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g ;594_, . Department of
R 2. Environmental Protection

Twin Towers Office Building
2600 Blair Stone Road Virginia B. Wetherell

Lawton Chiles
Tallahassee, Florida 32395-2400 Secretary

Governor
April 20, 1995

CERTIFIED MAIL - RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Willis M. Kitchen
President

Gulf Coast Recycling, Inc.
1901 North 66th Street
Tampa, Florida 33618

RE: Construction Permit Application for Blast Furnace
AC29-209018/PSD-FL~-215

Dear Mr. Xitchen:

The Department has not received a reply to our June 28, 1994,
letter requesting additional information for processing the
referenced permit application. Therefore, the permit will be
denied unless the Department receives the requested information
by May 26, 1995. If there are any questions, please call Al Linero
or John Reynolds of our staff at 904-488-1344.

Sincerely, .

&& _“)2{&_:__ g /2

fél C. H. Fancy, P.E.

Chief
Bureau of Air Regulation

CHF/AL/t
cc: Thomas, SWD
Beason, 0GC

Deken, EPCHC
Harper, EPA
Bunyak, NPS
Carlson, Lake Eng.
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Printed on recycled paper.
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"
{ ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW
i1 MADISON STREET, SUITE 2300

PO, BOX 1S3 1ZIF 336000

TAMPA FLORIDA 33602

227 SOUTH CALHOUN STREET {8131 2734200 Fax (8131 273.43396 qO0 CLEVELAND STRIEILT

PO BOX 391 1 2IP 323021 PO BOX 14689 12{P 24617
TALLAHASSEE , FLORIDA 32301 CLEARWATER, FLORIDA 34615

(804) 224-9115 FAX 19061 BZ2-7560 ECE‘VEB 418966 FAX (8131442 8470
R 1IN REPLY REFER TO:
DEC 13 19%°
BUREAU OF
December 11, 1995 ARR QUU\T‘ON
%llliam B. Taylor, IV

Post Office Box 1531.
Tampa, Florida 33601

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Virginia Wetherell

Secretary

Florida Department of Environmental Regulation
Twin Towers Office Building

2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, Florida 32399

Re: Gulf Coast Recycling, Inc.
DEP File No.: PSD-FL-215
AC 29-209018

Dear Ms. Wetherell:

Enclosed for filing is the original and one copy of Gulf Coast
Recycling, Inc.'s Third Request for Extention of Time to File its
formal Petition For Administrative Hearing. Please date stamp the

. copy and return it to my office in the enclosed, self-addressed,
stamped envelope. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Signed in Mr. Taylor's absence
to avoid detay in maifing.

William B. Taylor, IV

WBT: kkb
Enclosupes
cc: Mr, Willis Kitchen




STATE OF FLORIDA
(DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

In the Matter of an

Application for permit by: DEP File No. PSD-FL-215
AC 29-209018
Hillsborough County

Mr. Willis' Kitchen

President

Gulf Coast Recycling, Inc.

THIRD REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME

TO: Virginia Wetherell, Secretary

Department of Environmental Protection

2600 Blair Stone Road

Twin Towers Building

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

GULF COAST RECYCLING, INC. ("Gulf Coast™), pursuant to Chapter
17-103.070, F.A.C., hereby requests a third extension of time to
file its formal Petition For Administrative Hearing, and in support
herecf says:

1. Gulf Coast previously requested an extension of time to
file an administrative petition. Since that time Gulf Coast has
been in communication with its consultant retained to advise it
regarding the permit application and to respond to an information
Yrequest submitted by the Department dated November 21, 1995 by A.
A. Linero, P.E., Administrator, New Source Review Section. The
consultant advises that the necessary information should be given
to Gulf Coast by December 24, 1995. It will take approximately two
(2) weeks to review that information and compile a responsive

document. Therefore, an extension until February 1, 1996 1is

requested.




2. In the event this request for extension is not granted,
then this shgll serve as notice of intent by Gulf Coast to seek a
formal administrative review.purSuant to Section 120.57, Florida
Statutes.

WHEREFORE, Gulf Coast respectfully requests an extension of
time until February 1, 1996 to file its Petition for Administrative
Hearing, pursuant to Section 120.57, Florida Statutes.

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that the original of the foregoing has been
filed, via Federal Express, with Virginia Wetherell, Secretary of
the Department of Environmental Protection, and copies sent to
office of General Counsel, Department of Environmental Protection,
2600 Blair Stone Road, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400 and the
C. H. Fancy, P.E., Chief, Bureau of Air Regulation, State of
Florida Department of Environmental Protection, 2600 Blair Stone
Road, Tallahassee, Florida 32399, this 11th day of December, 1995.

Respectfully submitted,

R
T N,

(g

> . \) ~
WILLIAM B TAYLOR, IV,\ESQ
Fla. Bar No. 144329 Qi}\
SCOTT C. DAVIS, ESQUIRE
Fla. Bar No. 022799
Macfarlane Ausley Ferguson

& McMullen

Post Office Box 1531
Tampa, Florida 33601
(813) 273-4228
Attorney for Petitioner

cc: Gulf Coast Recycling, Inc.

KKB\* *\ * * \WBTMAIN\GCR\ADMINIST.HRG\ 120-57PET.EX3




United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
1875 Centary Boulevard

Atlanta, Georgia 30345 REC E!VED
NOV 28 1995 DEC A 1995

i BUREAU OF
Mr. Clair H. Fancy AR REGULATION

Chief, Bureau of Air Regulation
Department of Environmental Regulation
Twin Towers Office Building

2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, Florida 32399

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Dear Mr. Fancy:

We have reviewed the October 10, 1995, letter from Gulf Coast Recycling, Inc., to your office, in
which Gulf Coast addresses concerns we expressed in a July 13, 1994, letter to you. We are pleased
that Gulf Coast has proposed a substantially lower sulfur dioxide emission rate (175 Ib/hr instead
of the originally proposed 374 Ib/hr), but still have some concerns regarding the project. The
enclosed Technical Review Document prepared by our Air Quality Branch in Denver, Colorado,
summarizes these concerns.

We understand that your office has advised Gulf Coast that their application remains incomplete,
and you have requested additional information to satisfy our concerns.

If you have any further questions, please contact Ms. Ellen Porter of our Air Quality Branch in
Denver at 303/969-2617.

Sincerely yours,

reen K. Clough
egional Director

Fo

Enclosure




Technical Review of the
Additional Information
Submitted October 10, 1995,
by Gulf Coast Recycling, Inc.
Hillsborough County, Florida

by

Air Quality Branch, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Denver, Colorado

On October 10, 1995, Gulf Coast Recycling, Inc. (Gulf Coast), submitted responses to concerns expressed in our
July 13, 1994, letter. In that letter, we informed the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) that
Gulf Coast's Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) permit application was incomplete. The application
was for a blast furnace at the Gulf Coast lead-acid battery recycling facility in Tampa, Hillsborough County,
Florida, 75 km south-southeast of Chassahowitzka Wilderness Area (WA). Although the blast furnace was actually
installed in 1984, Gulf Coast did not apply for a PSD permit then. FDEP subsequently informed Gulf Coast that
a PSD review was required, and Gulf Coast submitted an application in 1994,

The following comments summarize our position regarding Gulf Coast’s responses to the concerns expressed in
our July 13, 1994, letter.

Best Available Contrel Technology (BACT)

Our July 13, 1994, letter noted that the best available control technology (BACT) analysis for the project was
incomplete and that similar facilities had achieved substantially lower sulfur dioxide (80,) emission rates than those
initially proposed by Gulf Coast. We are pleased that Gulf Coast is now proposing a much lower SO, emission
rate: 175 pounds per hour (Ib/hr) instead of 374 Ib/hr. However, Gulf Coast has still not provided adequate
information to determine whether the proposed level of control represents BACT.

Also, Gulf Coast has not adequately addressed our concermns regarding their proposed lead emission rates. Source
testing indicates actual lead emissions are far below the requested emission limit of 0.59 ton per year. We request
that FDEP establish an emission limit more representative of actual rates, as opposed to an artificially high limit,
If FDEP sets a limit of 0.59 ton per year, we agree the Maximum Achievable Control Technology (MACT)
standard procedures for monitoring lead emissions are sufficient to ensure lead emissions do not exceed the PSD
threshold; however, we sequest that FDEP not wait until the MACT compliance date to require monitoring. The
monitoring procedures must be in place before the MACT compliance date to ensure the 0,59 ton per year emission
limit is enforceable,

Air Quality Modeling Analysis

We noted that although the MESOPUFF 1l air quality modeling analysis predicted that Gulf Coast would not
contribute significantly to exceedances of the Class I SO, 24-hour increment, the analysis was not complete because
it used only one upper air meteorological station. Therefore, we requested that Gulf Coast be required to use two
additional upper air stations to adequately address the wind flow from other sources within the State. Because Gulf
Coast has now proposed a substantially lower SO, emission rate, we will accept the initial modeling analysis (which
- was based on the much higher emission rate of 374 Ib/hr SO,). However, future applicants should use three upper
air stations when evaluating potential impacts to Chassahowitzka WA: Tampa/Ruskin, Florida; West Palm Beach,
Florida; and Waycross, Georgia.




Air Quality Related Values {AQRYV) Analysis

We requested a more detailed air quality related values (AQRV) analysis. Gulf Coast replied by stating that
because they do not significantly contribute to any modeled exceedance of the Class I increments, impacts on
AQRVs are insignificant. Please advise Gulf Coast that the AQRYV analysis is independent of the Class I increment
analysis. AQRYVs may be affected even though the increment is not exceeded. Because Gulf Coast has reduced
proposed emissions significantly, we will not require them to submit another analysis. However, future applicants
should consult with our office regarding any question of the need for a detailed AQRYV analysis.

VISCREEN Analysis
We originally noted that Gulf Coast did not perform a visibility analysis, However, we are now satisfied that Gulf

Coast has submitted this analysis, which indicates that the project will have low potential to cause visible plume
impacts at Chassahowitzka WA,

Contact: Ellen Porter
(303) 969-2617




Department of
Environmental Protection

Twin Towers Office Building
Lawton Chiles 2600 Biair Stone Road Virginia B. Wetherell

Governor Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400 Secreta
November 21, 1995 v

CERTIFIED MAIL - RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Willis M. Kitchen, President
Gulf Coast Recycling, Inc.

