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1. GENERAL PROJECT INFORMATION
1.1. Air Pollution Regulations
Projects at stationary sources with the potential to emit air pollution are subject to the applicable environmental laws specified in Section 403 of the Florida Statutes (F.S.).  The statutes authorize the Department of Environmental Protection (Department) to establish regulations regarding air quality as part of the Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.), which includes the following applicable chapters:  62-4 (Permits); 62-204 (Air Pollution Control – General Provisions); 62-210 (Stationary Sources – General Requirements); 62-212 (Stationary Sources – Preconstruction Review); 62-213 (Operation Permits for Major Sources of Air Pollution); 62-296 (Stationary Sources - Emission Standards); and 62-297 (Stationary Sources – Emissions Monitoring).  Specifically, air construction permits are required pursuant to Chapters 62-4, 62-210 and 62-212, F.A.C.
In addition, the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) establishes air quality regulations in Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).  Part 60 specifies New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for numerous industrial categories.  Part 61 specifies National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) based on specific pollutants.  Part 63 specifies NESHAP based on the Maximum Achievable Control Technology (MACT) for numerous industrial categories.  The Department adopts these federal regulations in Rule 62-204.800, F.A.C.
Glossary of Common Terms
Because of the technical nature of the project, the permit contains numerous acronyms and abbreviations, which are defined in Appendix A of this permit.
1.2. Facility Description and Location
Suwannee River and Swift Creek Complex is an existing phosphate mining and chemical production facility, which is categorized under Standard Industrial Classification Code No. 2874.  The existing Suwannee River and Swift Creek Complex is located in Hamilton County at 15843 SE 78th Street, in White Springs, Florida.  The UTM coordinates of the existing facility are Zone 17, 328.3 km East and 3368.8 km North; and, Latitude: 30 26’ 27” North and Longitude: 82 47’ 16” West.  This site is in an area that is in attainment (or designated as unclassifiable) for all air pollutants subject to Ambient Air Quality Standards (AAQS).
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[bookmark: _Ref399324426][bookmark: _Ref399324456]Figure 1.  Location of Hamilton County.	Figure 2.  Location of Suwannee River and Swift Creek Complex.
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[bookmark: _Ref399324635]Figure 3.  Satellite View of the Suwannee River and Swift Creek Complex.
The existing facility consists of the following emissions units.
	[bookmark: _Hlk479313695]E.U.  ID No.
	Brief Description

	004
	“X”-Train (Monocal/Dical process)

	008
	“Y” Train-#1 MAP/DAP Plant

	010
	#1 Storage and Shipping Building

	015
	Granular Product Shipping and Screening Facility

	020
	“B” Phosphoric Acid Plant

	032
	“Z”-Train #2 MAP/ DAP

	034
	South Phosphoric Acid Filter

	035
	North Phosphoric Acid Filter

	036
	“B” Superphosphoric Acid Plant

	039
	“C” Auxiliary Boiler

	040
	“D” Auxiliary Boiler

	054
	Molten Sulfur System

	061
	Green Superphosphoric Plant

	066
	“E” Sulfuric Acid Plant

	067
	“F” Sulfuric Acid Plant

	068
	“E” Auxiliary Boiler

	069
	“D” Phosphoric Acid Plant

	070
	“C” and “D” Superphosphoric Acid Plants

	071
	Acid Clarification Plant

	072
	Molten Sulfur System for “E” & “F” Sulfuric Acid Plants

	075
076
077
080
081, 082
	Relocatable Concrete Batch Plant
15 Emergency Engines
Emergency Rental Boiler
(Two) 4.25 MMBtu/hr. Boilers
Gypsum Dewatering Stack, and Cooling Ponds





