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October 30, 2000

CERTIFIED MAIL - RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Pick Talley

Director of Utilities
Pinellas County Utilities
PO Box 1780

Clearwater, Florida 35757

Re: DEP File No. 1030117-003-AC, PSD-FL-011B and PSD-FL-098B
Modification of PSD Permits PSD-FL-01 1A and PSD-FL-098A
Pinellas County Resource Recovery Facility

Dear Mr. Talley:

Enclosed is one copy of the draft air construction permit modification for the Pinellas County Resource
Recovery Facility located at 300t 110™ Avenue North, St. Petersbure, Pinellas County. The Technical Evaiuation
and Determination, the Department's Intent to Issue Air Construction Permit Modification and the Public Notice of
Intent to Issue Air Construction Permit Modification are also included.

The Public Notice of Intent to [ssue Air Construction Permit Modification must be published one time only, as
soon as possible, in the legal advertisement section of a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected,
pursuant to the requirements Chapter 30, Florida Statutes. Proof of publication, i.e., newspaper affidavit. must be
provided to the Department's Bureau of Air Regulation office within seven davs of publication. Failure to publish
the notice and provide proof of publication may result in the denial of the permit.

Please submit any written comments you wish to have considered concerning the Department’s proposed action
to A. A. Linero, P.E., Administrator, New Source Review Section at the above letierhcad address. If you have any
other questions, please contact Joseph Kahn, P.E., at §50/921-9519 or Mr. Linero at §50/483-0114,

Sincerely,

ﬁ A b%w o/

C H. Faneyv, P.E., Chief,
Bureau of Air Regulation

CHF/jk .

Enclosures

“More Proteciion. Less Process”™

Printed on recycled paper




In the Matter of an
Application for Permit by:

Mr. Pick Talley, Director of Utilities DEP File No. 1030117-003-AC
Pinellas County Utilities PSD-FL-011B and PSD-FL-098B
PO Box 1780 _ Pinellas County Resource Recovery Facility
Clearwater, Florida 33757 Pinellas County

INTENT TO ISSUE AIR CONSTRUCTION PERMIT MODIFICATION

The Department of Environmental Protection (Department) gives notice of its inten( 10 issue an air construction
permit (copy of Draft permit attached) tor the proposed project, detailed in the application specified above and the
enclosed Technical Evaluation and Preliminary Determination, for the reasons stated below.

The applicant, Pinellas County Utilities, applied on August 30, 2000, to the Department for a modification to
PSD permit numbers PSD-FL-01 | A and PSD-FL-098A for its Pinellas County Resource Recovery Facility located
at 3001 110* Avenue North, St. Petersburg, Pinellas County. The modification is to authorize construction of its
Capital Replacement Project.

The Depariment has permitiing jurisdiction under the provisions of Chapter 403, Florida Statutes (F.S.), and
Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) Chapters 62-4, 62-210, and 62-212. The above actions are not exempt from
permitting procedures. The Department has determined that an air construction permit is required to perfonn the
proposed work.

The Department intends to issue this air construction permit based on the belief that reasonable assurances have
been provided to indicate that operation of these emission units will not adversely impact air quality, and the
_emission units will comply with all appropriate provisions of Chapters 62-4, 62-204, 62-210, 62-212, 62-296, and
62-297, FA.C.

Pursuant to Section 403.815, F.S., and Rule 62-110.106(7)a)1., F.A.C., you (the applicant) are required to
publish at your own expense the enclosed Public Notice of Intent to Issue Air Construction Permit Modification.
The notice shall be published one time only in the legal advertisement section of a newspaper of general circuiation
in the area affected. Rule 62-110.106(7)(b), F.A.C.. requires that the applicant cause the notice to be published as
soon as possible after notification by the Department of its intended action. For the purpose of these rules,
"publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected” means publication in a newspaper meeting
the requirements of Sections 50.011 and 50.031, F.S.. in the county where the activity is to take place. If you are
uncertain that a newspaper meets these requirements, please contact the Department at the address or telephone
number listed betow. The applicant shall provide proof of publication to the Department's Bureau of Alr
Regulation, at 2600 Blair Stone Road, Mail Station #5303, Tallahassee, Florida 3239%-2400 (Telephone: 850/488-
0114; Fax 850/ 922-6979). You must provide proof of publication within seven days of publication, pursuant to
Ruie 62-110.106(5), F.A.C. No permitting action for which published notice is required shall be granted until proof
of publication of notice is made by furnishing a uniform affidavit in substantially the form prescribed in section
50.051, F.S. to the office of the Department issuing the permit. Failure to publish the notice and provide proof of
publication may result in the denial of the permit pursuant to Rules 62-110.106(9) & {11). F.A.C.