1901 North 66th Street

Tampa, Florida 33619

Re: Construction Permit Application (PSD-FL-215)
Dear Mr. Kitchen:

Additional information will be required for processing the
revised application. As you know, this permitting action began as
an effort to permit the 1984 replacement of two blast furnaces.
retroactively according to federal PSD requirements, on the
assumption that no major modifications or physical changes were
being made in the interim. Recently, the application was amended
to cover higher production and emission rates and now contains the
newly-proposed desulfurization and afterburner projects. Although
the revised application mentions that a subsequent application will
be filed once a specific system is selected, these projects must
undergo permitting review at this time since Gulf Coast has
proposed emission limits based on.their installation. Thus, the
construction permit must cover these projects as if they were being
installed concurrently with the blast furnace replacement.

We should also point out that several sections of the revised
"application must be redone. For example, the "internal offset"
approach discussed on page 25 as a way of avoiding ozone
non-attainment new source review puts the "cart before the horse"
since the "offset" from installing the project would be obtained
before the unit undergoes permitting review. The process does not
work that way. The incinerator installation must be the
conseguence of the permitting review process rather than vice
versa.

In other words, Gulf Coast’s existing emissions (before
desulfurization and incineration are installed) must determine the
type of review reguired, and the necessary controls are then
determined based on the rules that apply to the current emission
levels. For this reason, a Lowest Achievable Emission Rate (LAER)
analysis is required pursuant to F.A.C. Rules 62-212.500(4) (a) and

+ 62-212.510 for current VOC emissions in the ozone non-attainment
area. This will mean that the incinerator must be designed to
achieve a LAER emission limit, and that limit is to be determined
by the Department after being proposed by Gulf Coast.

-

“Protect, Conserve and Manage Florida’s Environment and WNatural Resources”

Printed on recycled paper.



Mr. Willis M. Kitchen
November 21, 1995
Page Two

Additional information will also be needed as a result of the
EPA’s 40 CFR 63 Subpart X standards promulgated on June 23, 1995.
Although Gulf Coast will have until June 23, 1997 to comply with
Subpart X requlrements, they must be included in the construction
permit at this time since they are presently applicable with two
years for final compliance.

Therefore, the following incompleteness items are requested:

1. The S02 emission limit proposed by Gulf Coast has been
reduced to 175 lbs/hr from the previous 374 lbs/hr on the basis of
installing desulfurization technology. The 175 lbs/hr estimate is
based on a material balance calculatlon that assumes 80% of the
feed is recovered as scrap lead that is then desulfurized, leaving
1% of the tonnage as sulfur (primarily in the form of lead sulfate)
that oxidizes to S02 in the furnace, with 20% of that 1% remaining
in the furnace slag. It is not clear how the desulfurization step
enters into this calculation. The 1% sulfur obtained as a result
of the desulfurization step appears to be a rough estlmate at best
and may vary considerably. Rather than basing the S02 emission
limit on such broad assumptlons, we must rely on actual data from
installations using this technology. The application mentions
three new lead recovery plants that have successfully demonstrated
desulfurization, but does rot identify them or present any data.
To provide the Department with reasonable assurance that the
proposed emission limit has a sound factual basis, please provide,
actual data for these three plants from the manufacturer or other
sources as shown below:

Actual S02 Emissions(prh)
Date Desulf. Charge Before After

Plant Location _Installed = _Rate Desulf. Desulf. '

2. The rationale for the parhlculate matter analysis (page 22)
is 1ncorrect since new source review appllcablllty depends on a
comparlson of the proposed allowable emissions with the actual
emissions averaged over the most recent two year period that is
representatlve of normal operation. In this case the averaging
period would be the two years prior to the replacement of the two .
blast furnaces in 1984. Please revise the application accordingly.

3. As stated earlier, a control strategy must be the result o
permitting review based on current emissions and not "offsets" from
a control strategy the applicant has proposed prior to permitting
review. Thus, the VOC section must be redone to include a LAER
analysis and a proposed LAER emission limit.




Mr. Willis M. Kitchen
November 21, 19%5
Page Three

4. Please revise the application to cover all applicable
provisions of the 40 CFR 63 Subpart X regulations and indicate a
schedule for compliance by June 23, 1987.

5. Please address all concerns discussed and make revisions as
necessary pursuant to the enclosed comments submitted by the
Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County on
November 21, 1995,

6. We need a copy of the S02 Maxi-File comparison programs and
outputs to confirm your modeling results.

If you have any questions, please contact me, John Reynolds, or
Cleve Holladay at 904-488-1344.

Sincerely,
- ;l/?l

A. A. Linero, P.E.
Administrator
New Source Review Section

Enclosure

cc: W. Thomas, SWD
L. Deken, EPCHC
J. Harper, EPA
J. Bunyak, NPS
L. Carlson, Lake Eng.
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICES, LEGAL &
WATER MANAGEMENT DIVISION
1900 - 5TH AVENUE
TAMPA FLORIDA 33605
TELEPHONE (813) 272-5960
FAX (813) 272-5157

COMMISSION

DOTTIE BERGER
PHYLLIS BUSANSKY
JOE CHILLURA
CHRIS HART
JIM NORMAN
ED TURANCHIK
SANDRA WILSON

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
ROGER P STEWART

AIR MANAGEMENT DIVISION
TELEPHONE (813) 272-5530

WASTE MANSGEMENT DIVISION
(813) 272-5788

GEMENT DIVISION

November 21, 1995 : \\ 0‘30?\0‘\

John Reynolds

Division of Air Resources Management

Florida Department of Environmental
Protection

Twin Towers Office Building

2600 Blair Stone Road.

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400

Re: Gulf Coast Recycling, Inc. (GCR) - PSD Application
Dear Mr. Reynolds:

I have reviewed the revised application submitted by GCR on October
27, 1995. Based on my review of the material submitted, I have the
following comments:

1. This facility's operations are subject to Rule 62-296.600,
F.A.C. (Lead RACT) and GCR was required to obtain a federally
enforceable permit to incorporate the applicable provisions.
I am enclosing a copy of the permit for your information. 1In
the revised PSD application they requested an emission
limitation which is substantially different from what is
required in their Lead RACT permit. The Lead RACT rule was
not 1listed in the rule applicability portion of the
application. This rule needs to be taken into account when
establishing the allowables for the blast furnace operation.

2. In the application, the permittee also indicated that blast
furnace operations are not subject to particulate matter RACT
because of the exemption stated in Rule 62-296.700(2)a, F.A.C.
(facility emissions less than 5 lbs./hr. and 15 tons/yr.).
GCR's blast furnace existing operating permit does have the
RACT exemption included as a specific condition. However,
after the operating permit for the furnace was issued, the
facility was required to obtain a construction permit for
their refining operation. The construction permit was issued
in Tallahassee and a determination was made that the operation
was subject to particulate RACT. The particulate matter

An Affirmative Action - Equal Opportunity Employer v
‘; Printed on recycled paper
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John Reynolds
November 21, 1995
Page 2

emissions for the refining operation alone are more than 4
lbs./hr. and 12 tons/yr. The furnace operations therefore
can't be exempted using the 5 1lbs./hr. and 15 tons/yr.
facility exemption. This issue needs to beé addressed in this
permit.

Also, in the construction permit that was issued to address
the Lead RACT issues and their current operating permit, they
currently charge 88% of the total maximum process rate as lead
scrap. In the revised submittal all of the calculaticns were
done for the SO, and CO based on charging 80% lead scrap.
There seems to %e a change in the ratio of the different
materials charged. If they plan to reduce the lead scrap
charge to 80%, which of the other constituents do they plan to
increase (i.e., limestone, coke, iron, etc.)? If they plan to
continue charging the furnace with the current ratio of lead
scrap and other materials, then they need to revise their
calculations to account for the increased charge (88%).

In a recent compliance test at the facility, GCR reported the
process rate for the SO, test at 6.56 tons/hr. 1In the current
revised application under review they have requested a maximum
process rate of 6.5 tons/hr. How 1s GCR going to show
compliance with this limitation and what reasonable assurance
does the Department have that GCR will not exceed that rate?

In the SO, calculations the permittee used an emission factor
of 80 lbs./ton from AP-42 for the blast furnace. Based on the
test data from the facility, the emission rate of S0, has
exceeded the value of 80 lbs./ton. I have attached a table
summarizing the test data from the facility for your use. The
rate of emissions 1is important since we are trying to
establish an appropriate emission limitation and 1level of
reduction.

For your information, Gulf Ccast Recycling is currently under
enforcement. There are two open enforcement cases against
GCR. I have attached the Consent Order for one and an NOI for
the more recent case. The NOI addresses two successive
quarterly exceedances of the Lead NAAQS at a monitor located
just north of the facility and process rate exceedance of the
furnace operations. Should vyou need more information
regarding these cases please let us Kknow. We will be
evaluating additional control measures GCR can undertake to
reduce lead emissions from the facility.



John Reynolds
November 21, 1995
Page 3

7.

9.a)

b)

c)

Also, for your information, the EPC has received a number of
complaints regarding GCR from people working just south of the
facility at the CSX railyard. The complaints are primarily
concerning odors from the operation. The complainants are
reporting a burning and irritating odor. They also indicate
they can also taste it (leaves a taste in their mouth). We
are still investigating these complaints and have verified
some of the complaints. It is undetermined at this point
whether the complaints can be attributed to SO,, SAM, or other
emissions. In order to adequately address this issue we will
be looking for additional control measures from GCR.

The permit application also did not identify MACT as an
applicable rule on page 23. The requirements of this rule
will need to be incorporated into the issued permit.

The revised application that was submitted to the Department
does not indicate whether a search was conducted for recent
RACT/BACT/LAER determinations for S0, emissions from lead
smelting operations. In order to provide the Department with
reasonable assurance that the control technologies evaluated
in the application are the best available, documentation needs
to be provided on similar projects. In addition, the average
cost effectiveness must be provided for each of the control
technologies identified and used in the determination.
Results of this type of analysis should be included in the
BACT analysis in the application.

Pursuant to available guidance material on conducting BACT
determinations (i.e., Draft 1990 version of NSR Workshop
Manual), the average cost effectiveness for each control
technology evaluated must be provided. In addition, the
incremental cost effectiveness must be determined to evaluate
the difference in costs between a control technology and the
next best contreol technology. No incremental cost
effectiveness numbers were provided in the application.

On page 24 of the application, a table is shown which
identifies results of a search of the RACT/BACT/LAER
Clearinghouse for CO emissions. As stated above, for the
different control technologies, an average cost effectiveness
was not provided. In addition, an incremental cost
effectiveness was not provided for the difference in control
efficiencies (i.e., proposed 90% reduction but table on page
24 shows higher efficiencies).