Facility Regulatory Categories
· The facility is a major source of hazardous air pollutants (HAP).
· The facility is a Title V major source of air pollution in accordance with Chapter 62-213, F.A.C.
· The facility is a major stationary source in accordance with Rule 62-212.400, F.A.C. for the Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) of Air Quality.
· The facility operates units that are subject to the New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) at 40 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 60 (40 CFR 60), and the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) at 40 CFR 63.
1.3. Project Description
Air construction permit, which authorizes changes to existing EU008 “Y” Train (#1 MAP/DAP Plant) to add a Mode of operation for the addition of micronutrients to the process; replace the existing preneutralizer with a new same capacity one; replace pumps, piping; repair or replace instrumentation as necessary to ensure reliable plant operations for EU008; changes to the scrubbing system arrangement; the addition of a polishing screen; additional Mode of operation to add sulfuric acid and zinc oxide/sulfate to the process.  Also, changed the Responsible Official for this facility.
[bookmark: _Hlk508954292]This project will modify the following emissions units.
	EU No.
	Description

	008
	“Y” Train-#1 MAP/DAP Plant

	054 
	Molten Sulfur System

	010
	#1 Storage and Shipping Building

	015
	Granular Product Shipping and Screening Facility


Processing Schedule
2/12/2018	Received the application for a minor source air pollution construction permit.
2/20/2018	Informal Requested additional information.
3/15/2018	Received additional information.
3/23/2018	Received additional information; application complete.
4/5/2018	Received comments for the facility.



[image: ]EU008 “Y” Train Scrubber System Process Flow














































2. PSD APPLICABILITY
General PSD Applicability
For areas currently in attainment with the AAQS or areas otherwise designated as unclassifiable, the Department regulates major stationary sources of air pollution in accordance with Florida’s PSD preconstruction review program as defined in Rule 62-212.400, F.A.C.  Under preconstruction review, the Department first must determine if a project is subject to the PSD requirements (“PSD applicability review”) and, if so, must conduct a PSD preconstruction review.  A PSD applicability review is required for projects at new and existing major stationary sources.  In addition, proposed projects at existing minor sources are subject to a PSD applicability review to determine whether potential emissions from the proposed project itself will exceed the PSD major stationary source thresholds.  A facility is considered a major stationary source with respect to PSD if it emits or has the potential to emit:
· 250 tons per year or more of any regulated air pollutant; or
· 100 tons per year or more of any regulated air pollutant and the facility belongs to one of the following 28 PSD-major facility categories:  fossil fuel-fired steam electric plants of more than 250 million British thermal units per hour heat input, coal cleaning plants (with thermal dryers), Kraft pulp mills, Portland cement plants, primary zinc smelters, iron and steel mill plants, primary aluminum ore reduction plants, primary copper smelters, municipal incinerators capable of charging more than 250 tons of refuse per day, hydrofluoric, sulfuric, and nitric acid plants, petroleum refineries, lime plants, phosphate rock processing plants, coke oven batteries, sulfur recovery plants, carbon black plants (furnace process), primary lead smelters, fuel conversion plants, sintering plants, secondary metal production plants, chemical process plants, fossil fuel boilers (or combinations thereof) totaling more than 250 million British thermal units per hour heat input, petroleum storage and transfer units with a total storage capacity exceeding 300,000 barrels, taconite ore processing plants, glass fiber processing plants and charcoal production plants.
Once it is determined that a project is subject to PSD preconstruction review, the project emissions are compared to the “significant emission rates” defined in Rule 62-210.200, F.A.C. for the following pollutants:  carbon monoxide (CO); nitrogen oxides (NOX); sulfur dioxide (SO2); particulate matter (PM); particulate matter with a mean particle diameter of 10 microns or less (PM10); particulate matter with a mean particle diameter of 2.5 microns or less (PM2.5); volatile organic compounds (VOC); lead (Pb); fluorides (F); sulfuric acid mist (SAM); hydrogen sulfide (H2S); total reduced sulfur (TRS), including H2S; reduced sulfur compounds, including H2S; municipal waste combustor organics measured as total tetra- through octa-chlorinated dibenzo-p-dioxins and dibenzofurans; municipal waste combustor metals measured as particulate matter; municipal waste combustor acid gases measured as SO2 and hydrogen chloride (HCl); municipal solid waste landfills emissions measured as non-methane organic compounds (NMOC); and mercury (Hg).  In addition, significant emissions rate also means any emissions rate or any net emissions increase associated with a major stationary source or major modification which would construct within 10 kilometers of a Class I area and have an impact on such area equal to or greater than 1 μg/m3, 24-hour average.
If the potential emission equals or exceeds the defined significant emissions rate of a PSD pollutant, the project is considered “significant” for the pollutant and the applicant must employ the Best Available Control Technology (BACT) to minimize the emissions and evaluate the air quality impacts.  Although a facility or project may be major with respect to PSD for only one regulated pollutant, it may be required to install BACT controls for several “significant” regulated pollutants.



