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Applicant |

St. Regis Paper Company

Gulf LLifa Tower

Jacksenville, Florida 32207
Location

The. proposed modification is to an existing plant located off Righwa:
29 near the city of Cantonment in Escambia County, Florida. The UTM co-
ordinates of the proposed facilities are 469 east and 3336 north; the
latizude is 307 36' 19" north and the longitude is 87° 19" 13" west.

Project Descriptian

The applicant proposes to modify its Cantonment Kraft pulp and paper
mill by adding a boiler to produce steam to drive power generating turbines
and tc meet process needs. The boiler will be capable of firing wood
residue (bark, etc.), natural gas, fuel oil or combinations of gas/wocd and
0il/wood in varying properticns. The desired firing condition is straight
wood ré}ddue firing; however, the 666 million BTUs per hour maximum heai
input can be met with any of the fuels or combinations of the fuels de pﬂnd1ng
on process needs. The modification also will include materials handling
equipment for wood residue feed to the beiler.

Sovrca Tmpact Analysis

to
emit greater than 100 tons per year of the following pollutants as shown in

The proposad mogdification to this Kraft pulp mill has the potential

Table I: sulfur dioxids (SOQ), nitrogan dioxida (NOZ), particu?ate {TSF),

and carbon monoxide (CC). Also, emissions from the provosed modification
isinact aveas currently attaining National Ambient Air Quality Standards

(NAAQS). Thars Pravention of Signifi-

1
cant Deterigration of Air Quality (PSD) Regulaticns (40

"h

cre, review is requited under Federa

%)
m

2.21).
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\
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. Furthermorza, allowable emissions of these poliutants exceed 50 tons per year

(sea Table I) and full PSD review is recquirad. Full PSD review includes

analyses of the following items:



TABtE I
EMISSIONS SL“[n
(Tons per Year)

Potential Emissions.
Naw Bgilerd

Otrner Potential

missions

Since 8/7/77°

Accuiulated Pot~:

Emiss®

8/ 7// 7

Allowabde Emissions

S0 TSP O, o} o IR
2334 36,811 3443 638 59 -
g 37 67 1 22%  0.16
2336 36,848 3510 689 81 0.16
‘ans Since '
1867 292 §75° 688  f f

\ 7 d
New . Boiler

. As estimated in Final Determination

Estimated at maximum capacity under worst case firing conditions as
follows: SO2 - 100%'011; TSP, NOX, CO - 100% barks; HC - 70% bark,
305 gas (test data - 0.22 1b HC per ton bark)

~ previous expansiocn (PSD—FL-OZ9).

Estimate from Final Oetemination (46 T/Y) was revisad based on natg
submitted in Appendix G of the prasent application.

To determine applicability, maximum a1lowa\ & emissions urder worst
case firing are listed; fuel-specific allcwable mmissions are listed
in a later table.

Worst case, based on 0.3 To/M1 Btu for o0il firing. Maximum allowable
NOX emissions for other firina scenarics @ill vary accordina to maximum

Timits in Table II.

Accumulated poteantial emissions of these poTlutants doas not exceed 100
torn par year and P30 rﬁview Tor these pollutants dees not apply
502 entissinas f the provigus expansion (2CG0 T/Y) have already been

reviewnd . dar deral PSO regulations and are not considerzd in this

"‘v“—..""‘-: s
CeLermInatIONn.
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a. Gbast Available Control Techno]ogy'(BACT);

b Increment Impact;

c. NA S Iiacts

d. Class I Area Impact;

e. Growth Impact; and

f. Soils, Vegetation and Visibility Impacts.

, It should be noted that the area in which the plant is located is
classified as "attainment” with respect to NAAQS for $0,, TSP, KO,, CO and
hydracarbons (HC), but that the area is "unclassified" for ozone (03). Also,
the ptant is located within a 36-hour travel time of an 03 "non-attainment”
area in Mobile, Alabama. Under these circumstances, sources can be subject
to LAER and emissions offsets. However, in this case, sufficient repre-

sontative 0, monitoring data was available to show the area impacted by the

3
plant to be attaining the NAAQS for 03. In addition, the modification does
not have gotential emissions of HC greater than 100 tons per yeai. There-

fore, the strict requirements for LAER and offsets are not reaquired for the

proposed_modiffcation.

l

A. ~ BACT ﬂ"z?;>'s

nt 1s required under tha nrovisions of Paragrapn (3} of the

-t

The ap;

LU

PSD reguTatwon to apply BACT for all proposed facilities emitting_SOz, TSP,
‘NOX‘and~CO. This includes the beciler and, for TSP, the waste wcod handling
system.

