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. September 7, 1579

Mr. Colin Horrissey, Director

Dade County Department of . :
Environmental Resources. ﬁanagement o

909 S.E. First Avenue ' ,

Miami, Florida 33131 -

' “Gear Mr. ﬁorr1ssey

. ,Re: Dade County Resource Recovery Facw]ity '
o PA 77-08 :

This 1s in response to your letter of August 31, 1579, concerning this S

- Facility. In that letter you advised us that EPA has determined cond1tzon~
. -5 of tha PSD Authority to Construct issued March 30, 1978 (effective - '
 February 27, 1978), and all of the requirements for approval under the

EPA Offset Policy (41 Federal Register 55524(1976)) will be satisfied

when the County satisfied the two conditions set out in that letter.
You have asked us to consider the impact of this determinatfon on the o
construction permits and power plant certification which the Department

- has already issued and processed for this Facility. You have also asked

the Department to consider the ‘impact of the projected emissions from

-the Facility of nonmethane hydrocarbuns, nitrogen oxides and carbon .-
~ monoxide. - o , } o . '

At the time of the applicat1on for site certification and the application

for a construction permit were submitted there was mo. applicable emission -
limitation on this type facility for NOx, CO, or hydrocarbons. There = .
are none applicable at tbis time in Cﬁapter 17- Florida.Adminfstratjye
Ccde.',' : ) .

" The power ‘plant site certif1cat1on granted pursuant to Cnapter 403,

Florida Statutes supercedes the requirement for any operation permit.

" Since this certification was issued prior to the adeption of Section

17-2.17 and 17-2.13, Florida Administrative Code, the Resource Recovery

- Facility is considered an existing source. Therafore, Sections 17-2.17

and 17-2.18 and not applicable. EPA's determination and your compliance
with their recommendations will not impact the conditions of certification..



Mr. Morrissey
Page Two = .
Septamber 7, 1979

The Bepartmeat wi11 not consider the Facility to be in violation of the
provigions of Gemeral Condition Ho. I, solely because of the lack of -

informatfon on €O, HOx, or hydrocarboas, when the unit goes into operation. o

‘The Departiment did have some estimates of the emissions of HO,, €O, and B
hydrocarbons during the certification proceedings, and as stated previously
there are no emission standards appiicable under Ehapter 17-2. : -

?he Eepartment would appreciate receipt of emissions data obtained from
testing of the Facility once operation begins. If you have further
quest:ons, please contact we.

‘fSincerely.~-

o %amiIton S. Oven, Jr. P. E.- |
Administrator
Power Plant Siting

HSO/r'd

Mary Clerk o
~-Shert Smallwood
Marren Strahm
J. P. Sybramaniv’
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RIETROPOLITAN DADE COURIYY - FLOGHN,

909 5.€. First Avenue ' ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT

Bricwent Plaza, Building - Rm, 402

FAram, Flonga 341031

Teiephone: 4709 2760

Necember 20, 1979

Mr. John C. White

Regional Administrator

United States Environmental
Protection Agency

Region IV

345 Courtland Street, N.E.

Atlanta, Georgia 30308

Dade County Resource Recovery Facility

Dear Mr. White:

In our letter to you of August 24, 1979 in connection
with the above Facility, Dade County inquired as to appropriate
campliance procedures regarding Condition 5 of the FEPA's Authority
to Construct (the "Permit"), which required Dade County to either
demonstrate the Facility would emit less than 100 tons/year of
non-methane hydrocarbons, or, alternatively, obtain legally
enforceable offsets for such emissions fram the Facility, and/or

make allocations fram the new source growth allowance for Dade
County .

A - In your reply of August 24, 1979 you confirmed that the
County would be required to furnish evidence by January 1, 1980
denonstrating satisfaction of the Condition through one or more
of the above means.

I am pleased to report that the County has just receiwved
certificates as to the cowpleted hydrocarbon cnission test results
from the canparable resource recovery facility located in Hempstead,
Iong Island, New York and extrapolations therefrom for the Facility.
These show projected hydrocarbons to be less than 100 tons/year.
Copires of these certificates are enclosed.

We would appreciate your confirmation as to this County's
timely campliance with Condition 5 of the Permuit.



Mr. John C. White Page 2.

Very Ty yours,

oo

lin Morrissey,  Director
~ Environmental Resources Mana nt

CM:RJ:ag

Attachments

cc: Brian Mitchell
Roger Pfaff



METROPOLITAN DADE COUNTY - FLORIDA
909 S.E. First Av;nue ! ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT

Brickell Plaza, Building - Rm. 402
Miami, Florida 33131}

Telephone: 79 2760

CERTIFICATE OF OOMPLIANCE

Metropolitan Dade County, Florida (the "County") hereby
certifies that the following facts are true and correct:

1. This Certificate is filed with the United States
Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA"), Region IV, Atlanta, in
order to demonstrate and confirm the County's campliance with
Condition 5 of EPA's Authority to Construct ("Condition 5")
issued effective February 27, 1978 to the County in connection
with the Dade County Resource Recovery Facility (the "Facility").

2. In accordance with EPA's instructions of August 24,
1979, as set out in the letter of John C. White, EPA Regional
Administrator, the County may satisfy Condition 5 by evidence
that the Facility now under construction will emit less than 100
tons of non-methane hydrocarbons annually, or alternmatively, by
providing to EPA legally enforceable offsets and/or allocations
of the new source growth allowance for Dade County.

3. Pursuant to EPA's letter of August 24, 1979, the
County elects to comply with Condition, 5 by demonstrating the
subject emissions described in paragraph 2 above will be less
than 100 tons per year.

4. Based on the attached (i) "Report of Tests" (the
"Report") dated December 18, 1979 conducted at the Hempstead
Facility by New York Testing Laboratories, Inc., Westbury, Long
Island, New York and (ii) calculations and projections of emissions
for the County's Facility made by Envirommental Science & Engineer-
ing Co., Gainesville, Florida, the County has determined that
such Report and extrapolations confimn that non-methane hydrocarbon
emissions from the Facility will be less than 100 tons per year
(operating 24 hours/day, 6 days/week, 52 weeks/year).

Director, Environmental ///
Resources Management
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE

Sworn to and subscribed this 20th day of December, 1979.

Notary Public
State of Florida at Large

My Camnission Expires:



In the Matter of:

Metropolitan Dade County
Resource Recovery Facility,
U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency Region IV, Prevention
of Significant Deterioration
Permit, February 27, 1978.

AFFIDAVIT
STATE OF FLORIDA )
COUNTY OF ALACHUA )
Before me, the undersigned authority, this day personnally appeared

Kennard F. Kosky who by me being first duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I am Kennard F. Kosky, Director of the Air Division of Environmental
Science and Engineering, Inc., ("ESE") Gainesville, Florida 32604. I am a
registered Professional Engineer and have over nine years experience in air
pollution. A copy of my resume is attached.

2. ESE has served as consulting environmental engineer to Resource
Recovery (Dade County), Inc. ("RRDC") in connection with permits for construc-
tion of a resource recovery facility to be owned by Metropolitan Dade County,
.Florida (the "County"), known as the Dade County Resource Recovery Facility
(the “Facility"). 1 have been the responsible individual of ESE for this
project.

3. At the request of RRDC and the County, ESE has reviewed a December
18, 1979 Report of Tests (the "Report") (copy attached) prepared by New York
Laboratories, Inc., certifying the stack emission test data as to hydrocarbons
from the Hempstead facility. On the basis: of test data provided in the Report,
ESE has made firm projections of comparable emissions anticipated at the
Facility. A copy of these projections is attached as Attachment A. These
extrapolated projections were calculated in accordance with accepted engineering
standards.

4. Based on the information contained in the Report, ESE has determined
that the maximum non-methane hydrocarbon emissions from the Facility when
operational will not exceed 92 tons annually.

5. This Certification is intended to be used by the County in support
of its Certificate of Compliance to the United States Environmental Protection
Agency ("EPA") in satisfaction of conditions in an Authority to Construct (the
"EPA Permit") issued effective February 27, 1978.



o ¢

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE
& ENGINEERING, INC.

oy Mpmind 3

Kennard F. Kosky, #.E.

Sworn to and subscribed this A/ day of [D=CemAR ., 1979.

Aillod) Qon toalle

»Notarp Public
My Commission EﬁPires:

OTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF FLORIDA AT LARGE .
MY COMMISSIQN EXPIRES SEPT. 4% 2882
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Attachment A
CALCULATION SHEET - HYDROCARBON EMISSIONS
. DADE COUNTY RESOURCE RECOVERY FACILITY
Given Information: (Hempstead Test Information)
Total Hydrocarbons (average) = 35.2,ppm dry basis,'Methane <2 ppm dry basis
Flow Rate (average) = 4,272,864 SCFH (Dry)s 5,808,553 SCFH (Wet)
Moisture in Stack Gas = (5,808,553 - 4,272,864) = 5,808,553 = 0.26; 26%
Dade County Resource‘Recovery Source Information:
Flow Rate = 314,000 ACFM for 2 units @ 420°F
Flow Rate Dry Basis = 314,000 ACFM x (1 - 0.26) x 528/880 = 139,400 SCFM (Dry)
Total Flow = 139,400 SCFM (Dry) x 2 stacks x 60 min/hr = 16,728,000 SCFH (Dry)

Emission Calculation:
Total Hydrocarbons = 35 ppm = 0.0233 g/m3

HC Emissions = 16,728,000 SCFH x 0.0233 g/m3 x 0.02832 m3/ft.3 x 0.002205 1b/g =
24.3 1b/hr.

HC Emissions (Annual) = 24.3 1b/hr x 24 hr/day x 6 days/week x 52 weeks/year
x ton/2000 1b = 91 tons/yr.
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% W o;‘,’ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY -
"4t pron REGION 1V

345 COURTLAND STREET
ATLANTA, GEORG}!A 30308

MAR 3 0 1978

Mr. Colin Morrissey, Director
Metropolitan Dade County
Environmental Resources Management
909 SE First Avenue -

Brickell Plaza Building, Room 402
Miami, Florida 33131

"Dear Mr. Morr1sey

Review of your October 10, 1977, application for authority to
construct a resource recovery fac111ty_near Dade County, Florida has
been completed. On the basis of this review we have determined that
conditioned operation of .the proposed plant at the specified location
will not violate the Class I or Class II air quality increments
specified in the EPA regulations for Prevention of Significant

Deterioration (PSD). Furthermore, we have determined that this plant -

will meet the federal regulatory requirement under PSD, that Best
Available Control Technology (BACT) be used to limit emissions of
su1fur dioxide and particulate matter.

A request for public comment regarding the preliminary
determination on the above application was published on January 16,
1978. However, no comments were received during the public comment

_period. Authority to Construct a Stationary Source is hereby issued

for the facility described above, subject to the attached conditions.
This Authority to Construct is based solely on the requirements of 40
CFR 52.21, the federal regulations governing significant
deterioration of air quality. It does not apply to NPDES or other
permits issued by this agency or permits issued by other agencies.
Additionally, construction covered by this Authority to Construct
must be initiated by December 1, 1978.

Page 1 of 5
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Please be advised that a violation of any condition issued as
part of this approval, as well as any construction which proceeds in
material variance with information submitted in your application,

~wWill be subject to enforcement action. '

Authority to Construct will take effect on the date of this
letter. The complete analysis which justifies this approval has been
fully documented for future reference, if necessary. Any questions
concerning this approval may be directed to Ray Cunningham, Chief,
Air Strategy Development Section (404/881-3286).

Sincerely yours,

0. Lk 0oy

John C. White
. Regional Administrator

Attachment

This Approval to Construct would be issued this date Fé’b 27, 1978

‘but for.the order entered in Environmental Defense Fund v. Environmental
Protection Agency, No. 78-281 (D.D.C.) (entered on February ,1978).

%ﬁ‘
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Conditions of Approval

1. Upon final review of the particulate control device specifications,

<«

if EPA finds that additional precipitator capacity needs to be
installed to meet the aéplicable particulate emission limit
specified in Condition 2, this additional precipitator capaci{:y
will be désigned and constructed prior to startup. .EPA will
camplete the preconstruction review for this facility within
60 'days from receipt of the additional design information
which the facility will submit by Apeil 1, 1978. o
The source must meet a particulate emission limit, as measured

under Condition 4, of 0.08 .gr.ai‘ns per dry standard cubic foot -
corrected to 12 percent carbon dioxide. This limit is identical

to that required by 40 CFR 60, Subpart E, Standards of Performance

for New Stationary Sources.

Only low suifur (0.8% or less) Number 2 fuel oil will be used fo; .
startup of the incinerators. .Start:up times may vary but will not
exceed the following: 1) 12 hours at low fuel oil feed rate

during "cold" start, or 2) 1 hour during a "hot" start.

Additionally, the applicant must comply with the followiﬁg s

. a. Within 60 days after achieving the maximum producticn rate

at which the source will be operated, but no later than 180
days after initial startup, the owner or operator shall
conduct performance tests and furnish EPA a written report

‘of the results of such performance tests.