John Reynolds
November 21, 1995
Page 4

10. Also, for you information, we would request that any permit
issued for the blast furnace require emission testing which
demonstrates the control efficiencies for the operation.

Should you have any questions or need more information concerning
these comments please call me at Suncom 543-5530.

Sincerely,
Liz Deken
Chief, Air Toxics Section

bm



Test Date

November 1994
November 1993
December 1992
October 1991
February 1990
February 1989
February 1988
March 1987

February 1986

February 1985

S0,
lbs./hr.

337.9
377.6
341
260
326
339
377
353
92

313

S0, Stack Test Summary

Production

tons/hr.
4,

2.

11

20

.90

.90

.55

.55

.62

47

.63

lbs. SO

Emissions

2gton Pb produced

82.2
130.2
117.6

89.7
127.8
132.9
143.9
142.9

35

111.8



Department of
Environmental Protection

Twin Towers Office Building |
Lawton Chiles 2600 Blair Stone Road Virginia B. Wetherell
Governor Tallahassee, Fiorida 32399-2400 Secretary

November &, 1995

CERTIFIED MAIL - RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Willis M. Kitchen, President
Gulf Coast Recycling, Inc.

1901 North 66th Street

Tampa, Florida 33619

Re: Completeness Review - Construction Permit Application
PSD-FL-215

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

The Department received your additional submittal regarding the
subject permit application on October 27. Since that submittal may
impact the overall review of the application, the completeness
review period will be extended for 30 days following October 27.
Therefore, if the Department requires any additional informatien,
an incompleteness letter will be mailed to you by November 24.

If you have any gquestions, please call me or John Reynolds at
904-488-1344.

Sincere1y7,
P‘MV B
2. A. Linero, P.E.

administrator
New Source Review Section

AAL/JR/t
cc: L. Deken, EPCHC

W. Thomas, SWD
L. Carlson, Lake Engineering

“Protect. Conserve and Manage Flonda's Environment and Naturai Resources”

Printed on recycled paper.
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LAKE

ENGINEERING, INC.

October 25, 1995 RECEIVED

Gir 27 1998
Mr. C.H. Fancy BUREAU OF

Chief, Bureau of Air Regulation AR REGULATION
Florida Department of Environmental Protection :

Twin Towers Office Building

2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

RE: GULF COAST RECYCLING, INC. AC 29-209018, PSD-FL-215
Dear Mr. Fancy:

Enclosed are six identical diskettes containing the results of the refined modeling that was
required in the DEP’s June 28, 1994 letter to Gulf Coast. This letter concerned the
completeness review for the initial PSD application (May 1994) and included comments received
from the various reviewing agencies.

Specifically, the refined modeling was required per item number two on the first page
of the letter. Item number two stated that refined modeling should be performed using a finer
mesh receptor grid centered over any critical receptors identified in the screening phase. Critical
receptors were defined as those receptors where exceedances of the AAQS were predicted when
emissions from all 68 sources were modeled. A finer mesh grid of 100 meter spacing out to a
distance of 500 meters was then placed around those critical receptors. The model was re-run
(at the revised requested SO, emission rate of 175 Ibs/hr) to further determine if Gulf Coast was
significantly contributing to the modeled exceedances at the increased number of receptors. Gulf
Coast would be significantly contributing if emissions from Gulf Coast only resulted in impacts
greater than the significant impact levels at the same receptors and for the same averaging
periods as the modeled AAQS exceedances.

To accomplish the refined modeling, each Maxi-File (.OVR files), that contained the
values exceeding the respective AAQS minuys the background value, from the modeling results
submitted with the revised PSD application (October 1995) were analyzed to locate the critical
receptors (where modeled AAQS exceedances occurred). Please note that no AAQS exceedances

SUITE 500, 35 GLENLAKE PARKWAY
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30328
(770} 395-0464 FAX: (770) 395-0474




Mr. C. H. Fancy
October 25, 1995
Page 2

were predicted for the 3-hour averaging period for years 1982-85 and the annual averaging
period for 1983. New receptor grids were then centered around the critical receptors to
incorporate the required 1000 m? mesh size. These new data files (. DTA files) were then re-run
using ISCST3.

New Maxi-Files were generated using the same thresholds as before (AAQS minus
background value for modeling all sources and significant impact level for modeling Gulf
Coast’s emissions only). The Maxi-Files for all sources were compared with the Maxi-Files for
Gulf Coast only to determine if there were any instances where the AAQS were being exceeded
at the same time and at the same receptors that the respective significant impact level was also
being exceeded (e.g.:REF83-24.0OVR was compared 10 REFG83-24.0VR, and so on. See below
for file name descriptions.). The results show there are no instances where both the AAQS and
the significant impact levels are being exceeded at the same time and receptors, indicating Gulf
Coast is not significantly contributing to any of the modeled AAQS exceedances.

Following are descriptions of the filename prefixes used for the refined modeling. All
files are included on the diskette and are in zipped format.

REF821-24 * 1982 met data, 24-hour averaging period, run 1 of 2 (large no. of receptors)
REF822-24.* 1982 met data, 24-hour averaging period, run 2 of 2 (large no. of receptors)
REF83-24 .* 1983 met data, 24-hour averaging period

REF84-24 * 1984 met data, 24-hour averaging period

REF851-24 * 1985 met data, 24-hour averaging period, run 1 of 2 (large no. of receptors)
REFg852-24 * 1985 met data, 24-hour averaging period, run 2 of 2 (large no. of receptors)
REF86-24 * 1986 met data, 24-hour averaging period

REF86-3 * 1986 met data, 3-hour averaging period

REF82-AN.* 1982 met data, annual averaging period

REF84-AN * 1984 met data, annual averaging period

REF85-AN.* 1985 met data, annual averaging period

REF86-AN.* 1986 met data, annual averaging period

For the Maxi-Files ((OVR), "REFG" was used to denote the file contained exceedances of the respective significant
impact level (Gulf Coast emissions only).

Thank you for your patience regarding the submittal of this additional modeling. This
exercise was very time consuming due to the large degree of data comparison required to




Mr. C. H. Fancy
October 25, 1995
Page 3

generate the refined receptor grids and compare the Maxi-Files. If you have any questions
regarding these modeling results or require additional information please contact me at (770)
395-0464.

Sincerely,

LAKE ENGINEERING, INC.

ey & LLloms

Larry G. Carlson

Air Pollution Compliance Specialist
LGC:cpc
Attachments

cC: Gulf Coast Recycling, Inc. w/attachment

460.2.1

\460-95\1025fanc. 231
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. # %,  GULF COAST RECYCLING, INC. |
2“ 1901 NORTH 66th STREET » TAMPA, FLORIDA 33619 b G
GCR

PHONE: (813) 626-6151 FAX: (813) 622-8388 /o 23

October 17, 1995 JO hn )Q

™I
/W\ﬂ%
Mr. John Glunn
Florida Department of
Envirommental Protection
Twin Towers Office Building
2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400

Subject: Gulf Coast Recycling., Inc.
Initial Notification
Applicability of 40 CFR 63, Subpart X
NESHAPS from Secondary Lead Smelting

Dear Mr. Glumn:

This notification is being submitted in accordance with the provisions of
40 CFR 63.9(b). regarding the zbove referenced NESHAPS.

(i) The name and address of the owner or operator:

GulT Coast Recycling, Inc.
1801 N. 65th Street
Tampa, Florida 33619

(i1) The physical location/address of the affected source:
The source s located et the address indicezed edove T Biilsoorouch
County. rlorida.

(ii1) An identification of the relevamt standard. or other requiremernt.
that is the basis of the notification and the source’s compliance
date:

The source is supject to the recently promuigetad NZISHAPS +rom
Secondary Lead Smelting pursuant to &40 CFR €3, Subpart X and the
General Provisions in 40 CFR €3, Subpart A. The source’s compliance
date is June 23, 1897.

(iv) A brief description of the nature, size, design. and method of
operation of the source, including its design capacity and an
identification of each point of emission for each hazardous zir
pollutant:

GulT Coast Recycling recycles discarded automoiive and industrial
Tead-acid storage batteries. The batteries are crushed and

/2 Fovd B8BES8 TZ8 £19:Ql ONITIDADZ3IY LSw0D ITIND:-HMOodd 1+:891 56-41-120
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Mr. John Glunn October 17, 1995
Florida Department of | Page 2
Envirormental Protection :

mechanically separated into varjous components. The lead-bearing
components are fed into a blast furnace for lead recovery. The iead
is refined further and eventually combined with a&lloying metals in
refining kettles. Finished lead from the ketties is cast into

ingots for shipment. The daily lead production rate of the GCR

facility is about 90 tons.

A list of the HAP emission points at the site inciude the blast
furnace. slag tapping, furnace charging, lead refining and slag
processing. Fugitive emissions result from battery breazking, raw
mat;.;;‘ia'l storage, smelter building, dross storage and vehicle
traffic.

(v) A statewment whether the affected source is a major source or an area
source:.

S e o AR o ittt RS T A e—mmmar— u
R . A

(Based G emission data from reference documents:=the:GCR-facility is

JJa major_source.of—HAPs—at—the_present—time —However. &R is.

sexpected -~ to ﬁbecomeran_areaﬂsource"*updn“'insta}i’l'ait‘jbﬂbf_. .an
afterburnér presently. under FDEP air.permitting.review. ,

Forbe

if you' have any questions, please call George Townsend or me.