[bookmark: _Ref360093956]TABLE 1 – LIST OF SER BY PSD-POLLUTANT.
	Pollutant1
	SER (TPY)
	Pollutant1
	SER (TPY)

	CO
	100
	PM2.5 (SO2)
	40

	PM/PM10/PM2.5
	25/15/10
	SAM
	7

	PM2.5 (NOX)
	40
	Pb
	0.6

	Ozone (NOX) 2
	40
	Total Fluorides
	3

	SO2
	40
	Total Reduced Sulfur
	10

	Hg
	0.1 
	Reduced Sulfur Compounds
	10

	NOX
	40
	Hydrogen Sulfide
	10

	Ozone (VOC) 2
	40
	GHG (CO2e)
	> 75,000 (CO2e) and > 0 (mass) 3, 4

	1. Excluding those pollutants defined for MWC, MSW landfills.
2. Ozone (O3) is regulated by its precursors (VOC and NOX).  PSD for PM2.5 can be triggered by its precursors (NOX and SO2).
3. Pursuant to 40 CFR 52.21(b)(23)(ii), pollutants with no SER listed at 40 CFR 52.21(b)(23)(i) have a SER of zero tons/year.
4. In making the carbon dioxide-equivalent (CO2e) calculation, the values listed in 40 CFR 98, Subpart A, Table A-1 are used to weight emissions by their respective Global Warming Potential (GWP).  For example, the current GWP factors for four of the GHGs are:  CO2 = 1; CH4 = 25; N2O = 298 and SF6 = 22,800.


According to guidance[footnoteRef:1] issued by the EPA in July 2014, a source that triggers PSD review for a traditional PSD pollutant (listed above) would also trigger PSD review for greenhouse gases (GHG) if the source would emit or have the potential to emit 75,000 TPY of GHG on a CO2e basis.  Under this framework, a source cannot become subject to PSD review solely on the basis of GHG emissions. [1:  	U.S. Supreme Court opinion dated June 23, 2014.  Link to Supreme Court Opinion  EPA guidance dated 
July 24, 2014.  Link to EPA Guidance] 

PSD Applicability for Project
As provided in the application, the following table summarizes potential emissions and PSD applicability for the project.
Table 1.  Summary of the Applicant’s PSD Applicability Analysis
	[bookmark: _Hlk495053692]Pollutant
	Annual Emissions, Tons/Year
	Subject to
PSD?

	
	Baseline
Actual a
	Could Have Accommodated/
Demand Growth b
	Future Actuals FAE c
	Increase d
	SER/
PSD Threshold
	

	PM
	16.8
	40.4
	57.2
	0
	25/15
	No

	PM10
	16.8
	40.4
	57.2
	0
	25/15
	No






	Pollutant
	Baseline
Actual a
	Could Have Accommodated/
Demand Growth
	Future Actuals FAE c
	Increase d
	SER/
PSD Threshold
	Subject to
PSD?