-b. Performance tests shall be conducted and data reduced in

accordance with methods and procedures specified by EPA.
Reference methods 1 through 5 as published in Appendix A of

40 CFR 60 will be used for particulate tests.

Page 3 of 5
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Performance tests shall be conducted under such conditions

as EPA shall specify based on representative performance of

the source. The owner or operator shall make available to

EPA such records as may be necessary to determine the |
corditions of the performance tests. | -

The owner or operator shall provide 30 days prior notice of

the performance test to afford EPA the opportunity to have

. an observer present.

The owner or operator shall providé or cause to be provided,

performance testing facilities as follows: .

1. Sampling ports adequate for test methods applicable to
- the source.

2. Safe sampling plétform(s) .

3. Safe access to sampling platform(s).

“Each performance test shall consist of three separate runs

using the applicable test method. Each run shall be
conducted for the time and under the conditions specified by
EPA. For the purpose of determining oompiiance with an

emission limitation, the arithmetic mean of results of the

* three runs shall apply. In the event that a sample is

accidentally lost or conditions occur in which one of the
three runs must be discontinued because of forced shutdown,
failure of an irreplaceable portion of the sample train,

extreme meteorological conditions, or other circumstances

Page 4 of 5
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beyond the owner or operator's control, compliénce_‘ may,. upon
the approval of EPA, be determined using the arithmetic |
mean of the other two runs. ’
5. The applicant niust. furnish to EPA eviaence that Ehe source emits
| less than 100 tons/year of hydrocarbons aue to its location in L
a non—atté_i.mnént area for oxidants, or must obtain legally |
enfo_rceable offsets for the hydrocarbon emissions from this

facility.

Page 5 of 5
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* Pre-Construction Review and Final
. Detemination for the Mstropolitan Dade Ccunty .
Resource Recovery Fac111ty to be Constructed in Dade County, Florlda

-~

This review was perfcrmed by the

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
in accordance with EPA regulations for
Prevention of Significant Air Quality
‘Deterioration

" February 25, 1978
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INTRODUCTION AND FINAL DETERMIMATION

On December 5, 1974, the Environmental Prbtection Agency promulgated
regulations for Prevention of Significant Zir Quality Deterioration (PSD).

These regulations were amended on June 12, 1975 and September 10, 1975.

On August 7, 1977, the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1977 became law setting

forth new PSD requirerrents; A November 3, 1977 final rulemaking further =

-amended the PSD fegulations to incorporate immediately effective Vchanges

 required by the 1977 Amendments. Specifically, these changes are:

1) Mandatory Class I areas, 2) More restrictive ambient increments for

sulfur dioxide and particulate matter, and 3) Restrictions on Class III

reclassifications. Also, a new section of the Act on tall stacks limits

~ the credit for stack height to good éngineering practice. Under these

regulations, a source that is included in one of 19 source categories

rust be reviewed with regard to significant deterioration prior to

-

construction. Authority for implementing these regulations in the

State of Florida presently rests with the EPA Thérefore, sources

wishing to construct in Florida must obtain approval fram both EPA and

“the State.

Under the PSD regulations a source must pass two criteria in order

~ to be approved. The first criteria is that Best Available Control

‘ Technology (BACT) mﬁst bé_ applied to all emission points of ‘_sulfur oxides

(507) and particulate matter (TSP) within the facility. The second
criteria is that increases in ambient concentrations of S02 and particu-

lates resulting from emissions from this source must not exceed certain



increments. All areas are presently classified as either Class I or
Class II (see attached regulations) .

Allowable mcrements in ambient coucentratlons are as follows-

Pollutant o Class I Class II
- ug/m3 “ug/m3 -

Particulate Matter o o ' L
Annual Geometric Mean 5 . 19 o -
24-hour Maximum _ 10 - 37

Sulfur DlOXJ.de
Annual Arithmetic Mean _ 2 20

- 24-Hour Maximum . -5 91
3~Hour Maximum . 25 ) 512

The increments causecl | by the source are evaluated using air quality
T n‘odels developed by EPA. .

Metropolltan Dade County J_ntends to construct a 3000 ton per day solid
waste recovery facility (mcmerator) in Dade County near the Mlam
International Airport, and has submitted appllcatlons to the EPA for
Aapproval to construct four sources of air pollutan.t, emissions ai_:\ the
7 fa'cil.ity.. | .
| EPA has reviewecll the material submitted by engineering conslxltanté
' 4for.Metropolitan'Dade County and has made a final determination
. that in aocordallce with 40 CFR 52.21(d) (2) (ii), this consfruction ca{*.‘
be _éppmved with conditions. These conditions are nécessary for thé
| following reasons: |

1. An emission limit is required as a condition of approval for
each source under 40 CFR 52.21(4d) (2) (i1).

2. From the data submitted in the application, EPA is unable to
determine whether Best Available Control Technology (BACT)
for particulate emissions will be applied to the source.

'y
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For particulate emission control, the applicant plans to
install an electrostatic precipitator. Detailed design
specifications for the precipitator have been submitted.

The vendor has guaranteed the precipitator to comply with

an emission limit of 0.06 grains per dry standard cubic

foot (0.06 gr/DSCF) corrected to 12 percent CO2. BACT

is defined bv 40 CFR 52.01(f) as that technology which will .
cause the source to comply with the Federal New Source -
Performance Standard, which is 0.08 gr/DSCF corrected to

12 percent COp. If the guaranteed emission rate is met,

the unit would comply with BACT requirements.

"Upon review of the technical specifications of the prec:Lpl—
tator, EPA has been unable, in the time allotted for review,
to obtain sufficient data with which to determine if the
precipitator is capable of complying with the guaranteed
emission rate. It is EPA's conclusion, nowever, that the
technique of electrostatic precipitation does represent -

BACT for this source. The only uncertainty is the capacity
of the precipitator necessary to meet the emission limitation.

" Since the applicant has made provisions for installation of
additional precipitator capacity, and since the manufacturer
has guaranteed the precipitator to meet the emission limit,
the construction should .be- appromed contingent upon further
review of the control dev1ce prior to startup

The maximum additional control which FPA will require tipon
further review will be an additional control equal in design
to the precipitator now planned. Therefore, one of the
conditions of approval is that this additional precipitator
capacity will be installed before startup of the source, if

" EPA detemmines it to be necessary.

Sulfur dioxide emissions are very low and no additional SOy
control will be required. (SOp emissions are estimated as

2.5 1b per ton of refuse burned, or 180 1lb per hour or 1lléppm.
No. 2 .fuel oil will be used for startup only, so these emissions
are negligible.

Conditions to Approval

1.

Upon final review of the particulate control device specifications,
if IPA finds that additional precipitator capacity needs to be
installed to mect the applicable particulate emission limit

~

L3



L B LY SIS

B O S I 5 S aar

ATR QUALITY ANALYSIS

The purpose of this section is to present the results of a diffusion
analysis, usin; EPA's air quality models, to predict the maximum con-
centrations for suspended particulates (TSP) and sulfur dioxide (SOp) .
for various averaging periods. The initial modeling analysis was

' conducted byA an environmental consulting firm and submifted

to EPA for review. The results of EPA's review are presented below.
Based on these results the following conclusions may be drawn for the
proposed construction of the resource recovery facility:

1. The proposed _operations will be in complience with FPA's

regulatlons for the Preventlon of Slgnlflcant Deterioration

as promulgated in the Federal Reglster on December 5, 1974,

and as amended on June 12 and September 10, 1975, and November 3,
- 1977, Spec1f1cally, the irpact of the proposed source will
not cause a violation of thre appllcable PSD 1ncrements allowed for

R the Class I or Class II areas affected.

2. The ground level concentraticns -of TSP and SO due soley to the

B -~ operations of the proposed facility will not contravene any

. - applicable Federal ambient air quality standards.
Results |
. The impact of the proposed resource récovexy facility upon local
.ambient contaminant levels wés 'evaluated by means of mathematical
dispersion models which simulate the processes of transport and

diffusion of stack effluents in the atmosphere. The models employed -



* for this purpose are Gaussion plume models developed by the
Meteorological Laboratory of the Environmental Protection Agency.
Inputs include physical dimensions and emission characteristics of

the source, as well as hourly values of those meteorological parameters

affecting plume behavior. The emission rates used for modeling the
- proposed facility were emissions which represent best available control
technology. C.-;round-level concentrations of TSP and S0; attributable

to operation of the proposed facility were camputed for one hour, 24-hour,
and annual averaging perlods The output obtained from appllcatlon of

- the models con51sts of hourly, daily, and annual average concentrations

at each designated ":cjeceptor" location.
The models used and brief summaries of each model are given below:

PIMAX - A single source model which calculates the maximum
10 minute concentration and downwind distance to
point of maximum concentration as a function of
o stability class and a given set of wind speed
A . categories. ;
CRSTER - A smgle source model which is designed to calculate
. maximum one-hour, 24-hour, and annual average concen-
trations at a specified set of receptors for a full
year of actual hourly meteorological data.

PIMIPW - A multiple source model which calculates hourly
concentrations and the average concentration for
several hours as a function of specified meteoro-
logical conditions at specified receptors.

AQDM - A multiple source model which calculates the annual
arithmetic average concentration from regional source
- emissicns and meteorological data.



il

Table 1 presents the input parameters -to the models for all of the

point sources at the proposed facility. The distance from the pmpésed
source to the nearest Evergladés National Park boundary is approximately
33 kiloreters in a general direction of 255° from North (see Figure 1).
The maximum ground level concentrations of TSP and S0y for this Class I |
area occurred in this direction at that distance as modeled with CRSTER ~
and these values are shown in Table 2 along with fhe maximm impacts
in the Class II area where the facility is located (see Figure 2).
The air gquality modeling analysis predicted the impact of the proposed
source to be in campliance with PSD regulaticns.' As can be seen from
Table 2, the annual and short-term PSD increments are not yiolated. B
Therefore, the construction is approved with conditioné as outlined

~above to ensure compliance with BACT.



TABLE 1

Operating and Emission Parameters During Normal Operationé

‘Souxce
Boilers Boilers Pathological Glass
‘ ls2 384 Incinerator = Dryer.
| ‘Sulfur (3) | 0.1 0.1 - 0.5
P SO, Emission Rate ~  36.3  36.3 : - ©0.12
T ; (g/sec) : - :
TSP Emission Rate 13.65 13.65 - 0.15 _ 0.02
(g/sec) '
‘Stack Height 45,7 45.7 6.5 4.6
(meters) ; _ .
Stack Diameter - 2.67 2.67 0.61 0.61
© (meters) . —_— . .
""" Exit Temperature 489.0 489.0 977.0 394.0
(degrees kelvin) . ) ' : '
Exit Velocity ©14.0 14.0 8. 0.7

(m/sec) ' ' | -
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TABLE 2

Sumary of Air duality Impact in the Vicinity of-
Dade County's Proposed Resource Recovery Facility = .

+

Pollutant a Allowable ' Increment Consumed Allowable Increment Consumed |
Class I Increments in Everglades Nat'l Park Class II Increments in Class II.area
(ug/m3) : (ug/m3) o (ug/m3) © (ug/m3)

Particulate Matter (TSP)

Annual Gecmetric Mean 5. 0.2 19 : 0.7 ;

24~hour Maximm* : - 10 0.8 37 o 10.0 :
Sulfur Dioxide

Annual Arithmetic Mean 2 0.3 20 2.0

24~-Hour Maximum* 5 2.1 o1 25.0

3-Hour Maximum®* 25 8.7 512 © 82,0

Not to-bé exceeded more than once per year |

B s S
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RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

No comments were received in response to the preliminary
determination. ‘ :
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APPROVAL OF P..ANS

"

ench re«?ion in the Etate. An attoinment

. date which only refers to & month and

a year (such as July 1975) shall be con-
strued to mean the last day of the month

in  question,  Every individual  source
~subject to a control stratcgy.  require-
“ment sct forth in the plan must

comply with such requirement no later
than the specified attainment date. How-
ever, the spccification of attainment
dates for national standards does not re-
lleve any State from the provisions of
§ 51.15 of this chapter which require all
sources and categorles of sourcesto com-
ply with applicable requirements of the
plan—

(2) As expeditiously as practicable

_ where the requirement is part of a con-

trol strategy designed to attain. a primary
standard. and
(b) WwWithin a reasonable tlme where

the requirement is part of a control

strategy designed to attain a secondary
standard.