For the toiler, the technologies considerad for controlling TSP include
electrostatic precipitator ., baghouses (fabric filters), and a cembination
cyclene collector/venturi scurbber control system. Each of these devicaes is
carzlle of meeting the 0.1 1b TSP/MM Btu Timit recguired in the New Source PQY‘lOM""
ance Standard (NSPS) which applies to this facility (40 CFR Subpart D). The

analysis concluded and EPA concurs that the NSPS 14 mit achisved by the cyclang/
em is BACT for TSP for this facility. Tha cyclone/venturi

J-

venturi scrubosy sycs
scrubber te.hnology was chosen based on space Timitations, reliability, famil-
iarity of: ope“at\on and capital and operating costs conssiderations.

This device also will be partiaily effective in controlling SO2 emissions.
The applicant estimates reduction to be a minimum of 20 percent. Actual SO2
emissions will depend on the fuel being fired. As BACT. the apdlicant proposes

this 20 percent reduction in conjunction with low sulfur fuel The aoplicant



TABLE 11

' . - ALLCHABLE EMISSION LIMITS
FUEL FIRZ) - ALLOYASLE LUAITS (Pound per 1iillion BTUS)
S0, N TSP co
Gas Firing 0.0006 0.2 0.1 0.237
i1 Firing 0.641 0.3 0.1 10.237
Wood Firing . 0.03 0.25° 0.1 0.237
Gas/Wood E 1 0.051 0.2 0.1 0.237
011/%ood o 0.641 0.3 0.1 0.237

. ~ Determinad on a three-hour average.
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this unit ranged betwoen 0.107 and 0.16 pounds per willion 8TUs (2 hour

averages). Further, the 0.25 pound per thousand BTU Timit is less th.i the
NSPS Tevel for 011 firing canditions (0.3 16/11 BTU) and that for solid fessil

el firing (0.7 1b/rﬂ BTU}.  Therefors, the mavinmun allewzble limit for NOX

wivite fiving veod residue is determined o bw 0.25 pounds per million BTUs
best input (3 hour averages). Compliance with thic limit will ba d2:ermined
~with a chemiluminescence test method, as described by the applicant, and

chﬂb“ea with & simultaneous EPA standard method 7 test. The 0.25 1b/MM BTU
limit was chosen to allow for variations in boile de;1gn fuels fir?d; etc.
betwzen the boilers tested and the proposed boiler. Further, the 1imit
represants cnly the uppe- bdundary and does not obviate the requirement

to control combustion conditions and maintain the minimum NOX emission rate.

Consistent with the requirements of the NSPS (40 CFR 60.45), the applicant
will install, maintain and operate continuous menitors for measuring and
recording opacity .7 emissions, sulfur dioxide emissions, nitrogen ox ides
emiséﬁons,'and either oxygen or carbon dioxide emissions. OQOne exception to
the progedurss and requirements of 40 CFR 60.45, as appii~d to this source, is
that HOf emissions for straight wood residue firing can be estimated on a
tnree-ucur hasis ra*her than a one-hour basis for the purposes of determining
continuous compiiance with the allowable limit for M < enissions. This is
necassary bzcause straight wood combusti01 which is not addressed by the NSPS,
is ‘less. steady state than gas or oil due to variability in tha fuel feed rate.

BACT for CO emissions is similar to that for_NOx. Combustion conditions

will beemaintained to insura complete coembustion and minimize CO emissions.
Howaver, combusticn cenditions which minimize CO formation tend to increase

n ot N < Therefore, to minimize emissions of both NO and CO, the
monitor will be calibrated and alarm=d as dQSCx bad in the
gena: al provision, "Usa of Flue Gas Oxygen Meter as BACT for
Cdmtxstion Controls”. . As stated in the general provision, recalibration will
be necessary if the fuel(s) being firad in tha boiler changes.

The proposed modification also includes wood residue handling equipment
which has the potential to emit TSP. Because of the normal moisture content
of the materia]é handled (about SD%), TSP emissions are axpected tc be minimal
in quantity. Also, any TSP emissions which do eminate from this equfnmeﬂt
i1l tend to be fugitive in nature. For these ressons, =missions control will
sy
system will be subject tu a C percent opacity limit as mea

g
P

(Y]

ten. urther, the

w

be achieved through propar design and cperaticn oV tn

[%2]

ured by EPA standard

mathod 9.



