of honeycomb catalyst; an SCR reactor chamber; and other ancillary equipment, including a system to add calcium to the fuel for catalyst preservation.  [Application; Rules 62-296.470(CAIR) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.]
8. Specific Condition 3 of Section 3.

The applicant commented on the level of detail included in the condition and indicated that the level of detail may unnecessarily constrain minor design changes from the preliminary design given in the application.  The Department agrees with the applicant and will make the necessary changes to remove that restriction.  The condition will read:

CDS System:  The permittee is authorized to install a new CDS system for Unit 2 to reduce emissions of SO2 and SO3.  The new system will be installed downstream of the existing Unit 2 induced draft fan.  In general, tThe system includes the CDS vessel, adsorbent preparation and injection, water injection; product recycle injection and a flue gas recycle system.  The system contains instrumentation to measure flue gas pressures, temperatures and SO2 concentrations at various locations in the ductwork.  SO2 will be measured at the inlet of the CDS reactor; and outlet SO2 will be measured of the CDS reactor at the stack.  [Application; Rules 62-296.470(CAIR) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.]
9. Specific Condition 4 of Section 3.

The applicant commented on the level of detail included in the condition and indicated that the level of detail may unnecessarily constrain minor design changes from the preliminary design given in the application.  The Department asked the applicant to provide information regarding the outlet grain loading in grains per dry standard cubic feet as well as the design gas flow rate in dry standard cubic feet per minute for the fabric filter.  The Department will remove the detailed description of the baghouse and will replace it with the other information requested from the applicant.  The condition will read:

Baghouse System:  The permittee is authorized to install one pulse-jet baghouse containing ten compartments.  The baghouse will be installed between the outlet of the CDS and inlet of the booster fans.  Design Information:  Each compartment will contain one cylindrical bag bundle with 984 filter bags per bundle.  A total of 9,840 bags will be installed, with an additional 2 percent included as startup spares.  The filter bags are fabricated from heavy weight 18 oz/yd nominal weight polyphenyl sulfide fabric.  The design outlet grain loading is 0.01 grains per dry standard cubic foot (gr/dscf) at 3% oxygen.  The design gas flow rate through the baghouse is 554,250 dscf/min.  The design air-to-cloth ratio is 4:1.  An automatic cleaning system is utilized to dislodge the filter cake.  [Application; Rules 62-296.470(CAIR) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.] 
10. Specific Condition 5 of Section 3.

The applicant wanted to clarify the condition in terms of which control equipments are not required to operate by the permit and which control equipments should operate for emissions control.  The applicant identified an error in the SAM baseline emissions.  The reduction in emissions due to condensation across the air pre-heater was not taken into account when developing the baseline emissions.  The Department concurs with the applicant and the condition will be changed to read:

Circumvention:  No person shall circumvent any air pollution control device, or allow the emission of air pollutants without the applicable air pollution control device operating properly.  Operation of the SCR and CDS is not required by this permit.  As necessary, the permittee shall operate the hydrated lime injection addition system and baghouse for SAM emissions control to ensure the project does not result in a PSD-significant emissions increase (7 tons/year) of sulfuric acid mist emissions above baseline actual emissions (98 49 tons/year).  [Rules 62-210.650 and 62-212.400(12), F.A.C.]
11. Specific Condition 6 of Section 3.
The applicant wanted to rephrase the condition in terms of PSD significances level for SAM emissions, rather than in terms of baseline actual emissions of SAM.  The Department will make the change and add a permitting note to quantify the baseline actual emissions of SAM.  The condition will read:

Annual SAM Emissions Projections:  For this project, Tthe permittee projected that the increase in actual annual emissions of SAM due to the project would not exceed the baseline actual emissions of SAM PSD significance level (i.e., 98 7 tons/year).  The permittee shall demonstrate this by compiling and submitting the reports required by this permit.  [Application; and Rules 62-212.300 and 62-210.370, F.A.C.]
{Permitting Note: The baseline actual emission of SAM is 49 tons/year.}
12. Specific Condition 7 of Section 3.
The applicant wanted to rephrase the condition to reflect hydrated lime is being added instead of lime and wanted to remove the automatic control system for lime addition.  The applicant commented that lime is added to a tank where it is hydrated and then added to the flue gas for SAM control.  The amount of hydrated lime added is not measured but can be deduced from the amount of lime added to the tank.  The Department was interested in the adjustment of the flow rate for hydrated lime for a given set of operating conditions.  The condition will read:
Hydrated Lime Injection for SAM Emissions Control:  On an annual basis, the permittee must demonstrate that SAM emissions as a result of this project do not exceed 98 7 tons per year above the baseline actual emissions of 49 tons per year.  The permittee shall install and operate the add hydrated lime injection system at a frequency and injection rate for SAM control to satisfy this requirement.  The permittee will An automated control system will be used to adjust the hydrated lime flow rate for the given set of operating conditions based on the most recent correlation curves in a based on performance testing.  [Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-212.300(1)(e), F.A.C.]

