6821 S.W. Archer Road
Gainesvilie, FL 32608
TEL (904) 371-9451
FAX (904) 378-1500
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RE: Alumax Extrusions, Inc. _ ‘E)é:' s

Industrial Park Drive
Plant City, Florida 33566

Permits #AC29 170100 Vertical Paintline
#ACZ29 170101 Horizontal Paintline
#AC29 181096 Number 2 Cast House

Dear Reader:

This correspondence is a request for extension of time to file a
petition for administrative hearing pursuant to Section 17-103.070, Florida
Administrative Code. As engineer of record for Alumax Extrusions, Inc., I
have discussed this request with Ms. Teresa Heron of the Bureau of Air
Regulation and I believe that an extension of time is meeded.

The notice of intent to issue permits #AC29-170100, AC29-170101 and
AC29-181096 was received on October 29, 1990. My review of the draft permits
as well as the technical evaluation and preliminary determination have raised
several questlons as to applicability, intent and compliance determinations.

Therefore, I reguest an extension of time until November 26, 1990 to
allow for discussions with Ms. Heron prior to possibly filing a petition for
an administrative hearing. By copy of this letter, I would like to schedule a
meeting in the FDER Tallahassee office on November 13, 1990 at 10 AM.
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Office of Ceneral Counsel
November 2, 1990
Page 2

I have prepared the attached listing of my questions and concerns per
the specific items of the draft permits and the technical evaluation and
preliminary determination.

Please let me know if you have any questions concerning this request.

Sincerely,

BAKER ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING, INC.

P Bake

" Robert A. Baker, P.E.

xc: Mr. Tim Kinsley - Alumax
Mr. Wes Harrell - Alumax
Mr. Darrell Graziani - HCEPC

Ms. Teresa M. Heron .FDER

petition.let
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LIST OF QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS

Technical Bvaluation and Preliminary Determination

1)

2)

Permits AC29

‘Page 5 - Pigure 1 is not correct for showing the

schedule of the melt furnaces and is probably meant to
be Pigure 2. Therefore, the correct Pigure 1l is
missing.

Page 7 — Alumax has not agreed to install air vl/qq;zzgaj%&t) ) bbLZAZ/
pollution controls to the paintlines but rather, ’?LAZ(J%Z/%ﬁQ QgéL,)

intends to do so at some future time. LXZﬂL

~170100 & -AC29-17010) Vertical and Horizontal Paintlines

3)

4)

5)

The expiration date varies throughout permit AC29-
170100 from 10/30/91 to 10/31/91.

Specific Condition 5 — Please cite the regulatory

reference for the 5% VE'limit rather than the 20% VE 9, XL\

limit in PAC 17-2.610 (2). 1.6 >0

Specific Condition 6 — The maximum limits on the use
of extrusions in A, B and D would unreasonably limit
Alumax's ability to increase its mileage efficiency’

" (i.e. more pounds of extrusions per gallon of paint).

The proposed limits were derived from our submitted
information. However, these production data were
taken from annual averages and/or current production

maximums and were not intended to be used as permitted o

maximums ,

Therefore, we request that production limits on the
amount of extrusions be eliminated and a statement be

161797 for the extrusion process and its specific OV
production limits (7382 1lbs/hr, 7488 hrs/yr and 55.3 X
1076 1bs/yr).

9

S .ft"'d\

. ‘%¢&ﬁ/ !nfi;ydé%f{
added referring back to the existing permit #Aozg_’ﬁﬂﬁ'%)iﬁljﬁihld%—bL;4U;§L

MCMCZ/W JQ/Q/

6) Specific Condition 6F - The minimum limit of 60 tons Cduvﬁifé“pb
A . )
per year of VOC's in the wastes would not allow waste | }é&ﬂ/f
minimumization efforts at the plant. It is suggested ‘u— , /Aﬁ]5
that a specific quantity for wastes be eliminated from 0 AJJ L@A/
the permit and that the facility be limited to hourly \Ndﬁ ,VPUV
and annual emission of VOC's based on the suggested Q/{$L!LE? \
testing and recordkeeping requirements of the other A VO
specific conditions. L V)
AR
7) Specific Condition 7 — The actual requirements are

1

yA



8)

9)

10)

11)
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difficult to follow. Please clarify.

Our understanding is that the BEPA Method 24 testing

will be performed by the paint manufacturer.? Alumax

will add to these results the information. as to

dilution;of the. paints with solvents (on the EPA et
forms). /Prlor to use of any new paints this

_informatxon will be sent to HCEPC as proper wv»up#tbdy
notification.! Do we need to supply any more VJA‘“ﬂﬁm;; ‘@ \

. : 'y
information? Do we need to resupply this 1nformat10n00%~

on the existing paints prior to filing for an

operating permit?

w5
by

Specific Condition 8 - Instead of analyzing the batch
of wastes that is suspected to have the highest VOC
content, we suggest analyzing a composite. quarterly . @NQJ&Qﬁgﬁt
sample similar to the RCRA procedures. These results

- would give better-data for the VOC emission - -

calculations.