The Department will issue the final permit with the attached ccnditions unless a response received in
accordance with the following procedures results in a different decision or significant change of terms or conditions.

The Department will accept written comments and requests for public meetings concemning the proposed permit
issuance action for a period of thirty (30) days from the date of publication of Public Notice of Intent to Issue Air
Permit Modification. Written comments and requests for public meetings should be provided to the Department's
Bureau of Air Regulation at 2600 Blair Stone Road. Mail Station #5503, Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400. Any written
comments filed shall be made available for public inspection. If written comments received result in a significant
change in the proposed agency action, the Department shall revise the proposed permit and require, if applicable,
another Public Notice.
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The Department will issue the permit with the attached conditions unless a timely petition for an administrative
hearing is filed pursuant to sections 120.569 and [20.57 ¥.5 . before the deadline for filing a petition. The
procedures for petitioning for a hearing are set forth below.

A person whose substantial interests are affected by the proposed permitting decision may petition for an
administrative proceeding (hearing) under sections 120.569 and 120.537 of the Florida Statutes. The petition must
contain the information set forth below and must be filed (received) in the Office of General Counsel of the
Department at 3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, Mail Station #33, Tallahassee, Florida, 32599-3000. Petitions filed
by the permit applicant or any of the parties listed below must be filed within fourteen days of receipt of this netice
of intent. Petitions filed by any persens other than those entitled to written notice under section 120.60(3) of the
Florida Statutes must be filed within fourteen days of publication of the public notice or within fourteen days of
receipt of this notice of intent, whichever occurs first. Under section 120.60(3), however. any person who asked the
Department for notice of agency action may {ile a petition within fourteen days of receipt of that notice, regardless
of the date of publication. A petitioner shall mail a copy of the petition to the applicant at the address indicated
above at the ime of filing. The failure of any person to file a petition within the appropriate time period shall
constitute a waiver of that person’s right to request an administrative determination (hearing) under sections
120.569 and 120.57 F.S., or to intervene in this proceeding and participate as a party to it. Any subsequent
intervention will be only at the approval of the presiding officer upon the filing of a motion in compliance with Rule
28-106.205 of the Florida Administrative Code.

A petition that disputes the material facts on which the Department’s action is based must contain the following

information: (a) The name and address of each agency affected and each agency’s file or identification number, if

“known, (b) The name, address, and telephone number of the petitioner, the name, address, and telephone number of
the petitioner’s representative, if any, which shall be the address for service purposes during the course of the
proceeding; and an explanation of how the petitioner’s substantial interests will be affected by the agency
determination; (c) A statement of how and when petitioner received notice of the agency action or proposed action;
(d) A statement of all disputed issues of material fact. If there are none, the petition must so indicate; (e} A concise
statement of the ultimate facts alteged, including the specific facts the petitioner contends warrant reversal or
modification of the agency’s proposed action: (f) A statement of the specific rules or statutes the petitioner
contends require teversal or modiftcation of the agency’s proposed action; and (g) A statement of the relief sought
by the petitioner, stating precisely the action petitioner wishes the agency to take with respect to the agency’'s
proposed action.

A petition that does not dispute the material facts upon which the Department’s action is based shall state that
no such facts are in dispute and otherwise shall contain the same information as set forth above, as required by Rule
28-106.301.

Because the administrative hearing process is designed to formulate final agency action, the filing of a petition
means that the Department’s final action may be different from the position taken by it in this notice. Persons
whosc substantial interests will be affected by any such final decision of the Department on the application have the
right to petition to become a party to the proceeding, in accordance with the requirements set forth above.

Mediation is not avatlable in this proceeding.

In addition to the above, a person subject to regulation has a right to apply for a variance from or waiver of the
requirements of particular rules, on certain conditions, under Section 120.342 F.5. The relief provided by this state
statute applies only to state rules, not statutes, and not to any federal regulatory requirements. Applying fora
variance or waiver does not substitute or extend the time for filing a petition for an administrative hearing or
exercising any other right that a person may have in relation to the action proposed in this notice of intent.