St. Regis vaper o 9 | - Cee e o
, ST . BEST AVAILABLE COPY
8. Incremen’ Analysis

' The apnlicant is required under Paragrach (1), Part (2) of the PSD
regulations to demonstrazc that emissions from the proposed modification
+

of tha maximui allowable increments as defined in Paragraph (c). This was
acceimnlished by 1) an analyéﬁs of the available awbient air monitoring data
to determine the amount of available increment in this area and 2) a modeling
analysis of the impacts from the proposed modification and all other incre-
ment consuming sources. ’

The stack hzight for the beiler wnich was used as input to the modaling
does not exceed Good Engineering Practice (GEP) stack height and therefore
is acceptatle for'predic:ing ambient concentrations. However, because the
actual stack height progosed by the applicant is significantly iess than GEP
(165 ft. vs 178 to 200 ft. depending on building orientation), it also is
necessary to determine the effects of downwiasin. A downwash analysis was
performed using ‘accepted Huber-Synder techniques. The results show that
1) downwash did not threaten increment or NAACS levels, 2) downwash is not
expected for ambient wind speeds less than 21 miles per hour, and 3) the
maximum 3-hour 502 cencentration due to downwash effects is 146 ug/m3 oM

plant property and €S ug/m” off plant property. Clearly, the maximum con-

<
=

centrations do not threaten the allowzble 3-hour SO2 increment of 512 ug/m3

and because downwash conditicns, that is,winds greater than 21 mph, will not
persist for gruiter than one to two hours at any cne o«asion, tha allowable
increments (TSP andﬁSOZ) for longer averaging times (24-hour and annual for TSP
and SOZ) will similarly not be threatened. Further, the results show dcwnwash

3 off -

not to affect maximum amount oFf incremznt consumad in this area (6% uy/m
downwash effects). Therefore, downwash was not considered furthar in the
incremant and NAAGS analyses.

The medeling for the increment analysis used EPA anproved AQDM and
CRSTER models. Emissions data input to the model were maximum rates, that
is, worst case fuel firing conditicns for each pollutant. For AQCH runs
(annual averages) 10 years of meteorclogica! data from Milton, Florida was
s data (1964)

used. For the CRSTER run (shert term averages), a single year



~these background concentrations to the max
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was input to the model (note: 1964 was idantified as the critical woar in
earlier analyses by LPA). Maximum 1mpact areas were found using 1.0 kilomater
receptor spacing and for the CRSTER medel, the maximum 1. zacts were rafined to.

0.1 kilometer raceptor spacing.

The combined air quality .mpacfs of all incrament consuming sourcas ware
cov: red in the analysis. A search of State air permit files and other

availzdle information surfaced only tw. additicnal increment consuming sources:

1) a calciner adied to the St. Regis plant in an earlier modification and 2)
three gas fired turbines at Exxon Company U.S.A. located about 43 kilometers

to the north. Tha emissicns from Exxon were mocdeled separately and found not
to significantly impact the Cantonment area (<0.1 ug/m3 oh a 24-hour cverage).
those from the proposed

The emissioin. from the calciner were modaled along with
modification to cutermine the full extent of increrment consumption within the

impact area of the plant

The res.its of the mcdelxﬁg analysis are shown in Tab]e ITI. A1l modeled
values shown are maximum impacts including those for short term averages which
can be exceedad once per year. This added degree of conservatism is requirad
by EPA, Becauca only one year of meteoralocical data was analyzed for the short

wh

term corzentrations. The nicdeling results, when comparea to the allowable in-
crament for TSP and 802 (also 1isted in Table III), show conclusively that the

aligwable increments will not be exceedec by the proposed modification. The
24-hour~502 concantration comes closest to =xceeding the increment, but even
in this case, less than 40 percent of the available incramznt has hean consuinad.