[39 FR 34533 September 26, 1974]

§ 52.21 Significant deterioration of air
‘ quality,

() Plan disapproval. Subsequent to
May 31, 1972, the Administrator. re-
viewed State implementeation plans to
determine whether or not the plans per-
mit or prevent significant deterloration
of alr quality in any portion of any State
where the existing air quality I5 better
than one or more of the secondary
standards. The review Indicates. that
Btate plans generally do not contain
regulations or procedures spectiically
addressed to this problem. Specific dis-
approvals are listed, where applicable, in
8ubparts B through DDD of this part.
No disapproval with respect to a State's
fallure to prevent significant deterlora-
tion of alr quality shall’ invalldate or
otherwise affect the obligations of States,
emisston sources, or other persons with
respect to all portion of plans approved

~or promuigated under this part,

(b) "Definitions. For the purposes of
this section:
- (1) “FacBity” means an identiflable
plece of process equipment. A stationary
source is composed of one or more poi-
luta.nt-emlttmg factiities.

f40 FR 2500_4,_ June 12, 1975) - . -
(2) The phrase “Administrator” means

* the Administrator of the Environmental

Protection Agency or his desxgn..ted rep-
resentatlve, -

(3) The phrase “Federal Land Mana-
ger” means the hcad, or his designated

representative,” of any Department or

.Agency of the Federal Government which
edmintsters federally-owred land, In-

. cluding public domain lands.

(4) The phrase “Indlan Reservatfon”
means any federally-recognized reserva-

tlon established by Treaty, Agrecment,

Executive Order, or Act of Congress. .
(5) The plrase “Indian Governing

Body” meaps the governing body of any -
tribe, band, or group of Indians subject
to the jurisdictlon of the United States -

and recognized by the Unlied States as
possessing power of self-government.

" (8) “Construcilon” means fabiication, -

erection or installation of a statlonary
source.

D "Commenced"
owner or operator has undertaken a con-
tinuous ‘program -of construction or
modification or that an owner or opera-
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- Bulfur dioxide:

. Bodies,
meang that an

tor has entercd into a contractual obliga~

. tion to underteke and complete, wWithin

a reasonable time, o continuous program
of construction or modiftcation.

(c) Area dcsignetion and ‘detertora-
tion Increment. (1) ‘The provistons of
this parngraph have been incorporated
by reference into the epplicable imple-
mentation plans for varlous States, as
provided in Subpearts B through DDD of

" this part. Where this paragraph is so in-

‘coirporated, the provisions shall also be
applicable to all lands owned by the
Federal. Government and Indian Re-
gervetions located In such State. The

" provisions of this paragraph do not
..apply in those counties or other func-

Lticnally equivalent areas that pervasively

excecded any natlonal ambient ailr
‘quality standards during 1974 for sulfur
dloxide or particulate matter acd then
only with respect to such poiiutants.
Gtates may notify the Administrator at
any time of those areas which exceeded
the natlonal standards during 1374 and
therefore are exempt from the require-
mants of this paragraph.

(2){1) Por purposcs of this para-
graph, areas designated es Class I or

* I shall be Iimited to the following in~
“creases in pollutant concentration cc-

cwrring since January 1, 1975:
|40 FR 25004, June 12, 1875)
Area de_algnar.'om

Class I Class IL

Pollutent h 3 3
: ~ugfm”  ug/m

Particulate mattor: :
Annual geonetric mean. 5 b1}
10 0

Annusl arlthmotiomean.......: 2 15
« 24-hr maximum - -] 120
8-br maximum, ...... emm——- e 25 - 0

[40 FR 2802, January 16, 1973].

(i) For purposes.of this parsaraph,
areas designated as Class IIT sBall be
iimited to concentrations of parziculate
metter and -suliur. dioxide -no greater
than the national e.mblﬁnt m. quaiity
stendards. . -

(1il) The air quality 1mpact o?f sources
granted approval to construct or modify
prior to January 1, 1975 (pursuant to
the approved new source review proce-

. dures in the.plan) but not yet operating
“prior to January 1, 1975, shall not be

counted against the alr qualitv incre-
ments specifled _in pamgraph (c)(2)H

- 01 t.his sect.lon.

[40 FR. 25004 June 12, 1973]

(3) (1) Al areas are deslgnated Class IT
as of the effective date-of this parazraph.
Redesignation may be proposed by the

respective States, Federal Land Meana-
‘gers, or Indian Governing Bodies. as pro-

. ‘vided below, subject. to approval by the
- Adminisirator.

(1) The State may submit to the Ad-
ministrator & proposal -to. . recesignate
greas - of the State Ciass I, Ciass I, or
Clsss IIT, provided that: .

(a) At least one public hearing is held
in or near the area affected and this pub-

~lic ‘hearing is held in accordanca with
-procedures- estabiished in § 51.4 of this

chapter, and

(b) Other States, Indian Goveming
and Federal Land Managers
whose lands may be affected by the pro-
posed. redesignation are not,lﬁe\. at least
80 days prior to the public hearing, and

[40 FR 25004, June 12, 1975]

$Co>pyligh' © 1976 by The Bureou of Notional Affairs, inc.

(c). A discussion of the reasons for the
propozed redesignntion i avajlable for
publlc Inspection at least 30 days prinr
to the hearing and the notice announiein, s
the hearing contalns appropriate notifi-

cation of the availubility of : el gbcie.-
slon, and
(dy»- The proposed rcdeslanation iz

nased on the record of the State's
ing, which must reflect the basis for the
prozosed redesignadon, including corni-
sideration of (1) growth anticipated in
the area, (2) the socfal. environmental,
and economic. effects of such redesig-
nation upon the area being propozed fo:
redesignation and uson othier areas and
States, and (3) any impacts of such pro-
posed redesignation upon regional or na-
tional interests.

(e) The redesignation is proposed after |
consultation with the elected leadershup
of local and other substate gencral pur-
pose governments jn the area covercd
by the proposed redesignation,

[40 FR 25004, June 12. 1975]

(1il) Except as provided In subdivision
(iv} of this subparagraph. a Statc in
which lands owned by the Federai Gov-
ernment are located may submit to the
Administrator a proposal to redesignate
such lands Class I, Class II, or Class IfI
in accordance with subdivision «ity of the
subparagraph provided that:

{a)} The redesignation is consisicent
with adjacent State and privately owned
land, and

(b) Such redesignation is proposed
after consultation with the Federal Land
Manager.

(iv) Notwithstanding subdivision (iii»
of this subparagraph, the Federal Land
Manager may submit to the Admunistra-
tor a proposal to redesignate any Fed-

henr-

. eral lands to a more restrictive desigha-

tlon than would otherwise be ap; blicable
provided that:

(a) The Federal Lzmd Mancger fol-
lows procedures equivalent to 'hose re-
quired of States under paragraph (c) (3)
(i) and,

. (b) -Such redesignation is proposed
afier consultation with the State(s) in
which the Federal Land is located or
which border the Federal land.

(v) Nothing in this section is intenced
to convey authority to the States over
Indian Rescrvations where States have
not assumed such authority under diher
laws nor is it intended to deny jurisdic-
tlon which States have assumed under
other laws. Where a State has not us-
sumed jurisdictlon over an Indlan Res-
ervation the appronriate Indian Govern-
ing Body may submit to the Administra-
tor a propo:zal to redesignate arecas Class
I, Class II, or Class III, provided that:

(a) 'The Indian Governing Body {nl-
lows procedures equivalent to tlinse re-
quired of States under paragzraph (¢

(3 (i) and,

(b)Y Such redesignation is proposcd
after consultation with the State(s) in
which the Indian Reservation is locates?
or whichh border the Indian Reservation
and, for those lands held in trust, with
the aonroval of the Sccretary of the
Interior.

(vD) The Administrator shiall anprove,
within 99 days, any redesignation pro-
pnsed pursuant to this subparazraph as
follows:

(a) Any redesignation proposed pursu-
ant to subdivisions (i) and i of this

(Soc 52. 21 (c)(3)(wl| 27
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“  suhparagraph shall be approved unless
-the Administrator determines (1) that
the requirements of subdivistons (1) and
i) of this subparagraph have not been
complicd with, (2 that the state has
arvitrarily and capriciously disregarded
relevant considerations set ferth in sub-

paragraph (3)(il) (d) of this paregraph, .

or (3) .that the State has not requested
and receifved delegation of responsibility
for carrying out the new source review
requirements of paragraphs (d) and (¢
of thls sectlon. * ’

[40 FR 25004, June 12, 1975]

(b)Y Any redesignation proposed pur-
suant to suhdivision (iv) of this subpara-
graph shall be approved unless he de-
termines (1) that the requirements of
subdivision (v) of this subparagraph
have not been complied with, or (2) that
‘the Federal Land Manager has arbi-
- trarily and capriclously disregarded rele-
vant conslderations set forth in subpara-
graph (3) (1) (d) of this paragraph.

{¢) Any redesignation submitted pur-
suant to subdivision (v) of this subpara-
graph shall be approved unless he deter-
mines (1) that the requirements of
. sukdivision (v) of this subparagraph
have not been complied with, or (2) that
the Indian Governing Body has arbi-
_trarlly and capriciously disregarded
relevant considerations set forth in sub~
paragraph (3) (1) (d) of this paragraph.

(d) Any redesignation proposed pyr-
suant to this paragraph shall be ap-
proved only after the Administrator has
solicited written comunents from af-
fected Federal agencies and Indian Gov-
‘erning Bodies and from the public on the
proposal. ) .

. {e) Any proposed redesignation pro-
tested to the proposing State,. Indian
Governing Body, or Federal Land Man-
Arer and to the Administrator by another
Slate or Indian Governing Body because
of the cffects upon such protesting State
or Indlan Rescrvation shall be approved
by the Administrator only if he-+deter-
mines that in his judgment the redesig-
nation approprintely balances counsid-
erations of growth anticipated In the
area proposed to be redesignated; the
soclal, environmental and economic ef-
fects of stich redeslmmation tpon the
area being redesignated and upon other

areas and States; and any hinpacts upon

regional or national interests, -

(/) The requirements of paragraph (¢’
(3) (vD).(@) (3) thrat & State request nnd
receive delegation of the new source re-
view requirements of this section as a
condition to approval of a proposed.re-
‘designation, shall include as a minimum
receiving the administrative and techni<
cal functions of the new source review.
The Administrator will carry out any re-

quired enforcement action in cases where -

the State does not -have adecquate legal
nuthority to initiate such- actions. The
Administrator may waive the require-
ments of paragraph (¢) (3) (vi) (a) (3) 1L
the State Attormney-General has deter-
mined that the Stute cannot accept dele-
gation of the administrative/technical
functions. . .
[40 FR 25004, June 12, 1975}

(vil) If the Administrator disap-
proves any proposed area designation

i

_under this subparagraph, the State, Fed-

eral Land Manager or Indian Governing
Body, as.appropriate, may resubmit the
proposal after correcting the ceficiencies
noted by tho.Administrator vr reconsid-
cring any.‘area designation determined
by the Administrator to be arbitrary and
capriclous,, : .. .

(d) Review of new sourcer. (1) The
provisions of this pariugraph have been
incorporated by reference into the ap-
plicable implementation plans for vari-
ous States, as provided in Subparts B
. through DDD of this part. Where this
"paragraph is 8o Incorporaied, the re-

quirements of this paragraph apply to

© any new or modified staticnary source

of the type identified belos wirich has

not commenced construction or modifi-
cation - prior to Junc 1, 1973, except us

_specifically .. provided  below. A source

which is modifled, but does not increase

the .amount of sulfur oxldes or particu-
late matter emitted, .or is modifled to
utilize .an alternative fuel, or. higher
sulfur content fuel, shali not be subject
to this paragraph. . B
.- [40 FR 25004. June 12, 1975].

. () Fossil-Fuel Steam Eleciric Planis
of more than 1000 -million B.T.U, per
hour heat input.

(i) Coal Cleaning Plants.

(if) Kraft Pulp Mills.

(lv) Portland Cement Plauts.

. (v) Primary Zinc Smelters.

- (v1) Iron and Steel Mills.

(vi)) "Primary Aluminum Ore Reduc-
tion Plants. ..

(viil) Primary Copper Smeliers.

(ix> Munlicipal Incinerators capable of
charging more than 250 tcns of refuse
per 24 hour day.

(x) Sulfuric Acid Plants.

(xi) Petroleum Refineries.

(x1i) Lime Plants. -

(xii1) Phosphate Rock Processing
Plants. " R :

(xiv) By-Product Coke Oven Batteries.

(xv) ‘Bulfur-Recovery Plants.

(xvl) Carbon Black Plants (furnace
process). . . -

- AxviD), Primary . Lead Smeiters,

(xvilf).. Fuel Conversloan 2iants.