13. Specific Condition 8 of Section 3.
The applicant wanted the condition to be consistent with prior Department requirements.  The Department will change the condition to reflect that, and the condition will read:

Ammonia Slip:  Ammonia slip measured at the stack downstream of all emission control systems shall not exceed 5 parts per million by volume (ppmv) as demonstrated by an aAnnual testing of ammonia shall be conducted and corrective measures taken if measured values exceed 2 ppmv.  [Design; and Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]

14. Specific Condition 9 of Section 3.

The applicant expressed concerns of conducting baseline emissions test while injecting lime directly into the boiler due to its potential impact on the fly ash characteristics and Electro Static Precipitator (ESP).  The third baseline test will be included in the post construction testing.  The Department concurs with the applicant and the condition will read:

Baseline Performance Tests – Hydrated Lime Injection for SAM Emissions Control:  The permittee shall conduct a baseline performance tests at permitted capacity to evaluate potential changes in SAM emissions.  A bBaseline performance tests shall be conducted using current coal (0.8 weight percent sulfur).  Three baseline performance tests shall be conducted.  The first baseline performance test shall be conducted prior to the installation of the AQCS with no lime injection.  The second baseline performance test shall be conducted prior to installation of AQCS with lime injection into the boiler.  The third baseline performance test shall be done within 45 days of completing AQCS construction with lime injection into the CDS reactor.  The permittee shall submit a test notification to the appropriate authorities at least 15 days prior to each the test and shall submit a test report summarizing the emission tests and results within 45 days of the completion of the each performance test.  

[Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-212.300(1)(e), F.A.C.]  

15. Specific Condition 10 of Section 3.

The applicant expressed concerns of having precise requirements of conducting post Air Quality Control Systems (AQCS) performance tests.  Due to complexity of the system, the applicant believes it is more appropriate to defer the details of the SAM evaluation and testing protocols to a later date to allow sufficient time to work with the technology provider to develop testing procedures and conditions as appropriate for the project.  The applicant has proposed to submit a testing protocol by November 30, 2008, which shall include testing for the process variables that the Department was interested in.  The applicant also proposed to change the requirement of conducting performance test to no later than 180 days after the first flue gas flows through the entire AQCS, instead of within 120 days of completing construction of Unit 2 AQCS.  The Department concurs with the applicant and will also include language to conduct the test required in Specific Condition 9, which the applicant wanted to defer to this condition.  The condition will read:
Post- AQCS Construction Performance Tests – Hydrated Lime Injection for SAM Emissions Control:  The permittee shall conduct post-AQCS performance tests to evaluate potential changes in SAM emissions and demonstrate that there is no PSD-significant emissions increase of SAM as a result of the installation of the AQCS.  Post- AQCS construction tests shall evaluate both current (up to 0.8 weight percent) and higher sulfur (up to 2.5 weight percent) coals, alternate lime injection locations, and various boiler/AQCS operating configurations.  Within 120 days of completing construction of Unit 2 AQCS systems, the permittee shall conduct a series of performance tests on Unit 2 to determine the SAM emissions rate under a variety of operating scenarios that documents the impact of lime injection on reducing SAM emissions and results in the development of correlation curves based on injection rates, operating conditions and emissions.

a. For each set of operating conditions being evaluated, the permittee shall conduct at least a 1-hour test run to determine SAM emissions.  At least nine such test runs shall be conducted to evaluate the effect of SAM emissions on such parameters as the SO2 emission rate prior to the SCR catalyst (and CDS system), the unit load, the flue gas flow rate, the ammonia injection rate and the current catalyst oxidation rate.

a. b
Tests shall be conducted under a variety of fuel blends and load rates that are representative of the actual operating conditions intended for Unit 2.  Sufficient tests shall be conducted to establish the SAM emissions rates for the following scenarios:  SCR reactor in service without lime injection in the CDS, and SCR reactor in service under varying operating conditions and levels of lime injection in the CDS.  No later than November 30, 2008, the permittee shall submit to the Department for review and approval a SAM Evaluation and Testing Plan which shall include as a minimum the following:
· Evaluation of factors affecting SAM generation (e.g., fuel type, emission control devices, operating conditions, etc.).