	F
	1.6
	1.2
	2.8
	0
	3
	No

	a. Baseline actual emissions (BAE) were calculated based on the following highest consecutive 2-year average:  2012 and 2013 for list pollutants.
b. Could have accommodated emissions/Demand Growth were calculated based on the highest 30-operating days during the 24-month baseline period (2012– 2013), which was determined to be P2O5 input (tons/month) in May 2013.
c. Future actual emissions (FAE) for each pollutant were based on P2O5 input (tons/month) of 218698 and the following:  PM emission factor used in the application (0.523 lbs/ton P2O5); and F emission factor used in the application (0.026 lbs/ton P2O5).
d. The increase in emissions from the project is the difference between the FAE and the BAE, could have accommodated/demand growth and units shut down (if applicable).



[Permitting Note: Unit was shut-down in 2014.]
As shown in the above table, total project emissions will not exceed the PSD significant emissions rates; therefore, the project is not subject to PSD preconstruction review.
The facility belongs to one of the listed 28 PSD-major facility categories.  As such, the facility is considered a major stationary source with respect to PSD because it emits or has the potential to emit 100 tons per year or more of any regulated air pollutant.
The project is located in Hamilton County which is in an area that is currently in attainment with the AAQS or is otherwise designated as unclassifiable.  The proposed project will not increase emissions for any PSD pollutant; therefore, the project is not subject to a PSD preconstruction review.
3. DEPARTMENT REVIEW
This construction permit allows the facility to construct:
· Additional Mode of operation to produce MAP/DAP product with added micronutrients to the process.
· Additional Mode of operation to produce MAP/DAP product with the addition of sulfuric acid and zinc oxide/sulfate using a proprietary enclosed process, including pumps, piping, acid tank and a mixing tank.  The sulfur will be introduced in liquid or solid form supplied by existing Molten Sulfur System EU054.
· Repair or replace instrumentation as necessary to ensure reliable plant operations for EU008 “Y” Train (#1 MAP/DAP Plant) after being reactivated after its operations were suspended in August 2014.  The Permittee is authorized to repair as needed pumps; day tanks; fans; elevators; drag flight; dryer; instrumentation; and control valves.
· Replace the existing pre-neutralizer with a new same capacity one; small motors; conveyors; seal pots; tank agitators; pipes; flow meters; some instrumentation; and control valves.