- -(x2ix) Ferroalloy production facilities
conmmencing construction after -Octo-
ber 5, 1975, v - : '

- [40-FR 42010, Scptember 10, 1975}

(2) ‘No- owner or operator shall com-
mence construction or modification of &
source subject to this parazzaph unless
the Administrator -determines that, on
the basls - of informaticn submitted
pursuant to subparagraph (3) of this
paragraph: . .

i) “'The effect on air quality concen-
tration.of the source or modified source,
in conjunction with the efects of growth
and reduction in emissions a2{ter January
1, 1975, of other sources in the area af-
fected by the proposed source. will not
violate the air quality increments applica-
bic in the arca where the source will be
located nor the air quality wcrcments ap-
plicablc In any other areas. The analysis
of cmissions growth and reduction after
Jonuary:1, 1975, or other scurces in the
areas nffected by the prcposed source
shall include. all new and wmeodifled
sources grainted approval to construct

. pursuant. {o this paragreph; reduction
a -," ;._‘ EL R T N

I P

""" Environment Reporter
ot » . . .,

- . R

in emissions from ex!sting sources which
contributed to alr quality during all or
part of 1974; and general comunearcial,
yesidential, industeicl, and othier souree:.
of emissions growth noet exempted by
paragraph () (v diiv  of this scction
which has orcurred sinee Sannary 1, 19735,

140 FR 25004, June 12, 1975]

(i) The new or modified source will
meet an emlssion limit, to be specified
by the Administralor as a condition to
approval, which represents that level of
ernission -reduction which would bLe
achieved by the application of hest auvail-
abie control technology, as defined In
§52.01(f), for particulate matker and
suifur dioxide. If the Admintstrator de-

termines that technelogical or economic

limitations on the application of meas-
urement methodology to a partlcular
class of sources would make the mmposi-
tion of an emission standard Inteasible,
he may instead prescribe a design or
equipment standard requiring tiie-ap-
plication of best available control tech-
nology. Such standard shall to the degrce
possible set forth the emission reducticns
achievable by implemenintion of such
design or equipment, and shall provide
ior compliance by means which achieve
equivalent results.

(i) with respect to madifiad
sources, the requirements of subparu-
graph (2)(ii) of this paragraph snudd
be applicable oniy to the facility or fa-
cllitles. from which emisstons are in-
creased.

(3) In making the determinations re-
quired by paragraph ) (2» ol this see-
tion, the Administrator shall, as 2 mini-
mum, require the owner or cperator ol
the source subjcct to this paragraph o
submit: site information; plans, deserip-

- tion, specifications, and drawings show-

ing the design of the source; infornmns-
tion necessary to.dctermine the impacl
that the construction or modinication will
have on sulfur dioxide and particulate
matier air quality levels; and any other
information recessary to determine that
best available control technology will ke
applied. Upon request of the Administra-
" tor, the owner or operator of the scuice
‘shall also provide informatiion on the
nature and extent of general conunercial.
residential, industrial, and other growth
which has oeccurred in the area affecied
by the source’s emissions (such area to
be specified hy the Administrator) since
_ January 1, 1975.
[40 FR25004. June 12, 1975}

(4) (1) Where a new or meodifled source
is located on Federal lands, such zouircc
shall-be subject.to the procedures sct
forth in paragraphs (&) and (e of Lhis
section. Such procedures shall be in ad-
dition to applicabie procedures cunduc Led
by the Federal Land Manager for admin-
istration snd protection of the aifected
Federal: Lands. Where feasible, the
Administrator will coordinate his review
and hearings with the Federal Land
Manager to nvold duplicate adminlgtri-
tive procedurcs.

Gi) New or modified sources which
are located -on Indlan Reservations shall

bé subjcct io procedurcs set forth in -

paragraphs (d) and (e) of this sectlon.

© {Sec. 52.21{d) AN 28
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Buch procedures shall be administered
by the Administrator in couperation.
with the Secretary of the Interior with
respect to lands over which the State

,}ms not assumed jurisdiction under other
Aws.

{11y Whenever any new or modifled
source Is subject to action by a Federal
Apency which might necessitate prepa-
ration of an environmental impact state~
ment pursuant to the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4321),
review by the Administrator conducted
pursuant to this paragraph. shall be
coordinated with the broad environmen-
-tal reviews under that Act, to the maxi-
mum extent feasible and reasonable,

{40 FR 25004, June 12, 1975} -

(5) Where an owner or operator has
applied for permission to constiuct or
modify pursuant to this paragraph and
the proposed source would be located

In an area which has been proposed for .

redesignation to & more stringent clacs
{or the State, Indlan Governing Body,
or Federal Land Manager has announced
such conslderation), approval shall not
be granted until the Administrator has
acted on the proposed redesignation.

<e) Procedures for public participa-

~ tion. (1) (1) Within 20 days after receipt

of an application to construct, or any
addition to such application, the Admin-
Istrator shall advise the owner or opera-
tor of any deficiency in.the information
submnitted in support of the application.
In the event of such a deficiency, the
. date of receipt of the applicstion. for the
purpose of paragraph -(e) (1) (1) of this
section shall be the date on which all
required information is received by the
Administrator. S C.
(i1) Within 30 days after receipt of
- a complete application, the Administra-
tor shall; .
(a) Make a preilminary determination
. whether the source should be approved,
aphroved with conditions, or disapproved.
. (b)) Make avallable in at least one lo-
cation in each rezion in which the pro-

- . posed source would he constructed, o copy

of all materjals submitted by the owner
.or operator, o copy of the Administrator’s
preliminary determination and a copy
or summary of other materials, if any,
considered by the Administrator in mak-
ing his preliminary cetermination: and

(¢) Notify the public, by prominent
advertisement in newspaper of general
circwlation in each rezion in which ‘the
proposed source would be constructed,
-of the opportunity for written public
comment on the information submitied

" by the owner or operator and.the Ad-

ministrator’s preliminary determination
on the approvability of the scurce.

(iii) A copy of the notice reguired pur-
suant to this subparagraph shall be sent
to the applicant and to ofiiclals and agen-
cies having cognizance over the locations
where the source will be situated as fol-
lows: State and local air pollution con-
trol ngencies, tlie chief executive of the
city and county; any comprehensive re-
gional land use plananing agency; and any
State, Federal Land Muanager or Indian
Governing Body whose lands will be sig-
niftcantly affected by the sources
emissions.

1-23-76

(v) Public comments submitted in
writing within 30 days after the date
such information {s made availibie shall
be considered by the Adniinistrator fu
making his final decision oa tlie appli-
cation. No Jater than 10 davs alter the
closc of the public comment perd, the
applicant may submit a written respouse
to any comments submitted by tlie public.
The Administrator shall cons!der the ap-
plicant’s response in making &is final
decision. All comments shall be made
available for public inspection in at least
one location in the region in which
the source would be locaizd.

(v) The Administrator shall tzke final
action on an application within 30 days
after the close of the public ecmment
period. The Administrator shall notify
the applicant in writing of his approval,
conditional approval, or deniai of the
application; and shall set forth his rea-
sons for conditional approval cor denial.
Such notification shall te made 2vaiizble
" for public inspection in at least one loca-
tion in the region in which the source
would be located.

(vi) The Administrator maz extend
each of the time periods specified in
paragraph (e) (1) (i), vy, or ¢¥) of this
section by no more than 30 days or such
other period as agreed to by the appli-~
cant and the Administrator.

.[40 FR25004, June 12, 1973]

(2) Any owner or operator who con-
structs, modifies, or opsraies a station-
ary source not in accordance with the
application, as approved and conditioned
by the Adminisirator, or any cwner or
operator of a stationary source subject
to-this paragraph who commenices con-
struction or modification after June 1,
1973, without applying for and receiv-
ing approval hercunder, shall be-subject
"to enforcement action under section 113

of the Act.

(3) Approyal to constriict or modify
shall become Invalld if construction or
expansion is not commenced within 18
months after receipt of such anproval or
if construction is discontinued for a pe-
‘riod of 18 months or more. Trhe Admin-
istrator may extend such -tirme period
‘upon & satisfactory showing that an ex-
tension is justified. i

(4) Approval to construct or modify -
shall not relieve any owner or operator
of the responsibility to complr with the

~control strategy and all local, Siate, and

Federal regulations which are pert of

“the applicable State Implementation

Plan.’

(f) Delegation of authority. (1) The
Administrator shall have the authority
to delegate responsibility for impiement-
ing the procedures for conducting source

- review pursuani to paragraphs (d) and

(e), In accordance wiih subsaragraphs
(2), (3), and (4) of this parzzraph.

(2) Where the Administrator dele-
gates the responsibility for implement-
ing the procedures for conducting source
review pursuant to this scction to any
Agency, other than a regional office of
the Environmental Protection Agency.
the following provisions shali apply:

(1) Where the agency designated is
not an air pollution control azgency, such

Copyright ® 1976 by The Bureau of Notiono! AHorrs, Inc,

agency shall consult with the appropri-
ate Btate and local air pollution conirol
ugency prior to makring any determini-
tion rcquired by paragraph (¢ o ti..
section, Similarly, where thee oreney
dochrnated daes not have continumge
spottsthittios for mssering Lad aoe e
apency shall consullb with the aggrtige . -
Blate and local apgeney whtrh + g,
marily responsible for numhaging land v e
prior to making any delermination ye-
quired by paragraph (d) of this seelion,
140 FR 25004, June 12. 1975|

(i1) A copy of the notice pursuant Lo
paragraph (e) (1) (i) (c) of this seetion
shall be sent to the Administratos
through the appropriate regional oflice.

(3) In accordance with Executive
Order 11752, the Administrator's authoy-
ity for implementing the procedures for
conducting source review pursuant to tiiis
scction shall not be delegated, otlier than
to a regional office of the Environumenital
Protection Agency, for new or maodificd
sources wilich are owned or operated by
thie Federal govertment or for new or
modified sources located on Federal
lands; except that, with respect to the
latter category, where iew or modified
sources are counstructed or cperated on
Federal lands pursuant to lensingr or
otlier Federal agreements, the Federal
Jand Manager may at his discretion. (o
the extent permissible under applicable™
statutes and regulations, require the
lessee or permittee to be subject to a
desighated State or local agency’'s pro-
cedures developed pursuant to paru-
graphs (d) and (e) of this secticn.

(4) The Administrator’s aulhority for
implementing the procedures jor con-
ducting source review pursuant to tiis

section shall not be redeleuwaled, oilicr

than to a regional office of the Environ-
mentzl Protection Agency, for new or
modified sources which are located on In-
dian reservations except where the State
has assumed jurisdiction over such land
under other laws, in whizh case the Ad-
ministrator may delegate his authority to
the States in aceordance with subpara-
graphs (2}, (3), and (4) of this para-
graph.

139 R 42510, December 5, 1974
§ 52.22 Muintenance of national suind.

ards,

{a) Subsequent to January 31, 1973,
the Administrator reviewed again State
impiementation plan provisions for in-
suring the :naintenance of the national
standards. The review indlcates that
State plans generaliy do not contain reg-
ulations or procedures which acequately
address this problem. Accordingiy, nll
State plans are disapproved with respect
to maintenance because such plans do not
meet Lthe requirements of $51.12:g) of
this chapter. The disapproval applies to
all States listed in Subparts B through
DDD of this part. Nothing in this sec-
tion shall invatidate or otherwise affect
the obligations of States, emission
sources, or other persons with respect to
all portions of plans approved or promul<s™"
gated under this part.

{40 I'R 40160, Scprember 2, 19754

[Sec. 52.22(a)] 29
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_PART 52—/PPROVAL AND PHOMULGA-
TIOH OF STATE IMPLEMUHTATION PLANS
»3977 Clean Rir Act Amendimzits To

© Prevend Significant Deterioration

ENCY: Euvironmental Irotection
Apeney, .
ACTION: 1Mnal rule.

- BUMMARY: The Cican Alr A+t Amic nd-
“taents of 1977 (FPub. L. 95-65., enacted
Aumust 7 of this year, inade teriain -
nedlate chauzes to the Env,conmentnl
v.Protectlon Azency’s 1eitulation. concern-
(':‘,5,‘ Inz the prevention of sipnifica o deterio-
';j,‘h'tlon of alr quality. ‘These regulontions

eateblish s scheme for protecting areas
T:id) e qunlly cleaner than iminhmum
national standards, This rulee.aking in-
cerpotates fnlo EPA’s yepulntions the
- finmedintly effective chinngees
" b/ the 9:7 Amnn(lmr'nl* Thes
trm['cn.. require-
5. -cl mxz to

. ih FY.CFIVE DATE: August 7, 1977 (Gute
.‘ ‘.ol encctment ol’ Pub L. 95-95).

éUPPLE MENTARY INFORMATION:
Pir-1977 AANDAITINTS

L3I l"l'r‘ EPA isstied repulations vnder
-the 18 10 version of the Clean Air Act
Ten (Puk: 1. 91-604)  for the §revention
L w' of r.!rnmcr.nt nlr gqualily delcrioratlon
: " SXTBDOY, These vepulations,. codi 1ed nt 40
. "LI"ni §221, established o scheme for pro-
I
ar lecting ar fas with elr quality cleaner
:\_ hr the natlonal mmblent uly quﬂltw
A%, elanderds (NAAQS).,
a5 < Under WPA's repulatory scliemd, clean
Smens of the natlon could be dexignated
Yamder any of thiree “Classes,” Speeifed
murc rical "J \crcmcnls" of nel-olr pohin-

cousidered to be
Class T in-

‘,"~Clns; up to w Jevel
srnificent™ for that .nrea.
Nerements permitted  only minor  air
'1 yunlity  deterferation:  Class 1D Ia-
fsinerements permitted moderate detertora-
Siten: Clase 1TT fncrements permitted de-
flerlerntion un to the ITAAQS. c
e EPA Indlnlly deslpnaled w)) clean arens
e uf the nollen ss Class 31 States, In-
208an Irfbes, and ofilelals having control
u‘.;m or Federnl Jands (Foedernd Lnnd Mnn-
K S pgers) werd plven n ithority to rodes-
= 1~nnlo thelr Jands 1o Class T .or 111
‘sh.u.\m’ic speelfizd procedures,
m i Thd aren clussiNealion scheme was ad-
'\..n'\nl dered and enforeed thronpgh n me-

B

- comstructicin and proe ciodific r\llon permit

.
v - . -
.