Specific Condition 12 =~ The way that the condition

reads 1s to have all doors in the facility closed

during periods of spraying. The actual spraying areas o
are vented but do not have doors. We suggest dropping
the reference to closing doors.

Specific Condition 13 -~ The wording that "any" spills,
etc. must be notified to the HCEPC is questioned as to '
intent and applicable regulation. We suggest that the @n//
wording of "any" be changed to "reportable quantities
as per SARA"

Specific Condition 14 ~ It would be very difficult to é? ’
do calculations for air toxics based on actual :
conditions since the actual spraying rates, ‘
meteorological conditions and type of paints vary
constantly. We suggest worst case calculations to
comply with this requirement. A worst case screenln
approach is attached for your review.

Also, it is unclear if these calculations are required )

for existing paints, in addition to the information

previously submitted, or for only new paints. When féiig;::‘
must these calculation be submitted (before or after

spraying)?

Specific Condition 16 — Is the notification prior to o
testing meant for stack test or all palnt testing _ %MQ«KJ
ete.”?
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13)

14)

-A029—i81096 No. 2 Cast House D}AAAQ/’OYdL/

Page 2 is missing.

Specific-Condition 5 — Please cite the regulatory
reference for the 5% VB limit rather than the 20%Z VE
limit in PAC 17-2.610 (2).

Specific Condition 12 — Calculations based on actual
conditions would be difficult to do. We suggest a

“worst case screening model similar to that performed
by for the partlculate emissions.

Specific Condition 13 - Calculations of SQ,, NO,, CO
and VOC emissions based on actual conditions would be \L/k4fd\ ¢
difficult to do. We suggest use of EPA AP-42 Bmission 0. A/CE; _
Pactors in calculations for the same time period as

the particulate stack test and then, annually !
thereafter as part of the annual emission report.

Specific Condition 13 - The last sentence is unclear. : .
What compliance test would be required if the opacity (}94“?¢
exceeds 5%Z? Does this refer to theQnelters or the !
baghouse or both? How does this cond1t1on’relate to
specific condition 10?7 Please cite regulatory
reference.

General Comment

18)

The actual data in the draft permits and technical
evaluation and preliminary determination (i.e. lb/hr,
tpy, etc.) are currently being reviewed for
correctness per the large amount of information
submitted to PDER. Therefore, comments as to the
accuracy of the data will be deferred until our
meeting.
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A A O ARSI )

SUGGESTED PROCEEDURES
FOR
FUTURE PAINT USE
ocTA T
6321 S.W. Archer Road, Gainesville, FL 3'260?3
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Step &4

Step 5
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- PROCEDURES POR COMPLYING WITH THE FLORIDA AIR TOXIC POLICY

Prior to use of any new coating, obtain
the following information from the MSDS
for each' compound listed on the MSDS and
record on the air toxic data form:

NTL on-the air toxic data form.

o Find the TLV in column one and

the corresponding maximum

weight percentage (%) for 8
hours and 24 hours for the VPL

operating alone; the HPL

operating alone; and the VPL

and HPL operating

simultaneously. Record on the

air toxic data form.

o Pind the NTL in the 8th column
and the corresponding wmaximum
weight pecrcentage (%) for the

annual case of the VPL
operating alone, the HPL

operating alone, and the VPL

and HPL operating

simultaneously. Record on the

air toxic data form.

Compare the maximum weight percentage with
the actual percentage from the *MSDS.

If the maxiomum weight percentage is less
than the actual percentage, the paint can

be used.’

If the maximum percentage is greater than
the actual percentage, the paint caa not
be used until additional calculations are
performed to restrict the paint usage or

spraying time.

Submit the air toxic data form to Wes

Harrell.

Use Table 2 for each compound as follows:  _
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24 HOUR HAX, WT. %

]

L

0.03
0.06
0.08
0.11
0.14
.17
0.20

0.25
0.8
0.%
0.85
1.13
1.4
1.69
1.98
2.2

R

.8
.3
S.64
7.05
8.46
9.88
11.59
12.70
1.1
15.9
16.93
18.34
19.75
.16
2.9
B.%
5.9

%.81 .