The application for a variance or wajver is made by filing a petition with the Office of General Counsel of the
Department, 3900 Commonwealth Boulevard. Mail Station #3353, Tallahassee, Flonda 32399-3000. The petition
must specify the following information: (a) The name. address. and telephone number of the petitioner: (b) The
name, address, and telephone number of the attorney or qualified representative of the petitioner. if any; (c) Each
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rule or portion of a rule from which a variance or waiver is requested; (d) The citation to the statute underlying
(imple.nented by) the ruie identified in {c) above; (e} The tvpe of action requested; {f} The specific tacts that would
justifv a variance or waiver for the petitioner; (g) The reason why the vartance or waiver would serve the purposes
of the underlying statute (implemented by the rule); and (h) A statement'whether the variance ar waiver is
permanent or temporary and. if temporary, a statement of the dates showing the duration of the variance or waiver

requested.

The Department will grant a variance or waiver when the petition demonstrates both that the application of the
rule would create a substantial hardship or violate principles of faimess, as each of those terms is defined in Section
120.542(2) F.S_, and that the purpose of the underlying statute will be or has been achieved by other means by the
petitioner.

Persons subject to regulation pursuant to any federally delegated or approved air program should be aware that
Florida is specifically not authorized 10 issue variances or waivers from any requirements of any such federally
delegated or approved program. The requirements of the program remain fully enforceable by the Administrator of
the EPA and by any person under the Clean Air Act unless and until the Administrator separately approves any
variance or waiver in accordance with thé procedures of the federal program.

#~ C.H. Fancy, P.E., Chief
Bureau of Air Regulation

Executed in Tallahassee, Florida.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned dulyv designated deputy agency clerk hereby centifies that this Intent to Issue Air Construction
Permit (including the Public Notice of Intent to Issue Air Construction Permit, Technical Evaluation and
Preliminary Determination, and the Draft permit) was sent by certified mail (*) and copies were mailed by U.S.
Mail before the close of business on _// [o2/0& 1o the person(s) listed:

Pick Talley *

Don Elias, RTP

Biil Thomas. P.E., DEP SW District
Peter Hessling, Pinellas County DEM
Gregg Worley, EPA

John Bunyak, NPS

Clerk Stamp

FILING AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT FILED, on
this date, pursuant to §120.52, Florida Statutes, with
the designated Department Clerk, receipt of which is
hereby acknowledged.

L ucs ///;.7//0'0
(Date)

i/,
(Clerk)




PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE AIR CONSTRUCTION PERMIT MOIFICATION

STATE OF FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

DEP File No. 1030117-003-AC. PSD-FL-011B and PSD-FL-0983

Pinellas County Utilities
Pinellus County Resource Recovery Facility
Pinellas County

The Department of Environmental Protection (Department) gives notice of its intent to issue an air construction
permit modification to Pinellas County Utilities, for its Pinellas County Resource Recovery Facility located at 3001
110" Avenue North, St. Petersburg, Pinelias County. The modification is to authorize construction of its Capital
Replacement Project with includes refurbishment of portions of the facility including the three existing boilers. The
applicant’s mailing address is: PO Box 1780, Clearwater, Florida 33757. A Best Available Control Technology
(BACT) determination was not required pursuant to Rule 62-212.400, F.A.C., and 40 CFR 52.21, Prevention of
Significant Deterioration (PSD), because there will be no PSD-significant increase in actual emissions from the
facilities municipal waste combustor units.

This project is not subject to review under Section 403.306 F.S. (Power Plant Siting Act), because it provides
for no expansion in steam generating capacity. An air quality impact analysis was not required.

The Deparment will issue the final permit modification with the attached conditions unless a response received
in accordance with the following procedures results in a different decision or significant change of terms or
conditions.

The Department will accept written comments and requests for public meetings concerning the proposed permit
issuance action for a period of thirty (30) days from the date of publication of this Public Notice of Intent to Issue
Alr Construction Permit. Written comments requests for public meetings shouid be provided to the Department's
Bureau of Air Regulation at 2600 Blair Stone Road. Mail Station #5503, Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400. Any written
comments filed shall be made available for public inspection. If written comments received result in a significant
change in the proposed agency action, the Department shall revise the proposed permit and require, if applicable,
another Public Notice.