Cend EPAS repulations

reqguired.
»ehanpges’

_Jdmpracticable to propose

BEST AVAILABLE COPY

progzram for nincteen spectficd types of
stationary el pollution sonrees. o such
alr pollulion source could hogin con-
struction or incdificalion unless EPA (or
A State) hwd found that tht souree’s
cmissions vould noy excred the munesl-
cal “incremients” {or - the apnlicable
*Class and that the source would une hast
wvailable contrel . teclhmolozy  (BACT),
“IThe permit program appiizd 1o suurces
which had not “commenced construc-
tion,” as defined in the rexuvis qu.., by
Juncl 195, .

1877 AMERDMERTS

* .0On August 17, 1977, the Clean Alr Act
Amendments of 1977 bLeerine Juw, The
19777 Amendments chanred the 1990 Lct
in niany respeets,
parlicitinrly with regurd to ©SD. The
hmepdiments moid new Sections 163--1698
Lo the Act, which set forth new LD
requircinents,

The new stetutory schome, which s
gencrally more comprenhcenaive and 1o«
strielive than FPA'S repulalors scheme,
will not be fully effective until the Statex

and/or IiPA underlake furilcr ruiemak-
ing netivity (desceribed belowd, New 9'"‘-
Ltion 166 provides, how cever, that ¥p
currpnt regulations i be unL.duccl
immediately supersedéd in certain re-
spects, The purpose of this rudemaking
nction Is lo nmend EPA’s 5D reguia-
tions (40 CFR 5221 to comply with new
Scction 168, Since these changes are
maundated by statute to bz eficctive ns
of Aurugl 7, 1977 (date of enuctly N:n* of
1971 Amcnchnans) the
fincds that it would bhe

: and
'hv"h changes
vv~'\l ”\r' 'h"'l‘

Jor public comment before i
oriheless, B4

gdaministrative!y thiae Ne
Wil conzlien commenis
these changes along with 4
submitted on the related propn

pearing in today's Fenipar ReGy
pares H7471 and 8747 -

Section 165 provides: A"\L EPYA's reg-
ulations shall be deemss xvﬁmra"".y
amended {o conform to "m follow
new statulory provisions: §362() (new
Clnss T areas); $163(h) (uore restric-
tive “increments”); nnd $1640n)  (ex-
clusion. of cortain arcas from Class 1T
consideralion and inore reztrictive proce-
dures for redezignating te Cl 111y, The
nppropriate repulatory changes -are ex-
plained below,

Tt is Importanl to nole thet Seetiow
368 L-:.m\s%l) provides that only sources
which “conuntneed’ consiruction under
the new statutory definiticn (contained
in Scclion 169(2)) before August 17,
1097 nve exemipt from the fimmediefely

ing

cffective  changes.  Therefore, cven
sources  which reeclved 1'SD permits

from EUCA privr oo August st be re-
exnmined In Hght of tha new famedi-
ntely effective requlvements i constrie-
tion did nol commence before that dnte.
Liccatse of this requirancent, and be-
cause Section 168 also provides thatl,
ecources commencing construction in ne-
cordonce with the new stntutory definf-
tien afler Junc ), 1975 and before Au-
cust 7, 1997 must Be reviewed uander
FPA's repulntions In clficet prios to the

L o © FLOIRAL RLGISILE, VOL. *42, NO. 212—THURSDAY, ‘'NOVIMBER 3, 1977

drator

1077 Amendinenta, 14 Is neceasivy g
amend  Gmnedintely  cftectiver EPPA™
old definitton of “conunence™ to conformn
o the new statutory definttion In thiy
rulemnkineg action, The delintlhion of
“ecommericed 1s discussed further in the
premmble (o the proposed afiendments
to 10 CFR 5221 rclferenced buiow,

- plthongh Section 168 makes only Min- .

fted immmedintely” effective chanrces to

EPA's vepulntions, much more compre- ©
chrnfes are required in the fu--
regu-

Liensive
ture. EP'A is necurdingly pronostn::
Iations elsewhere in todavw's Febenay
RecisiEr o provide » fram wori for
ihe Lransilion. As c.\:plnln'_-:! noaneve de-
tafl In the referenced projpiol netions,
FPA is propasing (1) {o ain-rd s own
S regulation (40 CIT2 5743 Lo in-
corperate many of the new
reguireaments:
ulntions at 40 CIFIU Part 61

‘the necessary (ldunce for

amend tedr fmplementation
ull comidltence w .lh the nesw
requirements.

Afier cmwi(‘c*‘i"" public comments,
s intends for btoth sets of
repuinlions to be promuinnted in final
fornt no lalor than kKiareh 3, 19748 end
for the new revisfon of 40 CI'R 52.21 {o
be clicclive for sources which have not
-obtained finnd PRI permit anprovals by

W piovide
Eintes to
pinre in
datuiory

hiarch 1, 1878, Feen .o senres \\-1" h
conld oblain o Nnal perm't Ly Mareh 1,
1978, must be reviewed in oacc o.(’.'-.ncn

-with the new rules {o be issued {5 Narch
iV will commence construclicn on o
afler I)L(‘cml)"r 1, 1973, (Scoe dises

in premmnble to propmsed anenedi:
“ 40 CI:‘1~ ?.21 in today” s ¥eovi
Teny T woulid

sener for n sgi
‘conmence cons tion un.u \._‘.‘Ci‘nm(‘r
19538, to oblaln ¢ permit puraarat o 40
CIFR 52.21 as amended todav, jor the
mnore stringent substaniive and proee-
curad r(-’luircmm'.!s propesegd cisewhore
in today's Frornear trersive would abdiv
o such n source, Similarly, It wonld
anake Jitlle sense for a Yederal innd
mansieer {o fnitinte™n Class redesinnn-

»

tlon process, for the suthority of Yed-
eral had managers {0 do <o \' ill =non he |

writhdrawn In accevdance with the 1,'0~
wvizions of te 1077 mncx.c.mcvl\

B Manvatory Crass I Annes - o
.« Wew Beellon 162in) of the Act mlo-
auatically classlfics ecerinln anreas ny

Class 1, thus subjeey to the most strin-
pent yestrainds 6 efr quality deieriors-

tion. FThese arcas dochiie all intarnn-
Yonu! patks, 0!l national wikiernes
.arens which exceed 5,030 acres in &

!l natlonal me mo'l!l parls which ex-
ceed 5,000 acres In sive, and all national
parks which excecd 6,000 acres m site.
Jhis desiznation applics only to orens
avhich were In extstence on the date of
ennclment of the new mnendmends
‘These arcas inny not be redesin: ved, A
dist of these arens §s given nt the eud of
this  “Supplcnentary lnfun.mtmu
scction. .

AMMURT JricremMents AN Canases

New Seelfon 163 rets Torth fonedt-
ntd) eftective mmblent alr incrcments

statutory
ung (2 to cicad il s

vrepmaxl



ek ST A e

" Tdleated that

“nble,

v T A I A B S i v raostrd o st

- . e

30 Particulate maller andd sulfur dioxhle
“In Class I, Chasa 31, ondd Class H aveas,
Also Immedialely effeetive §s the Scetion
I (D requircmert  that  each
NAAQS (mot just porUentate matler and

« SUINr dioxide) shall net as an overrid--

by ccillng o nny othereise alfowable
Increment. riew Sectlon 16370 provides
that far any perlod other thon en an-
nual perlad, the applicesle increment
Jnay be exceededd durbis oo sueh periogd
pev-year ab nopiven e Ge ('(xrm
168 does not «
5 immediate Teetive,
ment this seetion 4 o i
provisiohs of Secling 36710
be COr\shlf' red drmmadiaels

Ny
Ly

46 Cx1
YLRAL R}"

it} 1'nn of

As a ves _xlt. or '1.:r: new
“bascline concanlration,” § 1fe) (&
(i must be revolied: This wo\. ion n-
sources which had bern
approval puior o January 1,
3975 (pursizant {o the riew souvee revicw
plocc‘(lnrc in'the plan),
ol yel operating prior .o Jansuary 1,
1975, did not -count arainst the inere-
menia. Tha haseiine definjlion changes
1Is by spoeiivies il a souree el
have comamenced construction (as de-
fined in the Ac) prior to January 6, 1975,
“in order te nol be cowned against the

franfed a

fcrements,” . . ,
e Tt s AL Sreck” Co
New Scelion 122 of the Act limils

‘eredil for stack beight to rood engincer-
Ing practice (GEP). which is deiined as
~that heighl necessary o avoid almos-
phicric downwas n. wakes and cddies. I
indicates that GEP should generally not
exceed bwo and ane-half {imes the height
of the source (subject to exemplion bosed
on appropriale showing by the source).
EPA is requiired (o issue regpulations with-
_In six months to implement Seetion 123,
T Until llxc;c refoulations mre issucd, eredit
for stack heipht according to the “two
and onc-half times” rule will be aceept-
wnless the source can juslily a
higher stack. : . . :
EPA must re-éxamine any jprevious
PSD approval which was baseil on o

stack height which exceeded GEP (lwo,

bat which were.

L tistal kak

‘can not be reciassifed as a Class

Gonm doms bl bS5

BESTAVAILABLECOPY,

led Lo GL® slack l.( fhts, o n-‘(.nlhnnl
saurees would be silowed Lo Io...d(. in thnt
arca, . .

CrLass 111 Ieerans

SIFICATIONS

Anolher hmmediately effecitve chanre
Involves three provisions concerning the
redeszipnation of nreas to Class 1L Mhst,
pursiant to Seclion 164(2), certain arcas
111 aren.
Shese include: (1) an wrea which ex-
cocds 10,000 acres Inosize and iz n:'.-
- tienal monument, a national primitiv

.I.C'l, a nationad preserve, o national r(‘.c—
areplion wrea, o pational v ik and scenie

¢, nenntionnl wildlife rvefupe,

czhore or scashore,

i Na-
and (2) a

nattonal paok or npdianal wiigderness nren

st

and one-lindf “times the height of the -

source), if the source did not conunebee
conslruction before Ausust 7, 1097, Auny

., subsequent S reviews will have to be .

based on o GUE stack helghit for-the ap-
plicant as well a5 for any sources which
havé recelved previous PSS npproval
That §s, #f any Increment woulid- have

lH had pfter the dale of ensclinend
ToAdt which exceeds 10,069 peres in
a2 before any siex may be re-
i to Class J1L specific rpnreval
Teceived from the Guovernor,
Soumullation with the
cwadthie local governmenis repre-
womajorily of the resicdeils in the
whiieh is Lo be redesigiated. Yinally
5 JIT redesipnation 1nus! pot ftse
w2 'or contribule to concenirntions of
air pollutant which cxesed the max-
allowable fncwease fn another ares.
NON-ATTAINME? ST ARzag

’1 hc sowrces subicel Le PSD rm few

q!mn continiic lo be reviewed In bolh
.uun:mncnl and non-.\tun.‘x.i..; arens

- regarcding their long-range imnpuct on ¢

increment in any aflected nrea. Also, best

for SO and .

available contrel lechnolngy
parlicuiate matter (es definzed in 40 CFR
62.21) shal s(:]l b(, required ot oany locon-
{ion, Yeweyer, P Yo nay sub-
ject lo @ arsiicn: alr veview FSTy)
ncraleents or WAAQS ceflinns us yegards
the nenaltainment arca ilesif. In t'hi"
regard, {he Agonoy’s “niission 0.1 ot A
Interpretative Rublige (40 13 20574, De-
comber 21, 16762 shall continie lo cc-n-
trol ko conztruction ¢f zaurces which
cause or conlyhute Lo adr qu. fity concen-
{rations in c¢xcess ef any iational em-
bient air guality standard. '

N souraes

L

L1sT or MannaTory CLASS T ARLes .

The . following listing idertifics these
Yederal lIands which are mandalory Cl.xss
1 arcas establishied by the 31277 Clemn Siv
Act Amendaments. These lands may »ol
Lo recdesignated. Tolat acrense is shown
for cach arca. States in parcniheoses in-
dicale iuterslate mrX o wildetness
arcas; total acreage is hsu,n for oniy one
of the Slales juvel e,

NATIONAI. Panics Ovrk 6.000 fichis

Alnska—NMount McKinley 1,033,503,
Arizona-—Grand Canyon 1 )..»,013
Forest 03,4008,
Californla-=liings Canyou 4586
Voleanle 100,000 Redwond
Cquolny 2060430 Yonemite 82,152
Colorada-- Mesn Verde §1,483; Xocky Moun-
tnaln 263,138, -
Florhda-—Liverglades 1 307,420,
Yinwall-—}nalesknln 27,208,
217.029. S B
Ideho— Yellowstone {Wyomling). .
Kentucky~-Maummath Cave 51, 30¢. "

Pelrincd

;. Lassen
$102; " Ro-

-

Mawall Vole nnm s .