· Determination of the SO2 to SO3 conversion rates across the SCR.

· Evaluation of the hydrated lime injection rates required to mitigate SAM emissions.

· Testing protocol (e.g., methods, number of runs, operating scenarios, annual tests, etc.).

b.
Testing shall be conducted no later than 180 days after the first flue gas flow through the entire AQCS.

c.
At least 15 days prior to initiating the performance tests, the permittee shall submit a test notification, preliminary test schedule and test protocol to the Bureau of Air Regulation and the Compliance Authority.

d.
Within 45 days following the last test run conducted, the permittee shall provide a report summarizing the emissions tests and results.  All SAM emissions test data shall be provided with this report.

e.
Within 45 days following the submittal of the emissions test report and no later than 90 days following the last test run conducted, the permittee shall submit a project report summarizing operating conditions the following:  identify each set of operating conditions evaluated, identify each operating parameter evaluated, identify the relative influence of each operating parameter, describe how the adjustment to the lime injection rate be made based on the selected parameters, and provideing details for calculating and estimating the SAM emissions rate based on the level of lime injection and operating conditions.  The test results shall be used to adjust the lime injection system and estimate SAM emissions.

[Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-212.300(1)(e), F.A.C.]
16. Specific Condition 11 of Section 3.

The applicant wanted to remove the details specified in the specific condition for conducting annual tests for the same reasons as specified in Item 15 and have it included in the SAM Evaluation and Testing Plan required by Specific Condition 10.  The applicant commented that the Department can consider requiring the annual test to be converted to a test every five years based on the results of the initial tests.  The Department concurs and the condition will read:
Annual Tests – Hydrated Lime Injection for SAM Emissions Control:  During each federal fiscal year, the permittee shall conduct performance tests to determine the SAM emission rates and adjust the lime injection rates correlation curves as necessary.  The Department may re-evaluate this requirement based on the results of the initial testing.  The protocol for the performance tests shall be submitted to the Department no later than November 30, 2008.  At least six representative 1-hour test runs shall be conducted on Unit 2.  Within 45 days following the last test run conducted, the permittee shall provide a report summarizing the emissions tests conducted, the results of the tests, the catalyst oxidation rate, and the updated series of related lime injection correlation curves.  [Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-212.300(1)(e),  F.A.C.]
17. Specific Condition 13 of Section 3.

The applicant wanted to add a different method for measuring SAM.  The proposed method is a National Council for Air and Stream Improvement (NCASI) Method 8A.  This method eliminates the potential for interference from SO2.  EPA approved the use of Method 8A in December 1996.  The Department will add the NCASI Method 8A as an alternate for measuring SAM emissions.  The condition will read:
Test Methods:  Required tests shall be performed in accordance with the following reference methods or other Department approved methods upon request by permittee:

	EPA Method
	Description of Method and Comments

	1-4
	Traverse Points, Velocity and Flow Rate, Gas Analysis, and Moisture Content

	8
	Determination of Sulfuric Acid Mist Emissions

	19
	Determination of Sulfur Dioxide Removal Efficiency and Particulate Matter, Sulfur Dioxide, and Nitrogen Oxides Emission Rates (Optional F-factor method may be used to determine flow rate and gas analysis to calculate mass emissions in lieu of Methods 1-4.)


Compliance with the sulfuric acid mist emissions can also be determined with the National Council for Air and Stream Improvement (NCASI) Method 8A.  Compliance with the ammonia slip limit shall be determined annually using EPA conditional test method (CTM-027), EPA method 320, or other methods approved by the Department.  [Rules 62-204.800 and 62-297.100, F.A.C.; 40 CFR 60, Appendix A]
18. Specific Condition 14 of Section 3.

