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I.  Public Notice.

An “INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” to Okeelanta Corporation for the Okeelanta Sugar Mill located at 21250 U.S. Highway 27 South, South Bay, Florida, Palm Beach County was clerked on December 26, 2007.  The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” was published in the The Palm Beach Post on December 30, 2007.  The DRAFT Permit was available for public inspection at the permitting authority’s office in Fort Myers.  Proof of publication of the “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” was received on January 4, 2008.
II.  Public Comment(s).

 
Comments were received and the DRAFT Permit was changed.  The comments were not considered significant enough to reissue the DRAFT Permit and require another Public Notice.  Comments were received from 1 respondent(s) during the 14 (fourteen) day public comment period.  Listed below is each comment letter in the chronological order of receipt and a response to each comment in the order that the comment was received.  
A.  Email from Mr. David Buff, P.E. dated January 2, 2008, and received on January 2, 2008.

1.   Comment:  Condition 7a & b: In previously discussing the consecutive 52-week reporting period, we believed that this would apply to only the production rates and alcohol usage.  It was not our intention that this would apply to the PM limits.  Applying this to the emission limits would require PM and PM10 calculations be performed every week and maintenance of 102 more calculation records per year.  Since the TPY emission rates are entirely dependent on the sugar production rates, limiting the production on a rolling consecutive 52-week basis is adequate.  We therefore retain our original comment and request that the emission limits be changed to “ tons per year”.  

Response: Request granted.  
The PM and PM 10 emissions limits are listed for informational purposes only, as stated in the permit.  As previously discussed and agreed, PM and PM10 emissions only need to be reported on the Annual Operating Report.  Therefore, the time periods identified in the draft permit conditions 7.a. and & b. were typographical errors.  It was not the Department’s intent to require the facility to monitor PM emissions on a weekly basis, at this time.  The time period for the emission limits listed in condition 7.a. will be changed to tons per year.  The total PM and PM 10 emissions’ time periods for each emission unit, identified in condition 7.b., will be changed to tons per year.  

2.   Comment:  Condition 13:  Change EU05 to EU025.


Response:  This is a typographical error.  Requested changes will be made

3.    Comment:  Condition 17.a:  For Condition 3, which are production limits, this condition should state "daily and weekly records".  

Response:  This is a typographical error.  Requested changes will be made.

 

4.  
Comment:  Condition 17.b:  same as above, change “monthly” to “weekly”. 

Response:    This is a typographical error.  Requested changes will be made.

5.  
Comment:  Condition 17.b.ix.  Again replace "Monthly" with “Weekly” (since this refers to production limits) and replace “average” with “totals” (since the limits are based on a consecutive 52 week total, not average).


Response:  This is a typographical error.  Requested changes will be made.
6.  Comment:  Condition 21: Change the reference to Condition 22 to "Condition 10", which specifies the compliance test requirements for this permit.


Response:  Requested denied.  Reference to Condition 22 is correct.  Conditions 21 and 22 are our standard permit conditions for new construction.
III.  Conclusion. 
The permitting authority hereby issues the REVISED DRAFT Air Construction Permit, with any changes noted above.