T L Py PV

"Matite——hicozchorn 7.5

7 PRGBSI - e i AL AN i AR

-

Michignn-~1»le Rogals 642,420,
Minnesoln- - Voyugeura $ 14,001,
Montann-~Clueler 1,012,609,
(\Wyoming). R
New Mexico—Cnrishaet Cave e, 4J 115,
North Caroltnn—Urent Smoky  Mountnlng
. {Tennennee). .
Oregmr--Crater Lake 160,294,
South Dakota—\Winet Cuve 21,000,
Tenneszee-- Qreat fnnky Mountalns 114, l..7
Texas—Iig Nend 9€3,318; Gundelupe Mouns
tatns 76,2020 :
Vtnh—-Alches 65.008; Bryce Canyon 36.047;
Canyonlands 337.4570; Crpl ol Reof 223,806

-

Yellowstono

Virpin Istivls—Virptn Islands

Virginla—Shenandoah 160,55,

Washtuglon--Maunt Radnler 235219; Yorth
Cascades 03,277 Clymp's 62550,

Wyonunp--Grand Felon §15,004; )('l.u\\sl'\nc
2,219,537, .

12,295,

NAanonaL Witptrniiess Aaras Oven 5 003 Acurs
Alabama—&in=ey 12,636, :
-Alaska -n»vm + Sea 41,113,
Tuxedni (‘-,402.
Artzoann--~Chivicabue National Momument 9,-

s:m_c::ct ...»,M

430 Chirlzanhan 1s00s, :

. Mazatzal 206037 MUt atily

...ounL.ln 20.63); Sacuatro TL4LGD; Slerre -
Aucha 208437 Superntition 124117; Syca-

more Canyon 42,757,
Arkansas—C :nney Creek 14,3451; Cpper ))n(’r\ o
w012,
‘Calllornla—Agua 112 )h. 15, “'H; Carihsa m-
G30; Cucamonga 9,022 1
Dome Land 62.204;
yer 47,916, )
484,673 Kuaise
Marble Mouniain 213,
- Monkelnmne  5040C,
Palnt Peyes 25370 Can Gabiicel
San Gorfondn 34,644 San dach:to 200054
San Nafnei 142522 South Waraer 625073
Thousand Lakes 15645 Venrinna 65,142
Yollu-Boliy-Litddle Fel 180,601,
Colorado—Ninei Canyon. of the Gunntsen
3180 FEagl o 2l L 153000 Fint
ot Saved Fraoae ! O L Gariia
Narcon Bel : Nuss 71,060;
Mt el Rawash 25654, Wemi~
nuche 400.59" SERHESR A ’
Flortdia~—Tradwell Bay 3.3 Chassehoiwv-
fizkn 22.300; Salnt Aiurks 17,946,
Conu In—Cohulta J3.976; (,‘"Lfcm\::cc\
"850; Woll lsland 8,126, ’
]d.|l~h—(‘(’\(€l" .of the
<Canyon (Orezon) 102
<A83; Selwny-Iitlerroal
618, Ll
Loulslana—1irelon S.MO-!-. -

Pl

.\!lllf
\ 1'\(‘(['1 ?.G.G',l’?;
S hanarcts 105404

1'hivacies
36,13

A 905 .

343~

Licem €3,243; llells
B0, Sawtooth 216,-
{Moainnn) 1,250,7

”

Mlehloan—Sency 25 .
waters-Crned

Minncsota—Boundary - Avea
717,610, ..

Missourf—Ilercules-Glades - 12,318;  Mingo
£.000. . . ‘

Montana—~Anaconda- P\nn'\r KY S f\C'f!; Bod

Marshall £3e.€30; Cabinet Mountains 04,07
232 Gates of the Mounlaln 2894800 Medt-
cine lake 11366; Mfssfen Mountafos 57,- .
877 Ned Yok Lakes A0 3500 350G Cat Y e :
295; Sehway-Hitterront-Ull, Neid 20,000,

Novadn—-Jurhyldge 63,657,

Nee Mampshire—CGireat Guolf 0607
dential lWange-Lry Rver 20,000,

New Jersey—-Drignntine 6.GOL

New Mexleo--Bandelles 237670 Boesmqie del

o5 Apache 30850 Glia 43346 Pesos 16T,416;.
Kalt Creck (L500; San Pedro Paris 43,000
\Wheeler Peak 6,027, Whille Mountaln 21,-
171,

Ilorth Carolinn—Joyco Rilmer- Stlchrock 14,-
033; Linvlile Gorge 7095 Sh!nlng'!(ock'
12.350; Swanguarter 9,600, cnTT -

North Bakola—lactwond 5,577,

.
Preste:

_been violaled ‘bad nll sources been:dim- Muine=-Acadia 37, r03 .o . Oltln'honm—\\'lch.urt Mountaln 8,800,
’ .o . . R
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’o'r g it dond” dents acsr: ""”""”Y as o precondition to nnder- (Jily Al the followinp aveas vhicheer .07

l nll=

zn(m wrhinr U RTouitan 3,

OpIs 0000 Llountadn Dakes 23, ﬂl' Lt

Heoo 14300, hicunt  Jelterson )(m.".UU:

Mount Washlipton 46,156, LUirawberry
S Mouflitnin 21604 Vhreo Sisletn 199902,
iSouth Carttna--Cape Yemnnin JE0GY,
Bout Dakotn--Radinnds 61,200,

" Fennedco—Joyco  Kiliner-Siickrock  (North

Coroling). - . .
Vermont--Lye Jtr(ml' 1"!:\0 .
TVirginla—Jdnmes River Pace 8,703,
Washiugton— Alpine Lakes 3ud. .-on Glacler

Poak 464,208 Qont Jeodkn 02649, RMount

o Adnis a6, Pasaylenn H0eL50Y
West Virgintu—-olly  Sads 10,268, Olter
S Creek 20,000, .

Visconsin—Rainbow Like 6,463, .

Ayomitng--Bridoor 392,060; Filtzpatn. k 101,-

L 103, Korth fibunroka 451, 101' ‘Tetun 057,-
313 Washalle 026,081,

IR RATIONAL JARES

"L New Brunswicik, (,'r\nmlu—l:(xr;m'clL-(:um'pa-

1 beto 2,701,

: '.‘\'.'.1'"";:.‘.:, Messortat, Pansis

Torin Dakole—Theodore Roosevell Tattonal
Yiemorhd vl 69,675,

Beeause  the  following  regulntiory
amendments are nationally applicalle,

and l,l\.fs nelion I5 ban
tions of nativnwde scope and cffcct, nev,
Secticn 07(L) (1) of the Act (as @ n(‘nd-
Seetion 3950¢) of Pub. L. §5-93)
may
gouzht onty in the United States Cowrt of
!\pv...)s for the Dislrict of Coltmlid. Pe-
titions for judicial review must Le-fited
January 3, 1071, .
“{Sec. 110, 143, 160-369, 301 (n), Cluan Alr Ac
ts amended (42 U.S.C. 1410, 128, 1170-7479,
-%601(n)).) :

Paicd: Oct

tober 43,3891,

IJUTGLAS Bhi. CUSYOF,
, Admninistrelor.

CI’P Tille 40, Purt 52, Scction (221 s
amended o Jvllo'"s In paragraph (b,
-gubparpgreph (7)) is vevised snd new sub-
in
Tparagrapin (¢ (1), subdivisions (i),
(m) arve revised, and new subdivision
(I\) is adde¢; and in parageaph (¢ {3)

subdivisions (O, (V) (¢), and (D (&) nre
revised ns follows: ' ) h
§.v... A '!u.'mfxc.‘.ll deteviovation of nir
plu]xl). .
’- .o - . o .
RISIRIA

NS *Commenced” ns rpplied 1o con-
Lhucuan of a statiomary source meuns
st the Ganer or operator has obtained
il neeessary precenstruction gpprovals
or permits required by
focal uhr pollution: cmis
gualily laws:

onis and alr
or regulations nnd ceither

as (D) begne, or caused to bejgin 1o con- .
- Hauous pregram of physten) on-site con-

dradtion of the source, or (b entered
fato binding apreements of eontractual
sblinations, which cannot be cancelled
or moditied without substantial loss to
he owner or. eperator, lo undertukie n
“program of construction of e source lo
be completed within a reasohuble timne,
AR “Necessary  preconstruction ap-
means those permits

wed upon (!ctcrminr\--.

(i)

Lo’

fedorud, State, or -

Lakbhyyr any acUvity under subdivision
A or Gi) of .,ubp.u.u-nq)h 1) of Luls
paragrig M,

9 - L.lxclinc voncentration™ means,
wilh respect to n pollutant, the smabiant
concenlralion Jevels which exist ot the
timc of the first applleation for a permit
in un nrea subject to this svction. bacad
on air quality data nvailable in the FEn-
vironmoental Protection Agency or « Stzte
air polluiion control arcency and on stch
monitoring data ns the permit-appteant
Is requived to submidl. Such ambical cen:-
centration Jevels shall take Inic neecouat
all projected emissions in, or which may
aflect, such area from any stalionary
. source on which construction coruaroet
* prior to Janunry 6, 1975, bul which hixe
nol begun opertion by the dale or mc
baseline ajr gquallly concentratiorn Cetes
mination, IEmisslons of sulfur oxicdes on
particulnie matter from any stations,

were hn existence on August 7, 1971, sh: 1l
be Clasy 1
natcd:
© (a) Interentionnl parks,
() KNatlonnl wilderness nreas, _which
cxcead 5,000 acres In u/r:.
(c) NMNunlionnd mamorial parks which
excced 5,000 neres In size, rnd
ey National proks-which exterd 6,090
- ncres e size, :

AN arcas which were redesipnated rs
Clras I under repulntions promulented
belore Aupust 7, 3977, chall remaln 2less
L hmt may be redesionnted as provided
fn this section:

(v)
designated pnly as

~Class T or )1

Inisive and is a natisnabhopument, & nn-
o tional primitive are: nalions re-
U gerve, o national rFeoreation nve, ¢ opa-

77

el T tionn) wild and seenfe river, a nalioond
souree on which construation coterGicst  (aapire vefuge, & natlonal lakeshiore -Gr
after January G, 1675, shall not e in- scashore, and .
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S PART101-17—ASSIGHIACNT.
. UTILIZATION OF ‘PACE
Appeals Procedhire
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] ACTION: Final rule.
T+ SUNMMALY: This regulatim establishes
. 'a Sormal procedure through wlhich an
y oy appenl GSA cepional oifice
space includineg space al-

-AND

SRNCSS m(‘a.\:l-'m'xcm‘ classifications,
- layouts, delinentod arcas, recoramonided
_onvrc and propascd reiocations. In tise

-« past, the lack of such « proccdure has
lcsul_u:d in the headaeariess ofiices of
GSA ond {he concerncd agency hLicings
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Dil‘(‘(:lm',
Oflice of
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PO A et

_space assignment
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Informnl review,
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Further appenls,
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101- 17.101-9
101-17.104-3
101-17.101 -4

Subpart 101-17. 1—Assignment of Space
Section 101-17.001 is adided as-follows:
§ 10) 171014

space sssiznnent actinas,
§101-17.104-1
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(n) Within 20 enlendir Jdays after the
apency has been notified of the Re-
rlonad Achuinislintor's dectualon, n fur-
ther appeal way be filed by the ppeney
head \\Ith Lthe Administrador of General
Services. Subslantial justification should
be furnish(:d that the decision was arbi-
trary, capricious, or not suported by the .
cvideace presented. The Admisistrator
will render the ngency's decision within -
30 calendar days of receipl of the appeal.
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the decision of the Adiinistrator of
Gerierpl Serviees, the ageney bead may
make, within 30 calenc.a days, o will-
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COutdoor Recreation Manual, Pavt 615,
1RReal Property n.oast be nppiaiscd belore:
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METROPOLITAN DADE COUNTY - FLORIDA
911 COURTHOUSE OFFICE OF COUNTY MANAGER

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33130
TEL: 579—5311

April 3, 1978 Dept. 0f Envircnmental Regulation

RECEIVED

APR 5 1978

Mr. Joseph W. Landers, Secretary ‘
State Department of Environmental Regulation OFFICE OF SECRETARY

Twin Towers Office Building
2600 Blair Stone Road
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

‘Dear Mr. Landers:

Attached for your information is the approval of the United States
Envirommental Protection Agency for authority to construct a Resource
Recovery Facility in Dade County, Florida.

This is the final permit required for the subject project and is being
forwarded to you for your files.