B2
2.
%.43
10.%4
84.65
98.76
112.8%
126.97
141.68
185.19
169.20
183.40
197.51
201.62
2s5.73
239.84
253.9%

268.0S
M9 1

L

0.05
9.4t
0.16
0.21
0.27
0.2
0.37
0.8
0.48
0.53
1.0
1.8
.13
2.6
3.0
LR/
()
LR
S U
8.00
10.87
13.%4
16.01
18.68
pa g
.01
26.68
2.3
.02
U.68
3.3
4.0
2,69

4$.% -

8.2
9.69
3.3%

80.04

106.72
133.40
160.08
186.76
A3.44
24012
%6.19
293,47
20.15
T}
KRS
40019
426 .87
453,55
480.23

506.91°

€7 ¢n

VPLHPL

0.03
0.06
0.08
0.11
0.l
0.17
0.20
0.2
0.25
0.2
0.5
0.88
1.13
1.4
1.69
1.97
2.26
2.4
2.82
4.0
5.6
1.0§
8.4
9.87
1.3

12.69

14.10
15.51

16.92 .

18.4
19.75
2.1
2.9
0.9
5.9
2%.%
5.4
Qat
%.42
0.2
Y.
®%.1
112.83
126.94
141,04
195.14
169.29
183.35
197.46
21.%
w5
.1
253.87

267.98 -

AL L LR

0.01
0.02
0.04
0.95
0.06
0.07
0.08
0.9
0.1t
0.12
0.2
0.3
'RY
0.9
0.7t
0.82
0.9
1.06
118
1.76
2.3
2.94
.9
L
470
8.9
5.88
6.47
1.06
1.4
8.3
8.82
9.4
10.00
10.58
Y
1.7
17.64
n.%2
B4
3.8

RITS

.04
25N
98.80
64.68
10.%
76.44
2.2
88.21
94.09
99.97
105.8S
.73

0.0
0.
0.07
0.09
0.1t
Q.13
0.16
0.18
- 0.2
0.2
0.45
0.87
0.89
1.12
1LY
1.%
1.7
2.0
2.3
3.3
446
5.58
6.69

1.81.

8.93
10.04
11,16
2.7
13.39
14.51
15.62
16.24
17.8%
18,97
20.08
2.0
2.
B4
.63
85.79
66.95
.4
8.7

100.42
111.58
12N
133.9%0
145.06
1%.2
167.37
178,53
169.69
200.85
212.01

0.01
0.02
0.03
0.08
0.0
Q.07
0.68
0.09
0.10

-0l

0.23
0.4
0.45
0.57
0.68
0.80
0.9¢
1.02
1.1
.
2.2
2.84
4
3.98
4.8
5.12
5.69
6.25
6.82
1.9
1.%
8.83
9.10
9.67
10.23
10.80
11.3%7
17.06
an
3.4
Ul
3.5
45.49
SL7
%.86
8.4
68.23
139
19.60
8.29
90.97
96.66
102.34
108.03

sl

ML

A
0.2
0.3

ol
0.5
0.6
0.7
0.8
0.9
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339.68

o

10/08/90
ALUHARQHAXCHART
ABUAL MK, VT %
it BL WLHRL
0.64 0.05 0.3
0.07 0l 0.0
0.11 016 0,08
ol 022 ol
018 0.7 0N
0.1 00X 0
0.5 0.3 0.9
0.2 0.3 02
0.2 048 0.5
0% 054 0.28
071 108 0.%
107 1682 0y
1.3 215 L1t
1.78 289 LB
24 33 L8
2. 377 LS
285 L3 wn
320 (8 2.9
357 ¥ L@
§.35 8.8 L7
.43 101 s.9
C89l 1346 6.9%
1070 16,16 8.3
1248 1885 9.4
W .8 113
1o 243 29
7.8 %98 1.9
19.61 9.2 1531
AN R 1600
BA B0 180
€.9% 3.0 19.48
6.4 0.9 208
852 Q.68 27
(3 Y (997 S« I
RO 8L B0
1.8 S 26.44
N85 N8 T8
.48 8078 S
7130 107,70 $5.66
89.13 13463  69.58
106,95 161,55 8.5
2.7, 188.48 9.1
14260 21540 1111
16043 2.3 15.24
178.25  269.25 139.16
196.08  296.18 153.08
3.9 310 169
B3 39003 180.91
249.55  376.95 194.82
1.8 403.88 208.74
85.20 430.80 .46
203.03 457.73 %97
320.85 {8465 250.49
S11.58  264.40

T o ]
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UMAX EXTRUSIONS

' TOXIC DAT A FORM

NTH PAINT OK TO USE (Y ORN)

E ___ N

RATOR IF NO CIRCLE LIMITING MAX %

INFORMATION FROM MSDS FROM TABLE 1: FROM TABLE 2: _

'MICAL  CAS # TLV % WT  ANNUAL NTL 8 HOUR MAX % WT. 12 HOUR MAX % WT. ANNUAL MAX % WT.
(MG/M3) (UG/M3) VPL  HPL  VPL+HPL VPL  HPL  VPL+HPL VPL  HPL  VPL+HPL'

(UG/M3 (UG/M3) (UG/M3) (UG/M3 (UG/M3) (UG/M3) (UG/M3 (UG/M3) (UG/M3)