Very truly yours,

2

e Y. e e
Willis M. Kitchen
Pregsident
WK:par
c J. Koogler. Koogler & Associates
J. Campbell, EPC of HC

Iovd eetcs TTH £18°0l ONITOADEY 1ISv0D ATIND:KWDud ZTH:91

sSB8-41-120




Bilection of CHMS data shows that emis-  a 15-minute period. Alternatively, an
M dons have exceeded 70 percent of the arithmetic or integrated l-hour aver-
gErelevant standard for any averaging pe- age of CEMS data may be used. Time
i rlod as specified in the relevant stand- periods for averaging are defined in
wd. For affected sources subject to §63.2.

i emlsslon limitations expressed as con- (3) The data may be recorded in re-
trol efficiency levels, the criterion for duced or nonreduced form {(e.g.. ppm
revlewlng the permission is that the pollutant and percent 0O, or ng/J of pol-
3 tollection of CEMS data shows that ex- lutant).

ithaust emissions have exceeded 70 per- (4) All emission data shall be con-
tent of the level needed Lo meet the verted into units of the relevant stand-
eont.rol efficiency requirement for any ard for reporting purposes using the
Fiiveraging period, as specified in the conversion procedures specified in that
prelevant standard. The owner or opera- standard. After conversion into units
pator of the affected source shall main-  of the relevant standard, the data may
:ifaln records and determine the level of be rounded to the same number of sig-
i'emisslons relative to the criterion for nificant digits as used in that standard
[permission to use an alternative for to specify the emission limit (e.g.,
g:relative accuracy testing. If this cri- rounded to the nearest 1 percent opac-
¥-lerion is exceeded, the owner or opera-  ity).

j:tor shall notily the Administrator (5) Monitoring data recorded during
within 10 days of such occurrence and periods of unavoldable CMS8 break.
fnclude a descriptlon of the nature and downs, out-of-control periods, repairs,
sause of the increased emissions. The maintenance periods, calibration
Administrator will review the notifica- checks, and zero (low-level) and high-
‘tion and may rescind permission to use  level adjustments shall not be Included
= alternative and require the owner or In any data average computed under
§ operator to conduct a relative accuracy this part.

i test of the CEMS as specified in sectlon X 3

'Y of Performance Specification 2. §63.9 Notification requirements,

it (g) Reduction of monitering data. (1) (a) Applicability and general informa-
.'I'he owner or operator ol each CMS tion. (1) The requirements in this sec-
rlhall reduce the monitoring data as tion apply to owners and operators of
.specified in this paragraph. In addition, affected sources that are subject to the
- ¢ach relevant standard may contain previsions of this part, unless specified
Eadditional requirements for reducing otherwise in a relevant standard.
fmonitoring datn. When additional re- (2) For affected sources that have
ulrements are specified In a relevant been granted an extension of compli-
f'tandard, the standard will identify ance under subpart D of this part, the
. My unnecessary or duplicated require- requirements of this section do not
-ments in this paragraph that the owner apply to those sources while they are
}or operator need not comply with. operating under such compliance ex-
.(2) The owner or operator of each tensions.

COMS shall reduce all data tu 6-minute (3) If any State requires a notice that
averages calculated from 36 or more contains all the information required
‘data points equally spaced over each §- in a notification listed in this section,
minute period. Data frommn CEMS for the owner or operator may send the
mea.surement other than opacity, un- Administrator a copy of the notice sent
“Jess otherwise specified in the relevant  to the State to satisfy the require-
standard, shall be reduced to 1-hour ments of this section for that notifica-
averages computled from four or more tion.

data points equally spaced over each i- (4)i) Before a State has been dele-
hour period, except during periods gated the authority to implement and
when calibration, quality assurance, or enforce notification requirements es-
maintenance activities pursuant to tablished under this part, the owner or

by she Administrator in order to meet less than 50 percent of the rele_yiin
“the compliance demonstration date standard. The owner or operator of 3
specified in this section or the re¢levant affected source may petition the’ AGJ Ll
standard. ministrator under paragraph (t')(ﬂ)(ﬂ)
(6) Approval of reguest to use alter- this section to substitute the rela.tl
native monitoring method. (1) The Ad- accuracy test in section 7 of Perfo'
ministrator will notify the owner or ance Specification 2 with the proo
operator of approval or intention to dures in section 10 if the resulta of
deny approval of the request to use an performance test conducted accordi
alternative monitoring method within to the requirements in §63.7, or oth
30 calendar days after receipt of the tests performed following the crlt;qr ;
orlginal request and within 30 calendar in §63.7, demonatrate that the emissiof
days after receipt of any supple- rate of the pollutant of interest in thé ]
mentary information that is submit- units of the relevant standard is ]es
ted. Before disapproving any request to than 50 percent of the relevant ste )
use an alternative monitoring methed, ard. For affected sources subject ;W
the Administrator will notify the ap- emisslon limitations expressed as ug
plicant of the Administrator’s inten- trol efficiency levels, the owner or op
tion to disapprove the request together erator may petition the Admjnist.ra.r,ol‘
with— to substitute the relative accuracy. t.elt w
(A) Notice of the information and with the procedures in section 10 of ‘
findings on which the intended dis- Performance Specification 2 if the c? i
approval ia based; and trol device exhaust emission rate:
(B) Notice of opportunity for the less than 50 percent of the level need
owner or operator to present additional to meet the control efficiency requi
information to the Administrator be- ment. The alternative procedures do
fore final action on the request. At the not apply if the CEMS is used contlnu- :
time the Administrator notifies the ap- ously to determine compna.nce w |
plicant of his or her intention to dis- the relevant standard. BV
approve the request, the Administrator (ii) Petition to use alternative to rel-
will spécify how much time the owner ative accuracy test. The petition to’ ung
or operator will have after being notl- an alternative to the relative accu.rabf
fied of the intended disapproval to sub- test shall include a detailed descriptiou' i
mit the additional information. of the procedures to be applied, the lo- :‘al
(1i) The Administrator may establish cation and the procedure for conduots i
general procedures and criteria in a ing the alternative, the concentration
relevant standard to accomplish the re- or response levels of the a]tema.tlvo“
quirements of paragraph (f)(5)1) of this relative accuracy materials, and thd
gsection. other equipment checks included in the’
(11) If the Administrator approves alternative procedure(s). The Adminl
the use of an alternative monitoring trator will review the petition for oo+ 38
method for an affected source under pleteness and applicability. The - Ad-‘
paragraph (f)(6)(1) of this section, the ministrator's determination to a.pprovo
owner or operator of such source shall an alternative will depend on the in:
continue to use the alterpative mon- tended use of the CEMS data and may,
itoring method until he or she receives require specifications more atringeni.
approval from the Adminiatrator to use than in Performance Specification 2. ,
another monitoring method as allowed (111) Rescission of approval to use alter-
by §63.8(f). native to relative accuracy test. The Ad-
(6) Alternative to the relative accuracy ministrator will review the permiaslon’ ’
test. An alternative to the relative ac- -~ to use an alternative to the CEMS rel-’{§
curacy test for CEMS gpecified in a rel- ative accuracy test and may resclnd; 1
evant standard may be requested as such permisasion if the CEMS data from’
follows: a successful completion of t.h: xa,li g
lative accuracy procedure n-
pr&eﬂgaAﬁorﬁmZﬁieoﬂg li‘le::attg: g?.:;:: t!.llga.t. the a.ffectedyagurce 's emiu- provisions of this part are being per- operator of an affected source in such
method for determining relative accu- sions are approaching the level of t.he formed. During these periods, a valid State subject to such requirements
racy is available for affected sources relevant standard. The criterion for ro: n, 3 | hourly aver age shall consist of at leust  ghall submitb notifications to the appro-
with emission rates demonstrated to be viewing the permission is that the col~ "two data points with each representing priate Regional Office of the EPA (to
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.. the attention of the Director of the Di-

vision indicated In the list of the EPA
Regional Offices in §63.13).

(1i) After a State has been delegated
the authority to implement and en-
force notification requirements estab-
lished under this part, the owner or op-
erator of an affected source in such
State subject to such requirements
shall submit notifications to the dele-
gated State authority (which may be
the same as the permitting authority).
In addition, 1f the delegated (permit-
ting) authority is the State, the owner
or operator shall send a copy of each
notification submitted to the State to
the appropriate Reglonal Office of the
EPA, as specified in paragraph (a)4){)
of this section. The Regional Office
may waive this requirement for any
notifications at its discretion.

o (b) Initial notifications. (1)({) The re-

guirements of this paragraph apply to
the owner or operator of an affected
source when such source becomes sub-
ject to a relevant standard.

(i1) If an area source that otherwise
would be subject to an emission stand-
ard or other requirement established
under this part if it were a major
source subsequently increases its emis-
sions of hazardous air pollutants (or its
potential to emit hazardous aijr pollut-
ants) such that the source is a major
source that is subject to the emission
standard or other requirement, such
source shall be subject to the notifica-
tion requirements of this section.

(i) Affected sources that are re-
quired under this paragraph to submit
an initial notification may use the ap-
plication for approval of construction
or reconstruction under §63.5(d) of this
subpart, if relevant, to fulfill the ini-
tial notification requirements of this
paragraph.

(2) The owner or operator of an af-
fected source that has an initial start-
up before the effective date of a rel-
evant standard under this part shall
notify the Administrator in writing
that the source is subject to the rel-
evant standard. The notification,
which shall be submitted not later
than 120 calendar days after the effec-
tive date of the relevant standard (or
within 120 calendar days after the
source becomes subject to the relevant

362

Flil) A notification of Lthe dute when
gnstruction or reconstruction was
pmmenced, submitted simultaneously
ith the application for approval of
metruction or reconstruction, if con-
Bruction or reconstruction was com-
fenced before the effective date of the
Wlevant standard;

f(ili} A notification of the date when
fenstruction or reconstruction was
iwmmenced, delivered or postmarked
ot later than 30 days after such date,
eonstruction or reconstruction was
Wmmenced after the effective date of
prelevant standard;

iv} A notification of the anticipated
te of startup of the source, delivered
postmarked not more than 60 days
r less than 30 days before such date;
v} A notification of the actual date
startup of the source, delivered or
1 stmarked within 15 calendar days
[alter that date.