· Changes to the scrubbing system arrangement:  The facility will continue using the recirculated pond water in the existing secondary scrubbers (reaction cooler scrubber and abatement scrubber), with the addition of fresh well water going to the existing primary scrubbers (reaction, dryer and dust scrubbers).  Only the secondary scrubbers using recirculated water from the Granulation Pond may be considered pollution control equipment.  In accordance with 40 CFR 63, Subpart BB (HF MACT) requirements, the scrubber liquid flow and pressure drop shall be monitored continuously on the secondary scrubbers, if the pressure drop is greater than 5” of water column.  If the pressure drop is less than 5” of water column, monitor liquid flow and determine Gmax.  These scrubbers are venturi scrubbers followed by cyclonic separators.  The pressure drop across these scrubbing systems may be greater than or less than 5 inches of water column.
· Add new polishing screen with three material transfer points that will be ducted to the existing air system.  No measurable difference in the air emissions is expected as a result of this change.
· The fertilizer product from the “Y”-Train (EU 008) will continue to be stored at and shipped out from Granular Product Shipping and Screening Facility (EU 015) and/or the #1 Storage and Shipping Building (EU 010).
· The Zinc Handling System with a storage silo for EU032, authorized by Permit No. 0470004-104-AC, will also supply the zinc storage and handling arrangement for EU008, as needed.
{Note: Compliance Plan CP-4 was revised in Permit No. 0470002-112-AV to reactivate EU008 “Y” Train with regards to the “Y” - Train scrubbing system changes proposed in this application.}
Brief Discussion of Emissions.
This permit does not alter, change or establish any emissions standards for Total Fluoride, SO2, VE, PM, Nitrogen oxides emissions (expressed as NO2) that are stated in any of the existing, valid, Department permits for this emissions unit.
· Total Fluoride.  Total Fluoride emissions shall not exceed 30 grams/metric ton of equivalent P2O5 feed (0.060 lb/ton), 2.18 lb/hr, and 9.54 TPY.
[40 CFR 60.222(a); 40 CFR 63.622(a); and Permit 0470002-050-AC]
· Particulate Matter.  Particulate Matter Emissions shall not exceed 9.2 lbs/hr as determined by EPA Method 5.
[Rule 62-296.320(4)(a), F.A.C.; Permit 0470002-055-AC]
[bookmark: _Hlk507393428]The Department will require the facility to monitor, report and keep records of actual emissions for F and PM for this project for a period of 5-years pursuant to Rule 62-212.300(1)(e), F.A.C.
Actual Emissions Reporting:  This permit is based on an analysis that compared baseline actual emissions with projected actual emissions and avoided the requirements of subsection 62-212.400(4) through (12), F.A.C. for several pollutants.  Therefore, pursuant to Rule 62-212.300(1)(e), F.A.C., the permittee is subject to the following monitoring, reporting and recordkeeping provisions.
a. The permittee shall monitor the emissions of any PSD pollutant that the Department identifies could increase as a result of the construction or modification and that is emitted by any emissions unit that could be affected; and, using the most reliable information available, calculate and maintain a record of the annual emissions, in tons per year on a calendar year basis, for a period of 5 years following resumption of regular operations after the change.  Emissions shall be computed in accordance with the provisions in Rule 62-210.370, F.A.C., which are provided in Appendix C of this permit.