C. HAACS Analysis _
The RAAQS anzlysis is performed under the requiremantis of Paragraph (1),
Part (1) of

[ n
thredatenad

A

he P.7 regulacions to determine that the MAAQS ceilings are not
2l

.
¥

, and'tn's, vublic health and walfare are protected. This analysis

was performad by 1) collecting representative ambient monitoring data to

—

W, and €0, and ! 2) adding

establish background cencentrations for SC,, TSP,
;hum modeled concentraiicus from

the:proposed‘modification. Emissions from the St. f2gis calciner, which was

permitted previously but which is not yet canstructed, aiso were adced fo

the backcoround concentrations to analyze impacts on NAAQS. The results of the

NAAQS analysis are displayed in Table IIT along with the results of the incre-

ment analysis. Thesé shew conclusively the s emissions from the nroposs!

medification wi

L = A S T 3 - ;
beyvond the HALZUS ceilings.
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0. Class I Arna Impact

The Class I area cleosost to the proposed modification is Breton Kational
Mildlife Refug2 which is located about 160 kilometers to the wastsouthwest.

<

This distence is beyond the distance at waich impacts can be reasonably esti-
matéd with current modeling techniques. For this reason, no detailed Class I
area impact analysis was performad. However, considering i+ maximum impacts
predictad in the vicinity of the plant and the dilution which will be experi-
encad over tha 160 kilometer distance, it is concluded that the proposed
moditication will not significantly impact any Class I area.



E. . Growth Im
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The pro posed wodxrwcatloq is not expected to significantly impuct growth
in the area. A number of additional labor:»s will be emnloyed during the

construction phase of the project and a small numberof permanant emnloyees

~will be added to handle the overall plant expansion from this and a previous

modification. However, bacause paper packaging products are not Timited to
Tocal censumption, the impaci on local industrial expansion due to the

‘expansion at ti2 St. Regis plant is expectad to be small scale. Further, th

proposad modifization consumes less than 40 percent of available increment,
and thus, will not severely limit unrelated industrial expansion, should it
be planned for this region. Therefore, the bveralT impact on growth from
the proposad modification is small and no adverse effects are anticipated.

F. Soils, Vegstation and Visibility Impacts.

No significant adverse impacts on soils, vegatation or visibility -are
exnectad from the proposed modification. The greatest impact likely would be
duz to the effects of 502 emissions on local vegetation. The ambiert concen-
traticns experiesncad from the boiler, howaver, are vell below the orimary and

1

o cmm by mde A B [ SN, = N
v PR to protact pudblic health and wa

P R

seCondary Strrnuards s

c
o

fare. Public
welfar= in tiis context includes damage to crops, building, vegetaticn, etc.
Thereforz, because ambient concentrations will be less than these st
no signi“icant acverse impact is expactad.

The effect of particulate depositicn from the plume should be minimal due
to the primary (cyclone) and secondaiy (scrutber) controls on this psllutant.
| The olume from the boiler will cr.vzin largs amounts of water (stzam) and

will be visible for a good distance from tne stack. Howaver, this water vapor

should not significantly affect general visibility in the vicinity of the plant,

In general, no s1gn1f1”ant adverse impacts on soils, vegetation and

visibility are anticipated from construction of the proposed modifTication.

Conclusion

EPA Region IV pr posp; a Final Cefsravination of Approval
conditions o* construction of the modification described in the $~711uuLion
sucmitted by the St. Regis Paper Company and recejved by EPA on Cctober 22,
1979. This detehnination is based on the inforation containcd in the apoli-

Y] A

cation and addi t1on*1 correspondsnze from M. M. Lukoy dated Fc.obar 24, 1979.



ot e e St ot e B L te i e o St o i e b wha e Srme e
o H el e

@  GISTAMUBLECOY g

RESYLTS OF AIR @ v nvvsis @

( 1Programs ey cubic l"*“*)

g . Exicting
Modeled Maximun _ Anbient

Modnled Fer Beiler Plus . ’ Existing /imbient Plus Modeled
Max inum Other Increment Allowable Concentrations Maximum NAAS
For Boiler Lansuming Sources Ircrements ('nitoring Data) Concentrations: = Cei
N \__ ’
ISP ) :
Arnual 0.2 0.5 19 40° 49.5
Average . |
PYIRTIo 5.6 6.6 37 68° 7.6
~Zarage
SO,
39 - b
Annual 1.3 : 1.3 : - - 20 11 - 12.3
hverage . : o _ : i
24-Hour 35.8 | 35.89 S0l 231> 266
Average ‘ : v ' '
3-Hour © 65.3 95.3 512 | 760 855.3 1.
Average
NO
—X _ c ‘
Annual 2.5 v 2.9 _ N/A 20 32.9
Average ' ' o
8-Hour | e e WA 3,8009 e 10,
Average - ‘ - |
-1-Hour 67.5 ’ 67.5 N/A 10,009, © 10,068 40.
Averace ' : _ ,

a. St, Regis wmonitors narth and south station: data period - 3/28/79 to 9/9/79; maximum 24-hour concentration rat
than highest, second H?fhﬂ"* ' ' | ‘ , _

bh. Gulf Power monitors O+ ipman and Brantwcod station ns: 1579 data: maximum rather than highest, second highest cor
centrations d1so1ayed for 24 and 3-hour everagas : _

c. florida D.E.R. staticn at Leonard and Palafox; 1979 dataj m1A1muw of thre2 regional stations.