I (6) After the effective date of any rel-
rant standard established by the Ad-
ministrator under this part, whether or
Wt an approved permit program is ef-
fctive in the State in which an af-
cted source is (or would be) located,
&1 owner or operator who Intends to
geonstruct a new affected source or re-
construct an affected source subject to
peh standard, or reconstruct a source
Rich that it becomes an affected source
#ubject to such standard, shall notify
fthe Administrator, in writing, of the
fntended construction or reconstruc-
Eton. The notification shall be submit-
kted as soon as practicable before the
Feonstruction or reconstruction s
planned to commence (but no sooner
ithan the effective date of the relevant
fstandard) if the construction or recon-
Pitruction commences after the effec-
Itlve date of a relevant standard pro-
kmulgated in this part. The notification
'shall be submitted as soon as prac-
Eticable before startup but no later than
#0 days after the effective date of a rel-
fevant standard promulgated in this
Epart if the construction or reconstruc-
ftion had commenced and initial start-
fup had not occurred before the stand-
fard's effectlve date. The notification
Eghall fnclude all the information re-
'quired for an application for approval
Fof construction or reconstruction as
gpecified in §63.5(d). For major sources,

standard), shall provide the follov
information: -y
(1) The name and address 'of;’#
owner or operator; :
(i) The address (l.e., physical:l
tion) of the affected source; ¢
(iif) An identification of the releval
standard, or other requirement, tha
the basis of the notification and*
source’s compllance date: gL
(iv) A brief description of the natufgl
size, design, and method of operation'§y
the source, including its operating'
sign capacity and an identificatio
each point of emission for each hs
ous alr pollutant, or if a definiti
identification is not yet possible, a pN
liminary i{dentification of each poin
emission for each hazardous air polld
ant; and - - B
{(v) A statement of whether the i
fected source is a major source or
area source, =
(3) The owner or operator of 4 new
reconstructed affected source,’' or
source that has been reconstrud
such thal it is an affected source,' th
has an initial startup after the effel
tive date of a relevant standard und
this part and for which an applicatis
for approval of construction or recot
struction is not required under §63.5(d
shall notify the Administrator in wrl
ing that the source is subject to th
relevant standard no later than'}
days after initlal startup. The notifi
tion shall provide all the informat
required in paragraphs (b)2)(1) throught
(b)2Xv) of this section, delivered ‘oF )
postmarked with the notification
quired fn paragraph (b)(5). ‘ g
(4) The owner or operator of a, new ¢
reconstructed major affected source 3
that has an initial startup after the efsif
fective date of a relevant standard
under this part and for which an appll
cation for approval of construction o
reconstruction i8 required unde
§63.5(d) shall provide the following 1z
formation in writing to the Adminis
trator: :
(i) A notification of intention to co
struct a new major affected source, re-
construct a major affected source, of
reconstruct a major source such tha
the source becomes a major affec
source with the application for ap~
proval of construction or recomstru
tion as specified in §63.5¢(dxity; -

4

the application for approval of con-
struction or reconstruction may be
used to fulfill the requirements of this
paragraph. .

(c) Request for exlension of compliance.
If the owner or operator of an affected
source cannot comply with a relevant
standard by the applicable compliance
date for that source, or if the owner or
operator has installed BACT or tech-
nology to meet LAER consistent with
§63.6(1)(5) of this subpart, he/she may
submit to the Administrator (or the
State with an approved permit pro-
gram) a request for an extension of
compliance as specified in §63.6(iX4)
through §63.6(1¢6).

(d) Netification that source is subject to
special compliance requirements. An
owner or operator of a new source that
is subject to special compliance re-
quirements as specified in §63.6(b)3)
and §63.6(b)(4) shall notify the Admin-
istrator of his/her compliance obliga-
tions not later than the notification
dates established in paragraph (b) of
this section for new sources that are
not subject to the special provisions,

(e) Notification of performance test.
The owner or operator of an affected
source shall notify the Administrator
in writing of his or her intention to
conduct a performance test at least 60
calendar days before the performance
test is scheduled to begin to allow the
Administrator to review and approve
the site-specific test plan required
under §63.7(c), if requested by the Ad-
ministrator, and to have an observer
present during the test.

() Notification of opacity and wvisible
emission observations. The owner or op-
erator of an affected source shall notify
the Administrator in writing of the an-
ticipated date for conducting the opac-
ity or visible emission observations
specified in §63.6(h)(5), if such observa-
tions are required for the source by a
relevant standard. 'The notification
shall be submitted with the notifica-
tion of the performance test date, as
specified In paragraph (e) of this sec-
tion, or If no performance test is re-
quired or visibility or other conditions
prevent the opacity or visible emission
observations from being conducted
concurrently with the initial perform-
ance test required under §63.7, the
owner or operator shall deliver or post-
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" The requirements of paragraphs (h)2)

mark the notification not less than 30
days before the opacity or visible emis-
sion observations are scheduled to take
place.

(8) Additional notification requirements
for sources with continuous monitoring
systems. The owner or operator of an af-
fected source required to use a CMS by
a relevant standard shall furnish the
Administrator written notification as
follows:

(1) A notification of the date the CMS
performance evaluation under §63.8(e)
is acheduled to begin, submitted simul-
taneously with the notification of the
performance test date required under
§63.7(b). If no performance test is re-
quired, or if the requirement to con-
duct a performance test has been
waived for an affected source under
§63.7(h), the owner or operator shall
notify the Administrator in writing of
the date of the performance evaluation:
at least 60 calendar days before the
evaluation is scheduled to begin;

(2) A notification that COMS data re-
sults will be used to determine compli-
ance with the applicable opacity emis-
sion standard during a performance
test required by §63.7 in lieu of Method
9 or other opacity emissions test meth-
od data, as allowed by §63.6(h)7(1), if
compliance with an opacity emission
standard {8 required for the source by a
relevant standard. The notification
shall be submitted at least 60 calendar
days before the performance test is
scheduled to begin; ahd

(3) A notification that the criterion
necessary to continue use of an alter-
native to relative accuracy testing, as
provided by §63.8(f)6), has been ex-
ceeded. The notification shall be delv-
ered or postmarked not later than 10
days after the occurrence of such
exceedance, and it shall include a de-
scription of the nature and cause of the
increased emissions.

(h) Notification of compliance status. (1)

ministrator a notification of ‘oomil
ance status, signed by the responkil
officlal who shall certify its accurfill
attesting to whether the sourds
complied with the relevant standifif
The notification shall 1ist— - = i 143
(A) The methods that were ussdil
determine compliance; '
(B) The results of any perfo
tesats, opacity or visible emission ob
vations, continuous monitoring &y#
(CMS) performance evaluationa; .
other monitoring procedures or ‘e
ods that were conducted; il
(C) The methods that will be used
determining continuing complis
Including a description of monitorifR
and reporting requirements 'and”
methods; A
(D) The type and quantity of .
ous air pollutants emitted by Y
source (or surrogate pollutants if
fied In the relevant standard), repo
in units and averaging times and in's
cordance with the test methods s
fied in the relevant standard; '- &%
(E) An analysis demonstrati
whether the affected source is a majofl
source or an area source (using’thif
emissions data generated for this hotfM
fication); B Y
(F) A description of the air poliuti
control equipment (or method) for eadlf
emission point, including each control}
device (or method) for each hazardeiif
air pollutant and the control efficlendy
(percent) for each control device' (off
method); and " i
(G) A statement by the owner or ot
erator of the affected existing. new, off
reconstructed source as to whether th -}.'
source has complied with the relevant!
standard or other requirements. - .
(ii) The notification ghall be sent b
fore the close of business on the 60tY§
day following the completion of' thi}}
relevant compliance demonstration ag x
tivity specified in the relevant standf§
ard (unless & different reporting pericd$

through (h)4) of this section apply
when an affected source becomes sub-
Ject to a relevant standard.

(2)(1) Before a title V permit has been
issued to the owner or operator of an
affected source, and each time a notifi-
cation of compliance status is reguired
under this part, the owner or operator
of such source shall submit to the Ad-

the report of the relevant testingor®

the notification shall be sent beforef

required) day following completion of¥
the Initial performance test and agai
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{8 specified in a relevant standard, ‘in¥
which case the letter shall be sent be ¥
fore the close of business on the’ dayf

monitoring results is required to be ‘de§
livered or postmarked). For example 8§

close of business on the 60th (or other ¥

ibre the close ol business on the tUth
f.other required) day following the
Eplotion of any subsequent required
glormance test. If no performance
B 18 required but opacity or visible
gislon observations are required to
Mponstrate compliance with an opac-
i or visible emission standard under
B part. the notification of compli-
o status shall be sent before close of
ess on the 30th day following the
pletion of opacity or vislble emis-
B observations.
) After a title V permit has been is-
B to the owner or operator of an af-
ted source, the owner or operator of
Bieh source shall comply with all re-
Bprements for compliance status re-
Wts contained In the source's title V
Mmmit, including reports required
Miter this part. After a title V permit
M4 been Issued to the owner or opera-
9 of an affected source, and each time
otification of compliance status ls
red under this part, the owner or
ator of such source shall submit
notification of compliance status
B the appropriate permitting author-
i3y. following completion of the rel-
nt compllance demonstration activ-
By specified in the relevant standard.
i (1) [Reserved]
) If an owner or operator of an af-
oted source submits estimates or pre-
ininary information in the applica-
Hon for approval of construction or re-
gonstruction required n §63.5(d) in
Jlace of the actual emissions data or
Jientrol efficiencies required In para-
graphs (A1} H) and (dX2) of §63.5,
fthe owner or operator shall submit the
etual emissions data and other cor-
et Information as soon as avallable
Wt no later than with the initial noti-
iration of compliance status required
iy this section.
i (6) Advice on a notification of com-
Wisnce status may be obtained from
fthe Administrator,
(1) Adfustment to time periods or post-
mark deadlines for submittal and review
8/ required communications. (1)(§) Until
p adjustment of a time period or post-
imark deadline has been approved by
the Administrator under paragraphs
X2) and (iX3) of this section, the
fowner or operator of an affected source
remains strictly subject to the require-
mente of this part.

]

(ii) An owner or operator shall re-
quest the adjustment provided for in
paragraphs (1)(2) and (i1)3) of this sec-
tion each time he or she wishes to
change an applicable time period or
postmark deadline specified in this
part.

(2) Notwithstanding time periods or
postmark deadlines specified {n this
part for the submittal of information
to the Administrator by an owner ar
operator, or the review of such infor-
mation by the Administrator, such
time pericds or deadlines may be
changed by mutual agreement between
the owner or operator and the Adminis-
trator. An owner or operator who wish-
€8 to request a change in a time period
or postmark deadline for a particular
requirermnent shall request the adjust-
ment in writing as soon as practicable
befors the subject activity is requiread
to take place. The owner or operator
shall include in the request whatever
information he or she considers useful
to convince the Administrater that an
adjustment is warranted.

(3) If, in the Administrator's judg-
ment, an owner or operator's request
for an adjustment to a particular time
period or postmark deadline Is war-
ranted, the Administrator will approve
the adjustment. The Administrator
will notify the owner or operator in
writing of approval or disapproval of .
the request for an adjustment within 15
calendar days of receiving sufficlent in-
formation to evaluate the request.

(4) If the Administrator is unable to
meet a specified deadline, he or she
will notify the owner or operator of
any significant delay and inform the
owner or operator of the amended
schedule.

(3) Change in information already pro-
vided. Any change in the information
already provided under this section
shall be provided to the Administrator
in writing within 15 calendar days after
the change.

§63.10 Recordkeeping and reporting
requirements.