Sincerely,

o Vo T

Dennis I. Carter
Special Assistant

DIC:va
Attachment
cc: Mr. William Sweeney, Director
Division of Bond Finance
State Department of Administration
Mr. Colin Morrissey, Director
Environmental Resources Management
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" - ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS, INC. £~ D

1655 NORTH FORT MYER DRIVE ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22209 703/528-1900

October 9, 1987 D E R

0CT 121987

Mr. Barry Andrews &

Bureau of Air Quality Management BAQM
- .State of Florida Department of

"~ Environmental Regulation

Twin Towers Office Building

2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, FL 32301

Dear Mr. Andrews:
Enclosed is a draft trip report on our visit to the Resource Recovery
Plant on September 22, I apologize for the delay in sending it to you.

We would appreciate your comments on this report and any additional
information that you could provide.

We would like to thank you for your assistance and help in arranging the
visits and for the data on plant emissions.

Sincerely,

Aot 2.

Viren Kothari

VK:kjw
Enclosure

ad Curvgorns
RN Wit SN ITES Fors

Cm’/%‘r

MANAGEMENT / ECONOMICS / ENGINEERING



ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS, INC

1655 NORTH FORT MYER DRIVE ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22209 703/528-1800

Mr. Barry Andrews

Bureau 6f Air Quality Management

State of Florida Department of
Environmental Regulation

Twin Towers Office Building

2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, FL 32301
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TRIP REPORT
Visit to Miami Dade County RDF Plant

I. Combustor/Boiler Information
YA Site Information
‘ 1. Facility Name: Resource Recovery Plant
2. Address: . Miami, Florida
3. Plant Contact: Mr. William A. Worrell, Chief
Resource Recovery and Environmental
Engineering
4. Phone Number: (305) 591-3534
B. Combustor Information
1. Facility Type: RDF Spreader Stoker
2. Number of Units: Four, three in operation at time of

visit. All scheduled to be rebuilt.
3. Manufacturer: Boiler - Babcock & Wilcox, France, Grates -

Detroit Stoker; to be replaced by Zurn

C. Operating Information
1. Operating Schedule: 24 hours/day, 7 days/week,
52 weeks/year )
2. Waste Handling: .Currently processing 12,000 tons/week;
Burning 9,000 tons/week; equipment to be added
3. Power Production: Two 38.5 MW steam turbines; current

generation = 50 MW



II. SITE VISIT
A. Background

On Tuesday, September 22, Viren Kothari and Robert Coleman of EEA and
Barry Andrews of Florida DER were given a tour of the Miami Dade County
RDF plant by Mr. William Worrell of Dade County and Mr. Charles Strong of

Monternay Power Corp. who operates the plant for the county.

The RDF plant is a former Parsons-Brinheroff hydropulping facility which
is in the process of being converted to RDF-3 (fluff RDF). The nominal
capacity is about 3000 TPD but currently, due to renovation, the plant is
able to shred only 12,000 tons per week and burns about 9,000 tons/week.
Waste which can not be processed by the plant and the waste which is not

burned is landfilled.

The renovations planned for the facility include the addition of addi-
tional shredder capacity and a complete rebuilding of the boilers.
Current shredders have magnetic separation and glass/grit removal by
means of an air knife. The new shredders will have these features and

add trommel separation for small material.

The plant is receiving general municipal refuse with a heavier than

normal contribution of lawn and tree clearing debris.

Electricity is produced at the plant and sold to Florida Power and Light
at that company'’s avoided cost. Currently, the plant receives 2 to

4¢/Kwh for power. The rate fluctuates depending on the time of day.

B. Physical Plant

The facility is situated on a large property with adjacent ash disposal

areas. Because of the renovation in progress, trash delivery and storage



are not handled efficiently. The storage pit feeding the shredder line
is not adequate to handle the volume entering the plant and on-ground

storage is used.

The general plant layout and condition also reflects the previous
attempts to produce an RDF fuel via the hydropulping process. Material
flow and conveyors are not designed to minimize travel times and handling
of the shredded fuel and the conveyor system has a large number of

transfer points and is extremely long and complicated.

Overall, the current condition and appearance of the plant is less than

desirable and should improve when the renovation is complete.

C. Combustion Equipment

The plant presently uses four Detroit Stoker RDF boilers. The boilers
are an adaptation of Detroit Stoker'’s spreader stoker used to fire coal.
The current boilers use about a 70% underfire and 30% overfire air split.
However, the equipment is in such podr condition (e.g., inspection doors
cannot be closed, visible holes in the boiler sides) that the actual
split between under and overfire air cannot be determined. At present,
the grates are giving at least 8% unburned carbon in the ash. This may
be an optimistic estimate as observation indicated vigorous combﬁstion at
the ash dump end of the furnace. This would indicate that combustion was

not complete when the ash was dumped.

The grates are designed with a residence time of about 15 minutes with

half the RDF assumed to be burned in suspension. The primary control is
based on keeping the furnace exit temperature less than 1600°F. Adjust-
ments of underfire air are possible by manual adjustments at each boiler.

Normal control is based on feed rate adjustment.



The boilers are being rebuilt. The boiler height will be increased seven
feet and the grates replaced with Zurn traveling grates. Overfire air
will be added as cold air rather than preheated air to increase tur-

bulence and provide additional oxygen.

D. Pollution Control Equipment

Each furnace is controlled by an ESP. The ESP’'s were recently rebuilt to
add a third field and replace the internals of the first two fields. The
precipitators are wire and plate design. Problems with the two field
precipitator were some wire breakage but more severe were problems with
corrosion of the plates due to cold air leakage near the bottom of the
precipitator. The old ESP’'s were in use only five years before corrosion

became so severe they had to be replaced.

The plant is subject to the NSPS limit of 0.08 grains/dscfm. The plant
was tested in January and after adjustments to rapping frequencies

demonstrated an emission rate of 0.03 grains/dscfm at 50% excess air.

The plant continuously records opacity. During our visit, the monitor
was reading between 8 and 10% opacity which matched our observation. At
the beginning of our visit, a spike in opacity was observed and was
recorded on the monitors. No data is available on other pollutants. The

plant expects to test for dioxins when the boiler rebuild is complete.

E. Ash

Ash is handled wet and is landfilled on site. 0ld ash piles have been

regenerated with sod.



F. Power Sales

With three boilers running, the plant produces about 50 MW of electricity
for sale to FPL. The sale price is approximately 2¢/Kwh but varies
during the day up to about 4¢/Kwh. After rebuilding, the plant will
generate about 76MW.

G. Costs

The rebuilding of the plant to replace the boilers and add additional
processing capacity will cost about $45 million. Boiler replacement

alone will cost $17 million.

In south Florida, the cost of RDF is about three times the cost of
landfill. The plant charges a tipping fee of $27/ton and a total cost of
$40-50/ton including pickup and transport.
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AUG 12 1987 345 COURTLAND STREET D E R
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30365
4APT-APB/caw AUG 14 1987
Mr. Clair Fancy, Deputy Chief s AQM

Bureau of Air Quality Management

Florida Department of Environmental Regulation
2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Dear Mr. Fancy:

This is to confirm an August 5, 1987, telephone conversation between you
and Mr. Wayne J. Aronson of my staff regarding his upcoming inspections of
resource recovery facilities in the Tampa and Miami, Florida areas. The
following schedule and list of facilities to be visited have been discussed
with the appropriate local agency contacts:

August 24, 1987 - Pinellas County Resource Recovery Facility (RRF)
- McKay Bay RRF
Hillsborough County RRF

]

August 25, 1987 - City of Lakeland
Dade County RRF

August 26, 1987 - Palm Beach County RRF
If you have any questions regarding these upcoming inspections, please feel
free to contact me or Wayne J. Aronson at (404) 347-2864.

Sincerely yours,

Lo b e

Bruce P, Miller, Chief

Air Programs Branch

Air, Pesticides, and Toxics
Management Division

cc: Mr. Iwan Choronenko
Hillsborough County Environmental
Protection Comission

Mr. Patrick Wong
Dade County Environmental
Planning Division

Mr. Peter Hessling
Pinellas County Department of
_ Envirormental Management

Mr. E. J. Sacco
Palm Beach County Health Department
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STATE OF FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION

BOB MARTINEZ
TWIN TOWERS OFFICE BUILDING GOVERNOR
2600 BLAIR STONE ROAD

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-2400

DALE TWACHTMANN

S SECRETARY

J’ FO‘QP‘
May 28, 1987
CERTIFIED MATIL-RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Edmund Frank Benson

Chairman )
Anti-Pollution Committee 3 ),
Costa Del Scl Association }
One Costa Del Sol Blvd.
Miami, Florida 33178

Dear Mr. Benson:

This letter acknowledges the receipt of the postcards sent by you
and the residents of Costa Del Sol to the Governor and to
Secretary Twachtmann. The Department of Environmental

Regulation ordinarily would respond to each of the commentors
personally, but, due to the large number of postcards, we have
decided to correspond to you as the Chairman of the Committee,

The EPA is addressing the issues that pertain to municipal solid
waste (MSW) incineration, and is presently involved in studies
which will determine which direction the EPA takes with regard to
both new and existing incinerators.

Thank you for bringing your concerns about the Dade County
Waste-To-Energy Facility to our attention. TIf you would like to
have additional technical information on the subject of emissions
from MSW incinerators, please write or call Barry Andrews with
the Bureau of Air Quality Management at (904)488-1344, or Wayne
Aronson with EPA Region IV in Atlanta at (404)347-2864.

Sincerely,

Bureau of Air Quality
Management

CF/BA/ss

cc: Tony Clemente, DERM

Protecting Florida and Your Quality of Life
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FEdmund Frank Benson

Gostanded: Sol Association
One ¥Costa Del Sol Blwd.

P.O., State and ZIP Code .
Maimi, Florida 33178

|postes $

7
i

!

Cartified Foe

s

Special Dalivery Foo

Restricted Delivery Foo

Return Raceipt Showing
ta whom and Date Delivered

Return Rece_ipt‘Showing towhom,
Dete, and Address of Delivery

TOTAL Postago end Fess - $.

e

Postmark or Date

5/29/87 - F

s

Dade Cotuntyj Wast e—'To—EnergV




TWIN TOWERS OFFICE BUILDING
2600 BLAIR STONE ROAD
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32301

BOB GRAHAM
GOVERNOR

- STATE OF FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION

September 4, 1979

Mr. Colin Morrissey

Director

Dade County Department of
Environmental Resources
Management '

Brickell Plaza Building

909 S.E. First Avenue

Miami, Florida 33131

Dear Colin:

. RE: Dade County Resource Recovery Facility

This is in response to your. letter of August 31, 1979,
concerning this Facility. 1In that letter. you advised us
that EPA has determined that condition 5 of the PSD Authority
to Construct issued March 30, 1978 (effective February 27,
1978), and all of the requirements for approval under the
EPA Offset Policy (41 Federal Register 55524 (1976)) will be
satisfied when the County satisfied the two conditions set
out in that letter. You have asked us to consider the
impact of this determination on the construction permits and
power plant certification which the Department has already
issued and processed for this Facility, and upon the operating
permits which will have to be issued when construction is
completed. : ‘ :

You also asked us to consider the impact, on these
permits and on the Power Plant Siting certification, of
projected emissions from the Facility of nonmethane hydrocarbons
(volatile organic compounds), nitrogen oxides, and carbon
monoxide. You pointed out that although this information
was not incorporated in the construction permit and power

original typed on 100% recycled paper

JACOB D. VARN

SECRETARY



Mr. Colin Morrissey
September 4, 1979
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plant siting applications submitted for the Facility, it was
never requested by the Department in its permit and siting

' application review. At the time these permits were processed
in 1977, there were no specific emission limits on NOy ,
hydrocarbons, or CO which would have been applicable to the
Facility. Therefore, even though these could be considered

" "waste material generated” by the Facility (as set out in
Department Rule 17-4.21(1) (c)) since the Department did not
request that information then, and since there was no specific
emission limit tied to these, the data does not need to be

- provided now. ' :

Based on this fact and EPA's latest determlnatlon, as
well as our own review of our files and of air quallty data
for Dade County, we have determined that the permits and
certification identified in your letter are valid, notwith-
standlng the emissions noted above not being directly con51dered
in the applications and processing.

Therefore, in response to your question concerning . :
General Condition 1 of the Power Plant Siting Certification,
we do not consider it necessary to revise that condition to
respond to hydrocarbon, CO, or NO, emissions. However,
since the Facility is the first o¥ its kind and size in the
country, you have assured us that when applications for.
operatlng permits are submitted, the county will prov1de
emissions data on these three pollutants based on actual
testing of emissions from the Facility. Once operating -
permits have been issued, emissions of those contaminants
will not constitute a violation of the certification, and
therefore there will be no need to report such emissions to
the South Florida Subdistrict unless they exceed condltlons
set out in the operating permits.

We obviously are concerned with the current technical
inability to perform dispersion modeling for reactive hydro-
carbons as a means of providing reasonable assurance that
the ozone ambient standard would not be exceeded in any of
the nonattainment areas including Dade County. This (concern)
is also true in connection with operating permits for the
Dade County Resource Recovery Facility.