The Department will add a permitting note at the end of the condition to explain that the control equipment will not be fully functional during startup and shutdown until certain operational constraints is met.  Once the control equipment is fully functional the boiler shall be able to comply with the emission limits.  The applicant agreed with the Department’s position that the State excess emissions rule (62-210.700, F.A.C.) cannot be used to vary the requirements of the federal NSPS requirements of 40 CFR 60, Subpart D.  The condition will read:

Startup, Shutdown and Malfunction:  Operations during periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction shall not constitute representative conditions for the purpose of a performance test nor shall emissions in excess of the level of the applicable emission limit during periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction be considered a violation of the applicable emission limit unless otherwise specified in the applicable standard.  

[Rule 40 CFR 60.8(c)]

{Permitting Note:  Boiler startup or shutdown may exceed two hours due to operational constraints of the control equipment, which include:

a.  During boiler startup and shutdown, the SCR system is fully functional once the boiler flue gas temperature at the SCR reactor inlet stabilizes to 613° F or greater.

b.  During boiler startup and shutdown, the CDS system is fully functional once the following sequential criteria are met:

·    The flue gas flow rate at the outlet of the baghouse stabilizes at approximately 1.5 million pounds per hour or greater for a minimum of 6 hours;

·    The boiler flue gas temperature at the CDS inlet stabilizes at 230° F or greater; and

·    Water has been injected into the reactor for a minimum of 2 hours.}
19. Specific Condition 17 of Section 3.

The applicant noted that the CDS system will be fully operational when higher sulfur coals are being burned and the lime injection rates will be determined by the inlet and outlet SO2 concentrations.  The lime injection rates for SAM control will be significantly lower than required for SO2 control.  Continuous lime addition may not be required for SAM control because of the large amount of lime that will be in the system at any given time.  Therefore, lime consumption rather than continuous monitoring of the lime injection rate may be more appropriate.  The Department concurs with the applicant and the condition will read:
Operational Data:  The permittee shall continuously monitor and record the hydrated lime injection consumption rate for SAM emissions control when the unit is combusting compliance coal (approximately up to 0.8 weight percent sulfur) and the CDS is not fully operational .  [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]
20. Specific Condition 18 of Section 3.

The applicant wanted to change the language to be consistent with the language used in previous conditions and wanted to add a condition of retaining records for a period of 5 years.  The Department will not add the condition for retaining records for 5 years as it is already part of Specific Condition 19, but will change the word monitor to evaluate for consistency.  The Department will also add some language to be consistent with the stated rule requirements.  The condition will read:

Annual SAM Emissions Reports:  In accordance with Rule 62-212.300(1)(e), F.A.C., the permittee shall comply with the following monitoring, reporting and recordkeeping provisions:

a. The permittee shall monitor evaluate the SAM emissions using the most reliable information available.  On a calendar year basis, the permittee shall calculate and maintain a record of the annual emissions (tons per year) for a period of 5 years following resumption of regular operations after completing construction on the unit’s emission control system.  Emissions shall be computed in accordance with Rule 62-210.370, F.A.C.

b. Within 60 days after each calendar year following completion of construction, the permittee shall report to the Compliance Authority the annual emissions for the unit for the preceding calendar year.  The report shall contain the following:

a. Name, address and telephone number of the owner or operator of the major stationary source;

b. Annual emissions as calculated pursuant to subparagraph 62-212.300(1)(e)1., F.A.C.;

c. If the emissions differ from the preconstruction projection, an explanation as to why there is a difference; and

d. Any other information that the owner or operator wishes to include in the report.

c. The information required to be documented and maintained shall be submitted to the Compliance Authority, where it will be available for review to the general public.

[Rule 62-212.300(1)(e), F.A.C.]
21. Specific Condition 19 of Section 3.

The applicant wanted to delete the requirements for computing SAM emissions.  The Department will leave the condition as is as all the requirements listed in the condition are based on Rule 62-210.370, F.A.C.
22. Extension of the Expiration Date.

The applicant requested to extend the expiration date of the construction permit to September 30, 2011 from September 30, 2009 per Rule 62-4.210(2) and (3), F.A.C.  The Department will extend the date to provide the necessary time for GRU to conduct the testing and finish the turbine efficiency improvement project.

23. Technical Evaluation and Preliminary Determination.

The applicant submitted changes to the technical evaluation and preliminary determination to comply with the changes proposed in the permit.  The Department will make those changes and issue a revised technical evaluation and preliminary determination concurrently with the final permit.
CONCLUSION

The final action of the Department is to issue the Final Permit with the revisions, corrections, and clarifications as described above. 
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