b. The permittee shall report to the Department within 60 days after the end of each calendar year during the 5-year period setting out the unit’s annual emissions during the calendar year that preceded submission of the report.  The report shall contain the following:
1) The name, address and telephone number of the owner or operator of the major stationary source;
2) The annual emissions calculations pursuant to the provisions of 62-210.370, F.A.C., which are provided in Appendix C of this permit;
3) If the emissions differ from the preconstruction projection, an explanation as to why there is a difference; and
4) Any other information that the owner or operator wishes to include in the report.
c. The information required to be documented and maintained pursuant to subparagraphs 62-212.300(1)(e)1 and 2, F.A.C., shall be submitted to the Department, which shall make it available for review to the general public.
d. The permittee shall compute and report annual emissions in accordance with Rule 62-210.370(2), F.A.C. as provided by Appendix C of this permit.  For this project, the permittee shall use the following methods in reporting the actual annual emissions for EU008 “Y”-Train – No. 1 MAP/DAP Plant:
(1) The permittee shall use the data collected from the required stack tests to determine and report the actual annual emissions of particulate matter (PM) and Fluoride (F).  The methodology for calculating PM and F baseline emissions shall be used to calculate the actual annual emissions.  The permittee shall follow the stack test methods, test procedures and test frequencies specified in the current Title V air operation permit.
[bookmark: _Hlk490668197]{Permitting Note:  Baseline emissions of Fluoride and PM were determined to be 1.6 TPY and 16.8 TPY respectively.  The could have accommodated/demand growth emissions of Fluoride and PM were determined to be 1.2 TPY and 40.4 TPY respectively.}
State Requirements
This project is subject to the applicable environmental laws specified in Section 403 of the Florida Statutes (F.S.).  The Florida Statutes authorize the Department of Environmental Protection to establish rules and regulations regarding air quality as part of the Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.).  This project is subject to the applicable rules and regulations defined in the following Chapters of the F.A.C.:  62-4 (Permitting Requirements); 62-204 (Ambient Air Quality Requirements, PSD Increments, and Federal Regulations Adopted by Reference); 62-210 (Permits Required, Public Notice, Reports, Stack Height Policy, Circumvention, Excess Emissions, and Forms); 62-212 (Preconstruction Review, PSD Review and BACT); 62-213 (Title V Air Operation Permits for Major Sources of Air Pollution); 62-296.403, F.A.C., Phosphate Processing; 62-296 (Emission Limiting Standards); and 62-297 (Test Methods and Procedures, Continuous Monitoring Specifications, and Alternate Sampling Procedures).
Federal NSPS Provisions
The U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) establishes air quality regulations in Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).  Part 60 specifies New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for numerous
industrial categories.  Part 61 specifies National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) based on specific pollutants.  Part 63 specifies NESHAP based on the Maximum Achievable Control Technology (MACT) for numerous industrial categories.  The Department adopts these federal regulations on a quarterly basis in Rule 62-204.800, F.A.C.
Federal regulations adopted by reference are given in Rule 62-204.800, F.A.C.  State regulations approved by EPA are given in 40 CFR 52, Subpart K – Florida – Florida, also known as the State Implementation Plan (SIP) for Florida.
This emissions unit is regulated under NSPS - 40 CFR 60, Subpart V, Standards of Performance for the Phosphate Fertilizer Industry:  Diammonium Phosphate Plants, adopted and incorporated by reference in Rule 62-204.800(8)(b)30., F.A.C.
A project for an existing unit may trigger the federal New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) in two ways.
1. NSPS Applicability: The Y-Train is already subject to 40 CFR 60, Subpart V even though the proposed project does not constitute reconstruction or modification, as defined by rule.
a. Reconstruction does not apply since the fixed capital costs associated with the proposed project are expected to be around $6.5 million, which is well below the 50 percent reconstruction applicability threshold, when compared to the cost of a new plant, of around $60 million.
b. Modification does not apply since the proposed project is not expected to result in any increase in hourly fluoride emissions.
This project does not affect the applicability of the Subpart.
Federal NESHAP Provisions
40 CFR 63, Subpart A - General Provisions; and 40 CFR 63, Subparts BB - National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants From Phosphate Fertilizers Production Plants.  No new applicability as a result of this project.
A project for an existing unit may trigger the federal National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) in two ways.
1.	NESHAP Applicability: The Y-Train is currently regulated as an existing source under 40 CFR 63, Subpart BB.  The Y-Train will not be subject to the standards applicable to a new source for the reasons discussed below.  Classification as a new source depends on the date that construction or reconstruction of an affected source (a phosphate fertilizer process line) commences.  A phosphate fertilizer process line (e.g., diammonium and/or monoammonium phosphate process line), granular triple superphosphate process line, or granular triple superphosphate storage is a new source if construction or reconstruction of the affected source commenced after December 27, 1996.
a. The source was constructed prior to 1996 and so the source is not considered a new source under the NESHAP provisions.
b. Reconstruction, unless otherwise defined in a relevant standard, means the replacement of components of an affected or a previously nonaffected source to such an extent that: 
(1) The fixed capital cost of the new components exceeds 50 percent of the fixed capital cost that would be required to construct a comparable new source; and 
(2) It is technologically and economically feasible for the reconstructed source to meet the relevant standard(s) established by the Administrator (or a State) pursuant to section 112 of the Act.  Upon reconstruction, an affected source, or a stationary source that becomes an affected source, is subject to relevant standards for new sources, including compliance dates, irrespective of any change in emissions of hazardous air pollutants from that source.
Reconstruction does not apply as discussed above, since the fixed capital costs amount to less than 50 percent cost of a new plant, and so the source is not considered a new source under the NESHAP provisions.
This project does not affect the applicability of the Subpart.