However, we believe that your satisfaction of EPA's
requirements, as set out in John Little's letter of August
24, 1979, will meet that obligation. Beyond satisfying EPA,
it will only be necessary for you to meet the conditions
attached to each of your construction permits in order to
entitle you to issuance of Department operating permits for
the Facility. Since the Facility would be classified as



Mr. Colin Morrissey
- September 4, 1979
“Page Three :

an "existing source" under Chapter 17~2, the provisions of
sections 17-2.17 and 17-2.18 will have no applicability to
issuance of operating permits. '

If you have further questions on this, or if we may be
of further assistance, please contact us.

Sincerely,

TS uonnpans

J. P. Subramani, Ph.D., P.E.
Chief, Bureau of Air Quality
Management .

JPS:jr

cc: Mary Clark

: Sherri Smallwood
Warren Strahm
Buck Oven
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Meeting: (Title or subject(s) Discussed)

Resolution of VOC Question in case of Dade

County Recovery Inc. Resource Permit

Date: August 8, 1979

Location: Bureau of Air Quality Management, Tallahassee

Atténdees:

Steve Smallwood
Bill Thomas

Mark Hodges

Tony Sobrind
Kennard F. Kosky
Roger Schwenke
Parker Thompson
Dean Kohlhepp

DEAN H. KOHLHEPP

PROJECT SUPPORT MANAGER
800 DOUGLAS ENTRANCE
SSOURCES RECOVERY SuUITE NoO. 205
,/ADE COUNTY) CoRAL GABLES, FL 33134
CONSTRUCTION CORP. 305 - 448-1064

Organization

FDER/BAQM

FDER/BAQM

FDER/BAQM

Dade Co. ERM

ESE, Gainesville .
Carlton, Fields, Tampa
Paul and Thompson, Miami
Resource Recovery,

(Dade Co.) Inc.



. Proceedings:

The meeting was arranged to arrive at a resolution to
the question regarding: VOC's, item number 5 in EPA's
letter - Pertinent portion of which is attached.

The following verbal agreements were made:

l.

6.

Status:

A review of present information would be made

to determine if sufficient offset(s) and/or

New Source Allowances for VOC's would be available
for this new source.

A mutually agreeable (BAQM-Dade County) modification
to the current application for construction shall

be made, to satisfy the EPA requirement in item
number 5 - pending approval by Dade County (Colin
Morrisey) '

If agreed, EPA will:be notified of permit modification
which will satisfy item number 5.

A letter would then go to Dade County formally
designating the permit modification necessary,
(No "Clocks", 30 and 90 day, etc., would be
tolled, but 17.2 segquence of event would be
followed).

If over 100 TPY VOC, Offsets, NSA must be verified
for EPA, if over 50 TPY VOC the state has no
difficulty with processing - LAER, however, must
be implemented as per the existing Hemstead, New
Jersey Facility.

Post construction monitoring will be required.

Awaiting reply-from Colin Morrisey
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July 6, 1979

Mr. Parker Thomson

Paul and Thomson

1300 S.E. First National Bank Building
Miami, Florida 33131

Dear Parker:
This letter is in reference to non-methane hydrocarbon emissions
from the proposed Dade County Resource Recovery - Facility.

: Environmental Science and Engineering, Inc. has performed an anal-
ysys of hydrocarbon emissions from the proposed facility. It is our
professional opinion based upon available information that non-methane
hydrocarbon emissions will be less than 100 tons/year.' This opinion is
based upon: (1) test results of total hydrocarbons from the Hemstead,
New York, Resource Recovery Facility and (2) an assumption that approxi-
mately 50% hydrocarbon emissions are methane. :

Attached please find a calculation sheet supporting our opinion.
It must be recognized, however, that the proposed facility 1is the first '
of its kind in the country (all things considered). .As a comsequence,
there is a paucity of information in this area. This limits to a degree
the confidence limits of any emission estimate.
If you have any questions please contact me or David Buff.
Sincerely,
ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING, INC.

Verr DIty

Kennard F. Kosky, P.E.
Director, Air Science Division

KFK:ai J
cc: Dean Kohlhepp

Enclosure
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ENWQDNNENrALSQENOfAN'C“M'FCQNGINC

CALCULATION SHEET -~ HYDROCARBON EMISSIONS

DADE COUNTY RESOUkCE RECOVERY FACILITY

. Given Information: (Hoqsgéad Test Information)
Total ﬂydgocarbon (average) = 47.8 ppm dry basis

Flow Rate (average) = 4;132,945 SCFH

) [ RN
, C P

Dade County Resource Recovery Source Information

t

Flow Rate = 146 950 SCFM for 2 units :

Total Flow = 146, 950 £t.3 X 2 X 60 min. = 17,634,000 SCFH
' ; o min- . hr.. '
Emissioﬁ Calculation:
S ) . ’ : /LB
. Total Hydrocarbons = 48 ppm = 0.03139 g/m3 . toRg

HC Emissions = 17, 634 000 ft 3 X 0 03139_53 X 0.02832 géi xl'ﬁ 34.5 1b/hr.
he. m ' ' fr.3

Assuming 50% methane;'non—methang HC 64.5 tons/year

Altornate Emission Calculation (Based on tons of fuel input):
Hemstead Stack Test: Refuse burning rate (dry) = 66,304 1bs/hr.

Refuse burning rate = 130,000 lbs/hr. wet
3

Hydrocarbon emissions Hemstead Facility = 4,132,945 ft.” X 0.03139.33. X
. hr. m
. 1 1b. X 0.02832 m’ , = 8.09 1b/hr.
{ 454 g ft.
t : ‘
r - HC Emissions per ton of fuel = 8.09 1b. X hr. X 2000 1 1b, =
‘- hr. 66,304 1bs. ton
0.244 1b/ton
A .
:; luc Emissions (Dade Co. Facility) = 72,000 1lb. X 4 X 0.244 1b. X ton =
. F Lo hr. ton 2000 1bs.
H : /
H A 35.1 1bs./hr. Eo

! ¢ = y ‘ -
i M s R
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PAuL & THOMSON
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1300 SOUTHEAST FIRST NATIONAL BANK BUILDING
MIAMI, FLORIDA 33131

TELEPHONE AND TELECOPIER
July 23, 1979 (305) 371-2000
INTERNATIONAL TELEX
44-1201

CABLE: DPSP

Dr. J.P. Subramani

Chief

Bureau of Air Quality Management
Department of Environmental Regulation
Twin Towers Office Building

2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Dear Dr. Subramani:

Following up on Mr. Roger. Schwenke's visit with
you on Friday, the individuals to be contacted for addi-

. tional information are:

1. Colin Morrissey
Director
Environmental Resources Management
Dade County Florida
909 Southeast First Avenue
Miami, Florida 33131
(305) 579-2760

2. Mr. Dean H. Kohlhepp
Project Engineer
Resources Recovery (Dade County), Inc.
Post Office Box 524056
Miami, Florida 33152
(305) 592-2200

3. Mr. Kennard F. Kosky
Environmental Science and Engineering, Inc.
Post Office Box 13454
University Station
Gainesville, Florida 32604
(904) 372-3318

Sincerely,
ia»éuu,/ b
P_DT: af
cc: Mr. Colin Morrissey
Mr. Dean H. Kohlhepp

Mr. Kennard F. Kosky
Mr. Roger Schwenke
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METROPOLITAN DADE COUNTY - FLORIDA
911 COURTHOUSE OFFICE OF COUNTY MANAGER

MIAMI, FLORIDA 33130
TEL: 5795311

April 3, 1978 Dept. Of Envircnmantal Regulation
RECEIVED
APR 5 19718

Mr. Joseph W. Landers, Secretary ,
State Department of Environmental Regulation OFFICE OF SECRETARY
Twin Towers Office Building
2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Dear Mr. Landers:

Attached for your information is the approval of the United States
Environmental Protection Agency for authority to construct a Resource
Recovery Facility in Dade County, Florida.

This is the final permit required for the subject project and is being
forwarded to you for your files.

Sincerely,

o ¥ e

Dennis I. Carter
Special Assistant

DIC:va
Attachment
cc: Mr. William Sweeney, Director
Division of Bond Finance
State Department of Administration
Mr. Colin Morrissey, Director
Environmental Resources Management
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& 3 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
s

o
Vg prot S REGION 1V

345 COURTLAND STREET
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30308

MAR 30 1978

Mr. Colin Morrissey, Director _ _

Metropolitan Dade County . L
Environmental Resources Management ‘

909 SE First Avenue

Brickell Plaza Building, Room 402

Miami, Florida 33131

' Dear Mr. Morrisey:

Review of your October 10, 1977, application for authority to
construct a resource recovery facility near Dade County, Florida has
been completed. On the basis of this review we have determined that
conditioned operation of .the proposed plant at the specified location
will not violate the Class I or Class II air quality increments
specified in the EPA regulations for Prevention of Significant ,
Deterioration (PSD). Furthermore, we have determined that this plant
will meet the federal regulatory requirement under PSD, that Best
Available Control Technology (BACT) be used to limit em1ssions of
sulfur dioxide and particulate matter.

A request for public comment regarding the preliminary
determination on the above application was published on January 16
1978. However, no comments were received during the public comment
period. Authority to Construct a Stationary Source is hereby issued
for the facility described above, subject to the attached conditions.
This Authority to Construct is based solely on the requirements of 40
CFR 52.21, the federal regulations governing significant
deterioration of air quality. It does not apply to NPDES or other
permits issued by this agency or permits issued by other agencies.
Additionally, construction covered by this Authority to Construct
must be initiated by December 1, 1978.

Page 1 of 5
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Please be advised that a violation of any condition issued as
part of this approval, as well as any construction which proceeds in
material variance with information submitted in your application,

~will be subject to enforcement action.

B a6 S IO PR TR
g

Authority to Construct will take effect on the date of this
letter. The complete analysis which justifies this approval has been
fully documented for future reference, if necessary. Any questions
concerning this approval may be directed to Ray Cunningham, Chief,
Air Strategy Development Section (404/881-3286).

Sincerely yours,

0. Lich Dy

John C. White
Regional Administrator

Attachment

This Approval to Construct would be issued this date Fel? 27, 1978 .

‘but for the order entered in Environmental Defense Fund v. Environmental

Protection Agency, No. 78-281 (D.D.C.) (entered on February ,1978).

o lak

Page 2 of 5
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Conditions of Approval

1. Upon final review of the particulate control device specifications,

if EPA finds that additional precipitator capacity needs to be

installed to meet the applicable particulate emission limit

-

specified in Condition 2, this additional precipitator capacity

will be designed and constructed prior to startup. EPA will

camplete the preconstruction review for this facility within

60 ‘days from receipt of the additional design information

which the facility will submit by April 1, 1978.

The source must meet a particulate emission limit, as measured

under Condition 4, of 0.08 grains per dry standard cubic foot

corrected to 12 percent carbon dioxide. This limit is identical

to that reqm.red by 40 CFR 60, Subpart E, Standards of Performance

for New Stationary Sources. .

Aonly low suifur (0.8% or less) Number 2 fuel oil will be used for .

startup of the incinerators. Startup times may vary but will not

exceed the following: 1) 12 hours at low fuel oil feed rate

during "cold" start, or 2) 1 hour during a "hot™ start.

Additionally, the applicant must comply with the following:

a.

Within 60 days after achieving the maximum producticn rate
at which the source will be operated, but no later than 180
days after initial startup, the owner or operétor shall

conduct performance tests and furnish EPA a written report

‘of the results of such performance tests.

Performance tests shall be conducted and data reduced in
accordance with methods and procedures specified by EPA.
Reference methods 1 through 5 as published in Appendix A of

40 CFR 60 will be used for particulate tests.

Page 3 of 5




Performance tests shall be conducted under such conditions
as EPA shall specify based on representative performance of
the source. The owner or oéerator shall make available to
EPA such records as may be necessary to determine the |
corditions of the performance tests.

The owner or operator shall provide 30 days prior notice of

the performance test to afford EPA the opportunity to have

. an observer present.

The owner or operator shall provide or cause to be provided,

perfonrance testing facilities as follows: .

1. Sampling ports adequate for test methods applicable to
-the source.

2. Safe sampling platform(s).

3. Safe access to sampling platform(s).

‘Bach performance test shall consist of three separate runs

using the applicable test method. Each run shall be

conducted for the time and under the conditions specified by

-EPA. For the purpose of determining conpiiance with an

emission limitation, the arithmetic mean of results of the

* three runs shall apply. In the event that a sample is

éccide.ntally lost or conditions occur in which one of the
three runs must be disco_ntjnued because of forced shutdown,
failure of an irreplaceable portion of the sample train,

extreme meteorological conditions, or other circumstances

i Page 4 of 5




beyond the owner or operator's control, compliéncebmay, upon
the approval of EPA, be determined using the arithmetic
mean of the other two runs. |
5. The applicant must. furnish to EPA evidence that fhe source emits
~ less than 100 tons/year of hydrocarbons due to its location in
--a non-attainment area for oxidants, or must obtain legally
enforceable offsets for the hydrocarboﬂ emissions from this

facility.

Page 5 of 5