d. Florida D.E.R. station at [111son Field; 8-hour data is from 1978, 1-hour data is from 1977; highest, second.
nichast concentrations . S o

- el b T e mmmeantrat iane wara vary 1aw cemnarvred o the diffes
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(Micrograms per Cubic lMeter)

_ Existing
iodeled Maximum ' , . fmbient
Mo 2led For Boiler Plus : Existing Ambient Plus Modeled -
Mas imu Other Increment Allowable Concentrations C Mavimum NAA
For Be' ter Consuming Sources - Increments (Monitoring Data)  Concentrations: Cei
se
Annual 0.2 0.5 19 40° 49.5
Averace _
24-Hour 5.6 6.6 37 68 74.6
“Average
S0
__.._2 b
Annual 1.3 1.3 . o 20 11 12.3
Average
24 -Hour 3%.8 35.8 91 231 266
Average ‘ ,
3-Hour 95.3 953 512 760° 055.3 1.
Average. _ ‘
i\_‘_Qv »
Annual 2.5 2.9 N/ A - 30° 32.9
Average ' _
€0 : | |
8-Hour e e | N/A - 3,800 e 10,/
Average , ‘ _ o '
1-Hour | 67.5 : 67.5 N/ I\ 10,000 | 10,068 40
Averaae : ‘ - , .

a. St. Regis monitors north’and south station; data veriod - 3/28/79 to 9/9/79: maximum 24-houyr concentration rat
than highest, second hignast.

b. Gulf Power monitcrs 3runsen and Brentwood stations; 1678 data; maximum rather than highest, second hichest con
centrations displayed for 24 and 3-hcie avarages. o :

Florida D.E£.R. station at Leornard and Palafox; 1978 data; maximum of three regional stations. .
d. Florida D.E.R. station at Ellison Field; 8-hour deta is from 1978, 1-hour data is from 1977; highest, second
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ber 29, 1%.9, Neovember 12, 1979 and hovembaor 27, 1972, The conditions

forth in the permit are as follow:

1. The proposed modification will be constructed in accordsnze
with the capacities, specifications, ang de.aription con-
tained in the application. This spscifically includes a
max finum heat input_ratg of 666 ."?Won BTUs per hour for
the boiler,

2. The BoiTer will be fired with fuel oil, natural gas, wood
resid&e, a combination of wood residuz and natural gas or
a combinaticon of wood residue and fuel oil. The allowable
emissjpps Timits for the boiler fur each fuel firing
’scenario are as outlinad in Table Il of this detzrmination.

3. The sulf ir content of fuel o0il fired in the boiler will not
exceed 3.8 percent.

4. Emissions of N0, and CO will be maintained at the Towest

possibla Jevel t htougn the installation, calibration and

_-operation of a flue gas oAjgen monitor as described in the
atteched genzral orovisi-, "Use of Fluz Gas Oxycan Mocer
as oaCT for Combuscion.Controls”

nce with the allowable emissiens limits requiraed

1 bz demonstrated vwiith performance tasts
n EPA stdndard methods and the applicanle
provisions of 40 CFR 6C.8 aﬂd 40 CFR 60.46. Cowniianca with

the NO emissions 1imit for wood residue firing of tha

bci 1ew \0 23 lb/ha BTU) will be determined by tha chamilumin- .
escence mbuhod o:scrxbed in the stpparting information to tha
appiication. In addition, a simultangcus EPA standard method
7 test will be CuWn= ted a3

;

L ~ ~p - <1 ; 3 .
method. A1l such performance tests - will be condugted w

}
jat)
O
oy
0
)
7~
o
=t
c
=3
o
)
=

v
B
;,
3

..... nescanca

in

it
Il

o

C—

S0 days of plant startup and test results will be submitted
to EPA within 90 davs of test comgletion.

6. The.applitant will notify EPA prior to conversicn from gas,
wood, and/or gas/wood combinaticn firing condn:ﬁons to

011, wond, and/cr oil/wcod combination Tiring conditions.
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e

10.