The Department will issue the permit with the attached conditions unless a umely pention for an administrative
hearing is filed pursuant to sections 120.569 and 120.57 F.S., before the deadline for filing a petition. The
procedures for petitioning for a hearing are set forth below.

Mediation is not available in this proceeding.

A person whose substantial interests are affected by the proposed permitting dectsion may petition for an
administrative proceeding (hearing} under sections 120.569 and 120.57 of the Florida Statutes. The petition must
contain the information set forth below and must be filed (received) in the Office of General Counsel of the
Department at 5900 Commonwealth Boulevard. Mail Station £35. Tallahassee, Florida. 32399-3000. Petitions filed
by the permit applicant or any of the parties listed below must be filed within fourteen days of receipt of this notice
of intent. Petitions filed by any persons other than those entitled to written notice under section 120.60(3) of the
Florida Statutes must be filed within fourteen days of publication of the public notice or within fourteen days of
receipt of this notice of intent, whichever occurs first. Under section 120.60(3), however. any person who asked the
Department for notice of agency action may file a petition within fourteen days of receipt of thar notice, regardless
of the date of publication. A petitioner shall mail a copy of the petition to the applicant at the address indicated
above at the time of filing. The failure of any person to file a petition within the appropriate time period shall
constitute a waiver of that person’s right to request an administrative determination (hearing) under sections
120.569 and 120.57 F.S_, or to intervene in this proceeding and participate as a party to it. Any sutsequent
intervention will be only at the approval of the presiding officer upon the filing of a motion in compliance with Rule
28-106.205 of the Florida Administrative Code.

NOTICE TO BE PUBLISHED IN THE NEWSFAPER



A petition that disputes the material facts on which the Department’s action is based must contain the following
information: (a) The name and address of each agency affvcted and each agency’s file or identification number, if
known; (b) The name, address, and telephone number of the petitioner, the name, address, and telephone number of
the petitioner’s representative, if any, which shall be the address for service purposes during the course of the
proceeding; and an explanation of how the petitioner’s substantial interests will be affected by the agency
determination; (¢) A statement of how and when penitioner received notice of the agency action or proposed action;
fd} A statement of all disputed issues of marerial fact. if there arc none, the petition must so indicate; (¢) A concise
statement of the ultimate facts alleged, including the specific facts the petitioner contends warrant reversal or
modification of the agency’s proposed action; (f) A statement of the specific rules or statutes the petitioner
contends require reversal or modification of the agency’s proposed action; and (g) A statement of the relief sought
by the petitioner, stating precisely the action petitioner wishes the agency 1o take with respect 1o the agency’s
proposed action.

A petition that does not dispute the materiat facts upon which the Department’s action is base-* shall state that
no such facts are in dispute and otherwise shall contain the same information as set forth above, as required by rule
28-106.301

Because the administrative hearing process is designed to formulate final agency action, the filing of a petition
means that the Department’s final action may be different from the position taken by it in this notice. Persons
whose substantial interests will be affected by any such final decision of the Department on the application have the
right to petition to become a party 10 the proceeding, in accordance with the requirements set forth above.

A complele project file is available for public inspection during normal business hours, 8:00 a.m. 10 5:00 p.m.,
~Monday through Friday. except legal holidays, at:

Dept. of Environmental Protection Arr Qualiny Diviston Dept. of Environmental Protection
Bureau of Air Regulation Pincllas County Department of Southwest District

Suite 4, 111 S. Magnolia Drive Environmental Management 3804 Coconut Palm Drive
Tallahassee. Florida. 32301 300 South Garden Avenue Tampa. Flerida 33619-8218
Telephone: 830/488-0114 Clearwater, Florida 33756 Telephone: 813/744-6100

Fax: 850/922-6979 Tetephone: 8§13/464-4422

The complete project file includes the application, technical evaluations. draft permit modification. and the
information submirted by the applicant’s authorized representative, exclusive of confidential records under Section
403.111, F.5. Interested persons may contact the Adminjstrator, New Source Review Section, ot the Department’s
reviewing engineer for this project, Joseph Kahn, P.E.. at the Bureau of Air Regulation in Tallahassee, Florida. or
call 850/488-0114, for additional information. Written comments directed to the Department’s reviewing engineer
should be sent 1o the following mailing address: Dept. of Environmental Protection, Bureau of Air Regulation, Mail
Station #5505, Tallahassee, Flortda, 32399-2400..