(a) Applicability and general informa-
tion. (1) The requirements of this sec-
tion apply to owners or operators of af-
fected Bources who are subject to the
provisions of this part, unless specified
otherwise In a relevant standard.
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1) For applicable requirements for ments of this part, used Lo sample, con-
h the source 1s not in compliance, dition (f applicable), analyze, and pro-
marrative description of how the vide a record of emisaions,

arce will achieve compliance with Continuous monitoring system (CMS) s
lich requirements on a timely basis; a comprehensive term that may in-
A compliance schedule, as defined  clude, but is not limited to, continuous
this section; and emission monitoring systems, continu-
A schedule for the submission of ous opacity monitoring systems, con-
iffed progress reports no less fre- tinuous parameter monitoring sys-
tly than every 6 months for af- tems, or other manual or automadtic
pted sources required to have a sched- monitoring that is used for dem-
s of compliance to remedy u vicla- onstrating compliance with an applica-
ble regulation on a continuous basis as
L Comp!lance schedule means: (1) In the  defined by the regulation.

of an affected source that is in Continuous opacity monitoring system
piance with all applicable require- (COMS) means a continuous monitor-
ta established under this part, a ing system that measures the opacity
ment that the source will con- of emissions.

¢ to comply with such require- Continuous parameter monitoring sys-
pnts; or {em means the total equipment that

lations, or the regulations codified in “‘
- E}lgls cilrlapter to impiement the Federal ga:t-;t pursuant to section 112(h) Of
e V permit program (42 U.S.C. 7661), Alternative test method means '
whichever regulations are applicable. methfd of sampling and analyzlng .

. an air pollutant that i{s not a tegf
§63.2 Definitions. method in this chapter and that hg}
The terms used In this part are de- been demonstrated to the Administril
fined in the Act or in this sectlon as tor's satisfaction, using Method 301" §
follows: Appendix A of this part, to produce ¢}
Act means the Clean Air Act (42 B8ults adequate for the Administratot
U.S.C. 7401 et seq., as amended by Pub. determination that it may be used’ i}
L. 101-549, 104 Stat. 2399). place of a test method specified in th I}
Actugl emissions 18 defined in subpart Part.
D of this part for the purpose of grant- Approved permit program means, B
ing a compliance extension for an early State permit program approved by ¥
reduction of hazardous air pollutants. Administrator as meeting the requirg
Administrater means the Adminjs- Ments of part 70 of this chapter ofli
trator of the United States Environ- Federal permit program established'{s!
mental Protection Agency or his or her this chapter pursuant to title V of thes
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authorized representative (e.g., a State Act (42 U.S.C. 7661). ¥ Ea
' L%t - } In the case of an affected source may be required to meet the data ac-
Ega';r;‘;fe;‘zzll dfgeega:;“‘”t?e a.utl;orir.y soﬁ:-ec(; o-}"]‘:me ‘;nea.ns any stationary, t 18 required to comply with appli- quisition and availability requirements
part) provisions of this, Te nob & m‘;-m" ous air pollutants thay! s requirements by a future date, a  of this part, used to sample, condition
Aff;?cted source. for th part, or source as defined in th terent that the source will meet (if applicable), analyze, and provide a
thi rce, for the purposes of h requirements on a timely basis record of process or control system pa-
8 part, means the stationary source, Commenced means, with reﬂpecb; if required by an applicable re- rameters.

rement, a detalled schedule of the Effective date means: (1) With regard
tes by which each step toward com- to an emission standard established
ce wil! be reached; or under this part, the date of promulga-

the group of stationary sources, or the <¢onstruction or reconstruction ofas
portion of a stationary source that 1s btlonary source, that an owner or opera
regulated by a relevant standard or Uor has undertaken a continuous prod
other requirement established pursn- £ram of construction or reconstructiof] (8) In the case of an affected source tiocn in the FEDERAL REGISTER of such
ant to section 112 of the Act. Each rel- OF that an owner or operator has em] ot in compliance with all applicable standard; or
?:;—,[::1 :::rn&ﬂ-% will define the *af- ber:d into a contractual obligation 9 gulrements established under this (2) With regard to an alternative
standard. The tgr ths purposes of tlm't; :;1 G;‘;.ake and complete, within a . & schedule of remedial measures, emission limitation or equivalent
slandar ii] The r{_‘ni affected source, conat;ra time, a continuous program of W soluding an enforceable sequence of emission limitation determined by the
o EEls Da!‘;h 8 separate and dis- nstruction or reconstruction. . i gtlons or operations with milestones Administrator (or a State with an ap-
in EPA o lyt.lo er use of that term Compliance date means the date by 8had a schedule for the submission of proved permit program), the date that
: . gulations such as those im- Wwhich an affected source is required.td Rbertiried progress reports, where appli- the alternative emission limitation or
plementing title IV of the Act. Sources be in compliance with a relevant stands Piable, leading to compliance with a rel- equivalent emission limitation be-

ot e g et e s P 1

:g%:l:lt:;d t’zncler part 60 or part 61 of ard, limitation, prohibition, or any fedd "' t standard, limitation, prohibi- comes effective according to the provi-

o pter are not affected sources erally enforceable requirement estabd Mion, or any federally enforceable re- slons of this part. The effective date of

or the purposes of part 63. lished by the Administrator (or a Statd) ' sment established pursuant to sec- a permit program established under

g} Alternative emission limitation means With an approved permit program) purkl sn 112 of the Act for which the af- title V of the Act (42 U.S.C. 7661) is de-

& conditions established pursuant to sec- Suant to section 112 of the Act. oL Eddted source 18 not in compliance. termined according to the regulations

3 tions 112(i)(5) or 112(1X6) of the Act by Compliance plan means a plan tha t4his compliance schedule shall resem- in this chapter establishing such pro-

p the Administrator or by a State with contains all of the following: Pl | and be at least as stringent as that grams.

1 an approved permit program. (1) A description of the complianod] tained in any judicial consent de- Emission standard means a national
it Alternative emission standard means 8tatus of the affected source with re-j » or administrative order to which standard, limitation, prohibition, or
i an alternative means of emission 1imi- 8pect to all applicable requirements es-iy p source is subject. Any such sched- other regulation promulgated in a sub-
3 tation that, after notice and oppor- tablished under this part; s of compliance shall be supple- part of this part pursuant to sections
¥ tunity for public comment, has been (2) A description as follows: (1) FoF aonital 0, and shall not sanction non-  112(d), 112(h), or 112(f) of the Act.

8 demonstrated by an owner or operator applicable requirements for which thejjiiiieompliance with, the applicable re-  Emissions averaging Is a Way 1o eom-
i"; to the Administrator's satisfaction to source is in compliance, a st.atement guirements on which it 1s based. ply with the emission limitations spec-

onstruction means the on-site fab- ified in a relevant standard, whereby
eation, erection, or installation of an  an affected source, if allowed under a
scted source. subpart of this part, may create emis-
ontinuous emission monitoring system  sion credits by reducing emissions from
8) means the total equipment especific points to a level below that re-
t may be required to meet the data quired by the relevant standard, and
ulsition and availability require- those credits are used to offset emis-
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achieve a reduction in emissions of any that the source will continu B
e to coma

f..éx(; potlllutalnt a.:;lieaft equivalent to the ply with such requirements; Sy

uction in emissions of such pollut- (ii) For applicable requirements that
ant achieved under a relevant design, the source is required to comply with
equipment, work practice, or oper- by a future date, a statement that the
ational emission standard, or combina- source will meet such requirements o ;.
tion thereof, established under this a timely basis;
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slons from points that are not ¢

trolled to the level r el

e s the 1 equired by the rel-

EPA means the United Sta -
ronmental Protection Agency.ms Favt
Equivalent emission limitation means
the maximum achievable control tech-
nology emission Hmitation (MACT
emission limitation) for hazardous air

pollutants that the Administrator {or a.

State with an approved permit pro-

gram) determines on a case-by-case

basis, pursuant to section 112(g) or sec-
tion 112(}) of the Act, to be equivalent
to the emission standard that would
apply to an affected source if such
standard had been promulgated by the

Administrator under this part pursuant

;c:: :ectlon 112(d) or section 112(h) of the

Excess emissions and continuo -
ftoring system performance reportm;.:i :‘ (:'2-
port that must be submitted periodi-
cally by an affected source in order to
provide data on its compliance with
relevant emission limits, operating pa-
gzmﬁtera. and the performance of its
o II:IB .nuous parameter monitoring sys-

Existing source means a
so::;e that is not a new aou):-ge.“mcwd

ederally enforceable means -
tations and conditions that an:.i'eu?r{-
forceable by the Administrator and
citizens under the Act or that are en-
forceable under other statutes adminia-
tered by the Adminiatrator. Examples
of federally enforceable limitations and
ggndittons include, but are not ltmited

(1} Emission standards, alte
emission standards, a.lternativem eartrllllvs?
sion limitations, and equivalent emis-
sion limitations established purauant
i;gggectlon 112 of the Act a8 amended in

{2) New source performance s
established pursuant to sectlotr?n](ialrgi'
the Act, and emission standards estab-
lished pursuant to section 112 of the
Act before it was amended in 1890;

(3) All terms and conditions in a title
V permit, including any provisions
ltlllllsltt limit a source’s potential to emit

eg8 expressly desi :

erally enforceable; gmated as not fed

(4) Limitations and conditions that
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mentation Plan (SIP) or a F
Plementation Plan (FIP); /G- 1xiQ
(5 Limitations and conditi
are part of a Federal construof]
mit issued under 40 CFR 52:218
construction permit issued und
lations approved by the EPA'in
ance with 40 CFR part 51: "+
(6) Limitations and conditf
are part of an operating permitXiid
pursuant to a program approved”
EPA into a SIP as meeting th
minimum criteria for Federal
ability, including adequate notf
opportunity for EPA and publidldl
ment prior to 1ssuance of the 3
mit and practicable enforceability
(7 Limitations and conditio
State rule or program that'h
approved by the EPA under "su P
of this part for the purposes’
menting and enforcing sect.
(8) Individual consent - ag
that the EPA has legal authoM

§: common control that emits or
s potential to emit considering
, in the aggregate, 10 tons per
of more of any hazardous air pol-
jor 25 tons per year or more of
mbination of hazardous air pol-
unless the Administrator es-
hes o lesser quantity, or In the
ot radionuclides, different criteria
those specified in this sentence.

neifon means any sudden, infre-
and not reasonably preventable
g of air pollution control equip-
process equipment, or a pProcess
rate in a normal or usual man-
ailures that are caused In part by
M maintenunce or careless operation
fgot malfunctions.

ource means any affected source
nstructicn or reconstruction of
§ commenced after the Adminis-
first proposes a relevant emis-
‘ ndard under this pars.