Id

Within 90 days of such g3 fo oil fuel switching, additional
‘testing consistent with the provisiéns of condition 5 is
required to show compiiance with the allowzble enission limits
specified in conaicion 2.
Emissions of nitrogan oxides and sulfur oxidas in the flue
cases, Tlue gas opacity, and flue g-» oxygen or carhon dioxide
content will be monitored with continusus moniter/recordars
consistent with the provicions of 4

Consistent with 40 CFR £0.42 (c)

0
), the opacity of the
boiler fltz gases will not excead 20

percent except for one
od per hour during whic ; will not
exc-=2 27 parcent.

gases exiting the wood residue hanadling system

A

shall not exceed zero percent as measured by EPA standard
e

_{

ne annlicant will comply with the reguirements and provisions

“.of the attached General Conditions.



i

Hithin 90 days of attaining 7ull operation of the boiler or heater (or
other such combusiion equipmnznt) the owaer will conduct performance tests
approw-d EPA melhods es described in 40 CFR Part 60.

g

Such parformance tosts will be conducied a2t two levels of ppzration of

1) Full load, and
2) Hormal cperatioral load.

ATty
H

t

1) Tnz point at which MOy emissien (IL/!¥i3TY) equals the
0 an rate containad in

=:  a factor found in

&
edition of AP-42, "Cuipiiation of Air Pol
rs

t
Facters" whichever i3 lower.

“2) The point at which CO emission exceeds either tha allow-

4 L,

er or heatsr flue gas oxygen content will be maintained batween
17 e st to sound when F.G. oxxj 7 leve s

Should any combusticn equinment modifications be made ¢ thz boiler or
heater such as difforant typa burners, corbustion air relccalicn, fusl
convarsicn, tube yemoval or addition, etc., nerformance tests as deo-
scribed abovws zhall be zonducted within ©0 davas of attaining ull
operetion afier such medification. Rocu‘*"'of all pertormance tests
shall be sent to the Regional Admiaistretor within 90 days after com-



~The permittes shull notify the permitting autirority in wratwng of
- tine beginning of construction of the permitted source within 30 cuys
of sucn action and the astimated date of start-up of cparaticn.

-The pcrmi**ee snall notify the
P

utilities for samoling and testing equipment.

o
trnz actua star-—uo of the -.H]u»:d ;ourﬁﬂ wxfhwn davs of such
action and tha imated dote of demonstration of ccapliance as
ejuired in *h spacific conditions, -
Each emiscion point for which an emission test wzthod i5 established
in this paymit shall be tested in ordes to determine compliance with
the emission lTimitations concainad herein within sixuy (60} dayvs Of
achievi- 2 tne maximum production rate, but in no event Tater thun 180
days afier initic! start-up of the pyrmItuﬁd sguirca., The parmittes
sn~1} notify the pefm1tt1ng uuthanQ/ of the schoduled date of cunpiiance
testing o= least thirty (30) days in advance of such test. Comgliance
test resu’is shall be submitted to the permitting authority witnin
forty-five (45) days aftar the compxegg testing. The permittze shall
provide (1) samoling porL¢ adequate for test mathads applicablz to
such Tacility 2% safe sampling platforms, (3) safe acce
a

piatforms, and

o

nht permittea shall retiin recor ds of 21l infC“ma**fn resu]*ing from

~ing activitic inf ?1or 1n&1cat1ng ~~ating pa :r;i.::

{o i fic for a mini.

» gat

If, for any reuson, the permitiea does not comply with or will rot be
able to comnly with the emission Timitations specified in this permit,.
the permitias siall provide the permitiing atithority with the following
information in writing within five {5) days ¢f such conditions:

(a) description of noncomalying emission(s),
(p) cause of nonccimpliance,

(c} articipatad time the noncornliance

i
if correcis !, tihe duration of tho perio

d) stens taken by tha permitize to raduce and eliminate the
P

nehicemdiying emission,
and
(e) steps taken by the permittee to prevent recurrence of the
noncomplying emissicn.
Failure to nrovide the above information whe
a violaticn of the terms and condi ‘\L}t or €
- repori oc:f Con o constitiute a waiver of the cor
within this poemit.
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v < 6. Any cbnngﬂ fn the information submitted in the application rogarding
S facilivy cuissions or changes n the quantity or quality of ma’. rials’
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