NOTICE TO BE PUBLISHED IN THE NEWSPAPER




"DRAFT

CERTIFIED MAIL - RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Pick Talley

Director of Utilities
Pinellas County Utilities
PO Box 1780

Clearwater, Florida 33757

Re: DEP File No. 1030117-003-AC, PSD-FL-011B and PSD-FL-098B
Modification of PSD Permits PSD-FL-011A and PSD-FL-098A
Pinellas County Resource Recovery Facility

The applicant, Pinellas County Utilities, applied on August 30, 2000, to the Department for a medification to
PSD permit numbers PSD-FL-011A and PSD-FL-098A for its Pinelias County Resource Recovery Facility located
at 3001 110" Avenue North, St. Petersburg, Pinellas County. The modification is to authorize construction of its
Capital Replacement Project. The Department has reviewed the modification request. The referenced permiis are
hereby modified as follows. This modification shall supplement conditions imposed by previous permitting actions.

New Specific Condition:

The owner or cperator is authorized to construct its Capital Replacement Project as described in the letter
application from Pinellas County Utilities dated August 30, 2000, and subsequent related information.” The
owner or operator is authorized to perform the construction activities generally described as: boiler
refurbishment consisting primarily of replacement of the components from the furnace gas exit to the
economizer gas exit for boiler unit trains 1, 2 and 3; rebuilding the refuse cranes; refurbishment of the cooling
tower: upgrading the instrumentation control systems; refurbishment or replacement of feedwater pumps;
tipping floor improvements; and upgrading the existing water regeneration equipment through the replacement
of two nominal 1000 gallon per minute demineralizer trains.

The owner or operator shall submit to the Department on an annual basis, for a period of five years
representative of normal post-change operations of MWC units 1, 2 and 3 (“the units™), within the period not
longer than 10 years following the completion of construction of the last unit, information demonstrating that
the Capiral Replacement Project did not result in a PSD-significant emissions increase. A PSD-significant
increase shall be defined as noted in Table 212.400-2 of Chapter 62-212, F.A.C. The information required
above shall be based on a comparison of ““baseline” past actual annual emissions with actual annual emissions
for the given year after comptetion of the Capital Replacement Project, shall be reported on a calendar year
basis, and shall start the first full calendar year following the completion of the Capiral Replacement Project’s
boiler refurbishment of the last unit. The owner or operator shall utihize the “representative actual annual
emissions” methodology, defined at Rule 62-210.200(12)(d). F.A.C.. and the provisions of 40 CFR
52.21{b)(33), adopted by state rule, in its demonstration. If the Capital Replacement Project results in a PSD-
significant emissions increase, or if the owner or operator fails to submit the required information, the units
shall be subject to the requirements of PSD at that future time, which shall include a BACT determinaticn for
each PSD-significant pollutant.

The owner or operator shall estimate actual annual emissions using the general methodology shown in its letter
application and subsequent related information, as discussed generally as follows. The owner or operator shall
use the continuous emission monitoring system (CEMS}) data to estimate actual annual emissions of the
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pollutants monitored by the CEMS: NOx, SO,, and CO. The owner or operator shall use data from all post-
retrofit cuinpliance tesi(s) to estimate past actual annual emissions of other poliutants not monitored by the
CEMS: PM/PM,,, lead, mercury, dioxins, hydrogen chloride. The owner or operator shall use the CEMS data
to determine unit availability, which shall be used in determining actual annuai emisstons. The owner or
operator shall use the CEMS data starting from June |, 2000 until the start of construction of the Capiral
Replacement Project’s boiler refurbishment for its determination of baseline past actual annual emissions. No
more than two years of data shall be used to determine the baseline past actual annual emissions. As an
alternative to the above, the owner or operator may use other methods approved by the Department.

[Rule 62-4.070(3) and 62-212.300(1)(d), F..x.C.]

A copy of this letter shall be filed with the referenced permit and shall become part of the permit. This permit
modification is issued pursuant to Chapter 403, Fiorida Statutes.