Bis-hour period, unless otherwise de-
M4!in an applicable subpart, means

Fired capita Uthe
pital cost means'the &  -minute period commencing on

needed to provide all the- deprés
components of an existing sourcs

Fugitive emissions means thosd"
Blons from a stationary 'so
could not reasonably pass throd
stack, chimney, vent, or other'
tionally equivalent opening. Undék il
tion 112 of the Act, all fugitive~
slons are to be considered in de
Ing whether a station
m;}jor source.

azardous air pollutant mean:
pollutant listed in or rsvant
bil;n 112(b) of the Act. ;

ssuance of a part 70 perm
occur, if the State is thepepl;!:lr;f
authority, in accordance with thi
quirements of part 70 of this ohn
and the applicable, approved Staté
mit program. When the EPA is the'
mitting authority, issuance of a i
permit occurs immediately afte
EPA takes final action on the fi

Phocity means the degree to which
batlons reduce the transmission of
and obscure the view of an object
he background. For continuous
y monitoring systems, opacity
fins the fraction of incident light
8t 'fs attenuated by an optical me-
-

Mhkimer or operator means any person
‘owns, leases, operates, controls, or
vises a stationary aource.
70 permit means any permit fis-
,renewed, or revised pursuant to
10 of this chapter,
nce audif means a procedure
yze blind samples, the content
fwhich is known by the Adminis-
Ator, simultaneously with the analy-
f performance test samples in
rto provide a measure of test data

irformance evaluation means the
fuct of relative accuracy testing,
ation error testing, and other
anirements used in validating the
Mitinuous monitoring system data.
Performance test means the collection
ata resulting from the execution of cally feasible for the reconstructed
Jpast method (usually three emisslon source to meet the relevant standard(s)
runs) used to demunstirate compli- established by the Administrator (or a

& with & relevant emission standard State) pursuant to section 112 of the

Lesser quantity means a ua.nti”
hazardous air pollutant I:lr:lar. is
be emitted by a stationary source
the Administrator establishes in’
to define a major source under
plicable subpart of this part.

Major source means any stations

source or group of sta
are n
part of an approved State Imple- located within pe. contiz'ltronl?sry arae(;.'

as specified in the performance test
section of the relevant standard.

Permit modification means a change to
a title V permit as defined in regula-
tions codified in this chapter to imple-
ment title V of the Act (42 U.S8.C. T661).

Permit program means a comprehen-
sive State operating permit system es-
tablished pursuant to title V of the Act
(42 U.8.C. 7661) and regulations codified
in part 70 of this chapter and applicable
State regulations, or a comprehensive
Federal operating permit system estab-
lished pursuant to title V of the Act
and regulations codified in this chap-
ter.

Permit revision -means any permit
modification or administrative permit
amendment to a title V permit as de-
fined in regulations codified in this
chapter to implement title V of the Act
(42 U.8.C, 7661).

Permitting authority means: (1) The
State alr pollution control agency,
local agency, other State agency, or
other agency authorized by the Admin-
istrator to carry out a permit program
under part 70 of this chapter; or

(2) The Administrator, in the case of
EPA-implemented permit Dprograms
under title V of the Act (42 U.8.C. 7661).

Potential to emit means the maximum
capaclty of a stationary source to emit
a pollutant under its physical and oper-
ational design. Any physical or oper-
ational limitation on the capacity of
the statlonary source to emit a pollut-
ant, including alr pollution control

equipment and restrictions on hours of
operation or on the type or amount of
material combusted, stored, or proc-
essed, shall be treated as part of its de-
sign If the limitation or the effect it
would have on emissions is federally
enforceable. ]

Reconstruction means the replace-
ment of components of an affected or a
previously unaffected stationary
source to such an extent that:

(1) The fixed capital cost of the new
components exceeds 50 percent of the
fixed capital cost that would be re-
quired to construct a comparable new
source; and

(2) It is technologically and economi-
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Act. Upon reconstruction, an affected (ii) The delegation of authdl
Bource, Or a stationary source that be- such representative is approved ‘ji'll
comes an affected source, is subject to  vance by the Administrator. ' "
relevant standards for new sources, in- (2) For a partnership or polé’ b
cluding compliance dates, irrespective etorghip: a general parther or the’
of any change in emissions of hazard- prietor, respectively, AR
ous alr pollutants from that source. (3) For a munfcipality, State
Regulation promulgation schedule eral, or other public agency: eit}
means the schedule for the promulga- principal exscutive officer or ra
tion of emission standards under this slected official. For the purpo
part, established by the Administrator this part, a principal executive:
pursuant to section 112(e) of the Act of a Federal agency includes.ths’
and published in the FEDERAL REG- éxecutive officer having responsibitfi

ISTER. for the overall operations of a prinef
Relevant standard means: geographic unit of the agency .(o‘.g
(1) An emission standard; Regional Administrator of the EPA)
(2) An alternative emission standard; (4) For affected sources (as defined

(3} An alternative emission limita- this part) applying for or subject.
tion; or title V permit: ‘“‘responsible . offig

(4) An equivalent emission limitation shall have the same meaning as defi
established pursuant to section 112 of in part 70 or Federal title V regulatie
the Act that applies to the stationary ip this chapter (42 U.8.C. 7681), whi
source, the group of stationary BOUICes, egver ia applicable, A
or the portion of a stationary source Run means one of g series of emis
regulated by such standard or limita- or other measurements needed; to!

tion, termine emissions for a representati "
A relevant standard may include or operating period or cycle ag specifigly
consist of a deslgn, equipment, work 1In this part. R -
practice, or operational requirement, Shutdown means the cessation, g ’
or other measure, process, method, 8ys- eration of an affected source fo
tern, or technique (including prohibi- purpose, Sl
tion of emissions) that the Adminis- Siz-minute period means, with res
trator (or a State) establishes for new to opacity determinations, any on
or existing sources to which such the 10 equal parts of a 1-hour period
standard or limitation applies. Every Standard conditions means a tem
relevant standard established pursuant ture of 293 K (68° F) and a pressure
to section 112 of the Act includes sub- 101.3 kilopascals (20.92 in. Hg). s
part A of this part and all applicable Startup means the setting in [}
appendices of this part or of other ation of an affected source for any,
parts of this chapter that are ref- pose, .
erenced in that standard. State means all non-Federal authior(sn
Responsible official means one of the ties, Including local agencies, inte
following: state asgsociations, and State-wide
(1) For a corporation: A president, grams, that have delegated author]
secretary, treasurer, or vice president to implement: (1) The provisions of thigy
of the corporation in charge of a prin- part and/or (2) the permit program’ &4
cipal business function, or any other tablished under part 70 of this chapter®
person who performs similapr policy or The term State shall have its convensy
declslon-making functions for the cor- tional meaning where clear from'th
poration, or a duly authorized rep- context. e
resentative of such person if the rep- Stationary source means any buildi
resentative is responsible for the over- structure, facility, or
all operation of one or mors manufac- which emits or may emit any air po
turing, production, or operating facili- lutant. '_‘
ties and either: Test method means the validated'p .
(1) The facilities employ more than cedure for sampling, preparing, andM

250 persons or have gross annual sales analyzing for an air pollutant specified¥%

1

or expenditures exceeding $25 milllon in a relevant standard as the perform§
(in second quarter 1980 dollars); or ance test procedure. The test methodH
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¥ include miethods described in an
) of this chapter, test methods
pporated by reference in this part,
hathods validated for an application
Wgh procedures in Method 301 of
enidix A of this part.
V permil means any permit is-
renewed, or reviged pursuant to
) or State regulations estab-
d to implement title V of the Act
RU.8.C. 7661). A title V permit issued
fii’ State permitting authority Is
f14d & part 70 permit in this part.
[isible emission means the observa-
of an emission of opacity or opti-
Ml density above the threshold of vi-

1 Units and abbreviations.

fsad in this part are abbreviations
g symbols of units of measure. These
N defined as follows:

B4) System International (SI) units of

¥ s degree Kelvin
W © kilogram

i = cubic meter

MM = milligram = 10 % gram

B = milliliter = 103 liter

Hm = millimeter = 10~ * meter
¢ = megagram = 106 gram

s panogram = 1079 gram
pn = nanometer = 13- meter

g = microgram = 107° gram
f = microliter = 10-¢ liter
N :(b) Other unils of measure:

fu = British thermal unit
¥ = degree Celslus (centigrade)

fafm = cubic feet per minute
¢ = cublc centimeter
#d ft = cubic feet

def = dry cublc feet

dem = dry cublic meter
dscf = dry cubic feet at standard condi-
tions
dsem = dry cubic meter at standard
conditions
eq = equivalent
°F degree Fahrenheit
ft = feet
ft? = square feet
ft3 = cubic feet
gal = gallon
gr = grain
g-eq = gram equivalent
g-mole = gram mole
hr = hour
in. = inch
in. H;O = inches of water
K =1,000
kcal = kilocalorie
1b = pound
1pm = liter per minute
meq = milliequivalent
min = minute
MW = molecular weight
0Z = ounces -
b = t8 per biliion
ggbw Egarts per billion by weight
ppbv = parts per billion by volume
ppm = parts per milllon
ppmw = parts per million by weight
ppmv = parts per million by volume
psia = pounds per square inch absolute
peig = pounds per square inch gage
*R = degree Rankine
scf = cubic feet at standard conditions
scfh = cublc feet at standard condltions
per hour
scm = cubic meter at standard condi-
tions
sec = second
aq ft = square feet
atd = at standard conditicns
v/v = volume per volume
yd? = square yards
¥I = year
(¢) Miscellaneous:

act = actual
avg = average
I.D. = inside diameter

M = molar

N = normal

0.D. = outside diameter

% = percent

§63.4 Prohibited activities and cir-
cumvention,

(a) Prohibited activities. (1) No owner
or operator subject to the provisions of
this part shall operate any affected
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est expected calendar-month average
temperature of the stored product may
be used te determine the maximum
true vapor pressure from nomographs
contained in API Bulletin 2517 (incor-
porated by reference—see §60.17), un-
less the Administrator specifically re-
quests that the liquid be sarnpled, the
actual steorage temperature deter-
mined, and the Reid vapor pressure de-
termined from the sample(s).