Other Draft Permit Requirements
· [bookmark: _Hlk507407571]Commencement of Construction and Operation:  The permittee shall submit to the Air Compliance Authority of this Office written notification of both the date of commencement of construction and commencement of operation of the scrubber changes; repairs or replacement of equipment; new pre-neutralizer; additional sulfuric acid and zinc oxide/sulfate and micronutrients to the process.  These notifications shall be submitted to Mr. Christopher Kirts at Christopher.kirts@dep.state.fl.us, within as many days prior to the date of construction as practical, but no later than fifteen (15) business day following commencement of construction and operation.

· [bookmark: _GoBack]The initial Fluoride tests shall be conducted within 60 days after achieving permitted capacity, but not later than 180 days after initial operation of the unit.  Method 13A or 13B (40 CFR part 60, appendix A); and once per calendar year thereafter.
· [bookmark: _Hlk507408009]Operational Records:  The permittee shall maintain in an operational log the following records in either a written or electronic format:  the date, time, duration of MAP/DAP production with and without micronutrients, a totalized quantity on an annual basis of (zinc oxide/sulfate) input to the acid tank of this emissions unit; the percent sulfuric acid used and the feed rate of micronutrients while operating in Mode 7, and the feed rate of sulfuric acid and zinc oxide/sulfate while operating in Mode 8.  These records are to be reported upon request of the Department.
· [bookmark: _Hlk479317213][bookmark: _Hlk479317227]Solid and Liquid Sulfur Content and Input Rate:  The solid and liquid sulfur content of the product may vary from 1 to 30 percent sulfur by weight depending on customer requirements.  The maximum input rate of sulfur to the process in either solid or liquid form shall not exceed 25 tons per hour and will be supplied by the existing (EU054) Molten Sulfur System.  This permit does not authorize any changes to the maximum permitted capacity for EU054.
{Permitting Note: The existing (EU054) Molten Sulfur System will be operating at less than permitted capacity since the “C” and “D” Sulfuric Acid Plants are currently shutdown.}

This construction permit does not authorize any additional production and operation limitations, monitoring requirements, or etc.
The following permit conditions are revised as indicated.  Strikethrough is used to denote the deletion of text.  Double-underlines are used to denote the addition of text.  All changes are emphasized with yellow highlight.
Permit Being Modified:  Permit No. 0470002-112-AV
Modification to the emissions unit description for EU054 Molten Sulfur System for “C” & “D” Sulfuric Acid Plants:
[bookmark: L]Subsection L.  This section addresses the following emissions unit(s).

	

E.U.  ID No.
	
Brief Description

	054
	Molten Sulfur System for “C” & “D” Sulfuric Acid Plants



Molten Sulfur System for “C” & “D” Sulfuric Acid Plants consist of a rail & truck unloading system with transfer point venting, receiving pit, supply pit, and storage tank.  This EU will also supply sulfur in solid or liquid form to EUs 008 “Y” Train-#1 MAP/DAP Plant and 032 “Z” Train-#2 MAP/DAP Plant.  The EU has an emission limitation for visible emissions.  CAM does not apply.



4. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
The Department makes a preliminary determination that the proposed project will comply with all applicable state and federal air pollution regulations as conditioned by the draft permit.  This determination is based on a technical review of the complete application, reasonable assurances provided by the applicant, and the conditions specified in the draft permit.  No air quality modeling analysis is required because the project does not result in a significant increase in emissions. Leslie Maybin is the project engineer responsible for reviewing the application and drafting the permit.  Additional details of this analysis may be obtained by contacting the project engineer at the Department’s Northeast District Office, 8800 Baymeadows Way West, Suite 100, Jacksonville, Florida 32256, phone (904) 256-1700, or by email leslie.maybin@dep.state.fl.us.

[bookmark: _Hlk499882211][bookmark: _Hlk499882114][bookmark: _Hlk499882226]White Springs Agricultural Chemicals, Inc.  dba PCS Phosphate, White Springs              	Permit No.:  0470002-119-AC
[bookmark: _Hlk499882238]Suwannee River/Swift Creek Complex	Minor Air Construction Permit
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