Any party to this order (permit modification} has the right to seek judicial review of it under Section 120.68,
F.S., by filing a notice of appeal under Rule 9.110 of the Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure with the clerk of the
Department of Environmental Protection in the Office of General Counsel, Mail Station #35, 3900 Commonwealth
Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida, 32399-3000, and by filing a copy of the notice of appeal accompanied by the
applicable filing fees with the appropriate District Court of Appeal. The notice must be filed within thirty days after
this order is filed with the clerk of the Depariment.

Executed m Tallahassee, Florida.

Howard L. Rhodes, Director
Division of Air Resources

Management
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
The undersigned duly designated deputy agency clerk hereby certifies that this permit modification was sent by
certified mail (*) and copies were mailed by U.S. Mail before the close of business on to the
person(s} listed:
Pick Talley *
Don Elias, RTP
Bill Thomas, P.E., DEP SW District
Peter Hessling, Pineilas County DEM
Gregg Worley, EPA
John Bunyak, NPS
. Clerk Stamp

FILING AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT FILED, on this
date, pursuant to §120.52, Florida Stamutes, with the
designated Department Clerk, receipt of which is hereby
acknowle lged.

(Clerk) {Date)




TECHNICAL EVALUATION AND DETERMINATION

| APPLICANT NAME AND ADDRESS

Pimnellas County Utilities
PO Box 1780
Clearwater, Florida 33757

Authorized Representative: Mr. Pick Talley, Director of Uttlities
2 REVIEWING AND PROCESS SCHEDULE

September 1, 2000 Received letter application for permit modification
September 20, 2000 Received permit application fee
September 25, 2000 Received additional information

QOctober 6, 2000 Received additional information by fax (original received October 11)
October 12, 2000 Received additional information
QOctober 17, 2000 Received revised information
October 20, 2000 Received additional information by fax (original received October 23)
October 20, 2000 Application complete (for purposes of review time ¢lock)
“"DRAFT Distributed Notice of Intent to Issue and supporting documents
“DRAFT Notice of Intent published in *

3 FACILITY DESCRIPTION, PROJECT DETAILS AND RULE APPLICABILITY

This existing Pinellas County Resource Recovery Facility has three municipal waste combustor units
(*units”) that burn municipal solid waste (MSW) and certain other solid wastes to produce steam used to
make electricity via steam turbine generators. All three municipal waste combustor units are mass burn
water wall boilers with auxiliary natural gas fired burners, and each has a nominal design rate capacity of
1000 tons of MSW per day, 417 mmBtu per hour, and 230,000 pounds steam per hour (assuming MSW
with a heating value of 5000 Btu per pound). Units 1 and 2 began commercial operation in May 1983 and
unit 3 began commercial operation in August 1986. The total nominal electric generating capacity of the
facility is 75 MW from two steam turbine/generator sets, and the power is supplied to Fiorida Power
Corporation pursuant to contract. The facility includes other emissions units related to operation of the
facility, and a contiguous municipal solid waste landfill. The facility is located at 3001 110™ Avenue
North, St. Petersburg, Pineilas County. The facility’s units were originally permitted under the federal
PSD program (PSD-FL-011 permitted units 1 and 2 and PSD-FL-098 permitted unit 3}. The facility was
also certified under Florida’s Power Plant Siting Act, under orders PA78-11 and PA83-18, and their
respective modified orders.

The units are subject to the requirements of Rule 62-204.800(8)(b), F.A.C., and 40 CFR 60 Subpart Cb,
the emission guidelines for “existing” large municipal waste combustors. The units were recently
retrofitted with new combustion controls and advanced pollution control equipment to meet the emission
requirements of this subpart. These requirements were more stringent that the requirements imposed on
these units by previous PSD permits. Retrofit construction and initial compliance testing were completed
in late 1998 for unit 3, summer 1999 for unit 2 and early 2000 for unit 1. Retrofit construction activities
were authorized by an amendment to the PSD permits for the facility, denoted as PSD-FL-011A and
PSD-FL-098A.

The applicant applied for a moedification of its PSD permits to allow construction of its Capital
Replacement Project. The applicant proposed in this project to construct facility improvements that are
intended te allow the facility to operate at capacity throughout the useful life of the upgraded emission
controls installed during the Subpart Cb retrofit noted above. In essence, this is a life extension project.
[Information provided by applicant at a pre-application meeting with the Department July 7, 2000.] The
present project will be processed as a PSD permit modification denoted as PSD-FL-011B and PSD-FL-
098B.

