SWD Internal Permitting Memorandum

TO: 

Mara Grace Nasca

District Air Program Administrator

THRU: 
Cindy Zhang-Torres, P.E.
Air Permitting Manager
FROM: 
Nancy E. Knight
Air Permit Engineering Specialist
DATE:  
May 12, 2010
SUBJECT: 
Draft Permit No.:  1050239-017-AC

 

Draft/Proposed Permit No: 1050239-018-AV
Facility Name: Carlisle Construction Materials, Inc.

 



 dba Insulfoam

Day 90: 
July 8, 2010
Carlisle Construction Materials, Inc., dba Insulfoam submitted an application to establish an alternate operating procedure for manufacturing without running the regenerative thermal oxidizer (RTO) VOC emission control device on March 19, 2010.  I sent a request for additional information letter on April 7, 2010.  I received a response on April 9, 2010.

When I looked up the company on sunbiz, I noted that Insulfoam LLC was no longer registered in the State of Florida.  I sent an email to the application contact, Shawn Osler.  He informed me that Insulfoam LLC converted to Insulfoam, a division of Carlisle Construction Materials Inc. on December 31, 2009 (see memo in file).  This corporation is registered in the state.  There was no change in ownership.
The justification provided in the application for the alternate operating procedure is that it will allow Insulfoam to avoid the significant costs of operating the RTO in circumstances where emission controls aren’t needed to maintain compliance with the facility’s emission limits.  The RTO was added in 2006 to allow Insulfoam the flexibility to increase production while maintaining compliance with their emission limit.  The flexibility is not required under market conditions such as the current one where production rates and the associated emission rates have decreased significantly.

The 2009 emissions provided in the application (94.04 TPY) are significantly less than their permitted limit of 244.0 TPY.  If the RTO had not been operating, emissions (162.27 TPY) still would have been less than the permitted limit.
Operations are essentially the same except instead of the emissions captured by the Pentane Collection System being routed through the RTO, they are routed through the RTO bypass stack.  To insure that the RTO will be turned on when necessary, operating procedure 2 (no RTO) is only authorized when the most recent consecutive 12-month total VOC emissions are less than 220 tons.

The CAM plan is not required while operating under Operating Procedure 2.

Testing requirements have been modified to specify when the RTO compliance testing is required.

I received an email from Bill Schroeder on 4/15/10.  He has no issues with the facility operating under either of the operating procedures as long as recordkeeping is properly kept.
I received an email from Linda Novak on 4/19/10.  There was an enforcement case for late submittal of the 2005 AOR and for a late submittal of a permit revision application in 2006.  This case was closed in 2007.

This memo serves as the technical evaluation since there is no increase in potential, permitted or actual emissions.
I recommend that this joint Intent to Issue, draft construction permit and draft/proposed Title V revision be sent out as attached and submit it for your review and approval.        