(ii) The true vapor pressure of each
type of crude oil with a Reid vapor
pressure less than 13.8 kPa or with
physical properties that preclude deter-
mination by the recommended method
is to be determined from avallable data
and recorded if the estimated maxi-
mum true vapor pressure Is greater
than 3.5 kxPa.

(3) For other liguids, the vapor pres-
sure:

(1) May be obtained from standard
reference texts, or

(i1) Determined by ASTM Method
D2879-83 (incorporated by reference—
see §60.17); or

(i) Meuasured by an appropriate
method approved by the Adminis-
trator; or

(iv) CQCalculated by an appropriate
method approved by the Adminis-
trator,

{f) The owner or operator of each ves-
sel storing a waste mixture of indeter-
minate or variable composition shall
he subject to the following reguire-
ments.

(1} Prior to the initial filling of the
veasel, the highest maximum true
vapor pressure for the range of antici-
pated liquid compositions to be stored
will be determined using the methods
described in paragraph (e) of this sec-
tion.

(2) For vessels in which the vapor
pressure of the anticipated liquid com-
position is above the cutoff for mon-
itoring but below the cutoff for con-
trols as defined in §60.112b(a), an initial
physical test of the vapor pressure is
required; and a physical test at least
once every 6 months thereafter is re-
quired as determined by the following
methods:

(1) ASTM Method D2879-83 (incor-
porated by reference—see §60.17); or

(1) ASTM Method D323-82 (incor-
porated by reference—see §60.17); or

(ii1) As measured by an appropriate
method as approved by the Adminis-
trator.

(g) The owner or operator ¢f each
vessel equipped with a closed vent sys-
tem and control device meeting the
specifications of §60.112b is exempt
from the requirements of paragraphs
(¢} and (d) of this section.

$60.117b Delegation of authority.

(a) In delegating implementation and
enforcement authority to a State
under section 11i(c) of the Act, the au-
thorities contained in paragraph (b) of
this section shall be retained by the
Adminlstrator and not transferred to a
State.

{b) Authorities which wlill not be del-
egated to States: §§60.111b{(4), 60.114b,
60.116b{e)(3)(1i1), 60.116b(e)X3)(1v), and
60.116b{D(2)(111).

[52 FR 11429, Apr. 8, 1887, as armended at 52
FR 22780, June 16, 1987]

Subpart L—Standards of Perform-
ance for Secondary lead
Smelters

$60.120 Applicability and designation
of affected facility.

(a) The provisions of this subpart are
applicable to the following affected fa-
cilities in secondary lead smelters: Pot
furnaces of more than 250 kg (550 1b)
charging capaciiy, blast (cupola) far-
naces, and reverberatory furnaces.

(b) Any facility under paragraph (a)
of this section that commences con-
struction or modification after June 11,
1973, is subject to the requirements of
this subpart.

142 FR 37937, July 25, 1977)

§60.121 Definitions.

As used in this subpart, all terms not
defined herein shall have the meaning
given them in the Act and in subpart A
of this part.

{a) Reverberatory furnace includes the
following types of reverberatory fur-
naces: stationary, rotating, rocking,
and tilting.

(b) Secondary lead smelter means any
facility producing lead f{rom a
leadbearing scrap material by smelting
to the metallic form.
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(c) Lead means elemental lead or al-
loys in which the predominant comnpo-
nent is lead.

{39 FR $317, Mar. 8, 1974; 39 FR 13776, Apr. 17,
1974]

§60.122 Standard for particulate mat-
tor.

(a) On and after the date on which
the performance test required to be
conducted by §60.8 is completed, no
owner or operator subject to the provi-
sions of this subpart shall diacharge or
cause the discharge into the atmos-
phere from a.-blast (cupola) or rever-
beratory furnace any gascs which:

(1) Contain particulate matter in ex-
cess of 50 mg/dsem (0.022 gridscf).

(2) Exhibit 20 percent opacity or

reater.
¢ (b) On and after the date on which
the performance test required to be
conducted by §60.8 is completed, no
owner or operator subject to the provi-
sions of this subpart shall discharge or
cause the discharge into the atmos-
phere from any pot furnace any gases
which exhibit 10 percent opacity or
greater.

[39 FR 9317, Mar. 8, 1974, a8 amended at 40 FR
46258, Oct. 6, 1975]

§60.123 Test methods and procedures.

() In conducting the performance
testa required in §60.8, the owner or op-
erator shall use as reference me,tthods
and procedures the test methods in Ap-
pendix A of this part or other methods
and procedures as specified in this sec-
tion, except as provided in §60.8(b).

(1) The owner or operator shall deter-
mine compliance with the particulate
matter standards in §60.122 as follows:

(1) Method 5 shall be used to deber-
mine the particulate matter concentra-
tion dJduring representative periods_ of
furnace operation, including ghargmg
and tapping. The sampling time and
sammple volume for each run shall be at
least 60 minutes and 0.90 dscm (31.8
dsef). )

(2) Meshod 9 and the proce:dures in
§60.11 shall be used to determine opac-
1ty.

{54 FR 6667, Feb. 14, 1949)

subpart M—Siandards of Peifc
Izx(tlmce for Secondor; Brass
Bronze Production Plants

$60.130 Applicability and design:
of affected facility.

(a) The provisions of this subpar
applicable to the following affecte
cilities in secondary bra.gs o;‘ }n
production plants: Rever era’oxy
electric furnaces of 1,000 Li:g (220?1}
greater production capac Y an
(cupola) furnaces of 250 xg/h (650
or greater production capacity.
naces from which molten bra:
bronze are cast into the shape ©
ished products, such as foundry
naces, are not considered t¢ be aft
facilities.

(b) Any facility under paragral
of this section that commences
struction or modification after Ju
1973, is subject to the requiremel
this subpart.

{42 FR 37937, July 25, 1977, as amende
FR 43618, Oct. 30, 1984)

§60.131 Definitions.

As used in this subpart, all tern
defined herein shall have the me
given them in the Act and in suby
of this part.

(a) Brass or bronmze means any
alloy containing copper as its pre
nant constituent, and lesser armr
of zinc, tin, lead, or other metals.

(b) Reverberatory furnace includ
following types of reverberator
naces: Stationary, rotating, ro
and tilting.

(c) Electric furnuce means any fi
which uses electricity to produc
50 percent of the heat required
production of refined brass or bro

(d) Blast furnace means any f
used to recover metal from slag.

[39 FR 9318, Mar. 8, 1974]

§60.132 Standard for particulai
ter.

(a) On and after the date on
the performance test required
conducted by §60.8 is complet
owner or operator subject to the
sions of this subpart shall disch:
cause the discharge into the
phere from a reverberatory furne
gases which:

17
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INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

Date: 13-0ct~-1995 09:31am EST
From: Elizabeth Deken TPA
DEKEN EQA1QEPIC6E6
Dept: Hillsborough County
Tel No: 813/272-5530
SBUNCOM:
TO: Alvaro Linero TAL ( LINERO_AEA1€DER )

Subject: Gulf Coast Recycling

I received your message regarding GCR’s application amendment. I will try to
get any comments I have to John R. as soon as I receive and review the changes.
With regard to the MACT, the standard was promulgated in June of 1995. So the
standard has been out for a while and I know GCR has been aware of that. T also
know that they had a very good idea about how the standard was going to affect
them prior to promulgation because they received the proposal and Joyce M. from
GCR worked through her trade organlzatlon on the development of the rule. 1In
other words, GCR was not surprlsed or unprepared for any requirements from the
MACT when it was promulgated ,in June. Because the rule has been 1 promulgated for
a few months now, the-notification déadlifie “for GCR to inform_the_Department>
that” they are subject to the standard™is—due this-month I’ ‘believe. You should
probably check with cindy Phllllps to—get details ¥egarding the MACT and
notification process. I believe we should act on the amendment or changes to
the appllcatlon as soon as we can and I will work with John R. on any issues
that may arise regarding the application.




INTEROFPFICE MEMORANDUM

Date: 13-0ct-=1995 10:21lam EST

From: Alvaro Linero TAL
LINERO_A

Dept: Air Resources Management

Tel No: 904/921-9532
SUNCOM: 291-9532

TO: Cindy Phillips TAL ( PHILLIPS C }
CC: John Reynolds TAL ( REYNCLDS J )
S8ubject: FWD: Gulf Coast Recycling

Update of MACT applicability to GCR as seen by HCEPC.
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br¢97$ﬁ T INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
AN Date: 11-0ct-1995 04:25pm EST
(:fﬂ“\ From: Alvaro Linero TAL
LINERO_A
Dept: Air Resources Management
Tel No: 904/921-9532

SUNCOM: 291-9532
TO: See Below
Subject: Gulf Coast Recycling - Battery Recycling Facility

We received a revised application from Gulf Coast Recycling who have
been operating for quite some time without a proper PSD permit.

They have continued to operate while replying slowly to our requests for
more information to evaluate their original application. Lately, they claimed
to want to see how proposed EPA MACT rules for this industry turn out. I‘m not
sure to what extent this is addressed in the new application. In any case, they
still keep operating while we have to review a revised project.

We will very shortly send to everyone (including EPA and NPS) a copy of
the revised application. We would appreciate your prompt review and response so
we can send them a completeness letter as soon as possible and so they will get
into compliance as soon as possible.

John Reynolds is coordinating this one. Thanks.

Distributien:

TO: Elizabeth Deken TPA
TO: Jerry N. Campbell TPA
TO: Bill Thomas TPA

DEKEN E @ Al @ EPIC66 )
CAMPBELL JN @ Al @ EPIC66 )
THOMAS_B @ Al @ TPAl )

P

CC: Clair Fancy TAL
CC: John Brown TAL

CCc: Cindy Phillips TAL
CC: John Reynolds TAL

FANCY C )
BROWN J )
PHILLIPS C )
REYNOLDS_J )

o —
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INTEROFFICE MEMORANDTUM
Date: 11-0ct-1995 05:17pm EST
From: Alvaro Linero TAL
LINERO_A

Dept: Air Resources Management
Tel No: 904/921-9532
SUNCOM: 291-9532

TO: Doug Beason TAL ( BEASON D )

CC: John Reynolds TAL ( REYNOLDS J )

CcC: Clair Fancy TAL ( FANCY C )

Subject: Gulf Coast Recycling

Doug. We received revised application from Gulf Coast., After internal
discussions we ask that you not issue a final denial at this time. Feel free to
call. Thanks.

v
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