Pinellas County Utilities PSD-FL-011B & PSD-FL-098B
Piiellas Ccunty RRF, Capital Replacement Project 1030117-003-AC




TECHNICAL EVALUATION AND DETERMINATION

The Capital Replacement Project includes improvements throughout the facility: refurbishment of the
boilers, cranes, cooling towers and feedwater pumps. upgrades of the instrumentation and controls,
replacement of the water treatment system and tipping floor improvements. Of particular importance to
this permitting action are the Capital Replacement Project’s changes related to boiler refurbishment. All
three municipal waste combustor unit boilers are proposed for refurbishment. so the emissions units
addressed by this permitting action are:

EMISSIONS EMISSIONS UNIT DESCRIPTION
UNIT NO.
001 Municipal waste combustor unit |
002 Municipal waste combustor unit 2
003 Municipal waste combustor unit 3

The applicant stated that the units are “electric utility steam generating units™ as defined at 40 CFR
52.21(b)(31) and Rule 62-210.200(109), F.A.C., and so the applicant proposed that the facility may use
the “representative actual annual emissions” methodology specified at 40 CFR 52.21(b)(33) and Rule 62-
210.200(12)(d), F.A.C., to confirm that the project is not subject to the PSD requirements of 40 CFR Part
52 and Rule 62-212.400, F.A.C. Because Florida has a delegated PSD program for sources subject to the
Power Plant Siting Act, the analysis of PSD applicability is to be done in accordance with federal rules,
particularly 40 CFR 52.21, and the Department may rely explicitly on EPA’s interpretation of its rules,
The Department can also rely on its rules provided it does so in a manner that is consistent with EPA’s
program. In reviewing this proposed project, the Department needed to determine whether the applicant’s
units are electric utility steam generating units, and, if so, if the applicant has met the requirements for the
representative actual annual emissions methodology.

The first issue is whether the units are electric utility steam generating units. [t should be noted that the
Department’s present review of whether the units are electric utility steam generating units is for purposes
of determining PSD applicability, not the applicability of any NSPS requirement for such units. A piain
reading of the definitions noted above appears to confirm the applicant’s assertion that the units meet the
definition. The units are steam electric generating units which are intended to supply more than one third
of the potential electrical output and more than 25 MW elecirical output to a utility power distribution
system for sale. However, the definitions state that the units must have been constructed for the purpose
of supplying that electricity. A municipal waste combustion facility that produces steam to drive an
steam turbine electrical generator, such as the applicant’s facility, is arguably constructed with more than
one purpose, to supply electricity and to combust solid waste (reduce its volume prior to ultimate
disposal). 1t may not be possible to distinguish which purpose is more important as it is conceivable that
the facility may not have been constructed unless revenue would be received both from the receipt of
solid waste and the sale of electricity. The definitions do not exclude additional “purposes” for the units,
and so do not limit consideration to only units that serve the sole purpose of supplying electricity.

EPA has not explicitly written regarding whether MWC units that use steam to generate electricity are
electric utility steam generating units. EPA’s interpretive rule for case-by-case MACT applicability
published May 25, 2000, briefly discusses electric utility steam generating units, for a different purpose
than PSD applicability. EPA actually considered this issue within the broader context of determining that
combustion turbines are not electric utility steam generating units, even if they are part of a combined
cycie system. EPA stated that waste heat recovery units, including duct burners, which are part of a
combined cycle system are considered to be steam generating units. In making this assessment EPA
relied upon the distinction that steam generating units use steam derived from the combustion of fuel to
drive a “steam turbine, which in turn provides shaft power to spin an electric generator and generate
electricity.” [65 FR 34012.] EPA distinguished this type of electric generator from that of a turbine
generator, which uses fuel to directly drive a mechanically coupled electric generator. Clearly, then, EPA

Pinellas County Utilities PSD-FL-011B & PSD-FL-098B
Pinellas County RRF, Capital Replacement Project 1030117-003-AC

o8]




TECHNICAL EVALUATION AND DETERMINATION

considers a steamn generating unit to be an electrical generator that is driven by extracting energy from
steam.

EPA limits the definition of electric utility steam generating units te those units with a minimum
generating capacity, which can only be accomplished with a steam generator of a given size and inlet
energy requirements. but the definition does not limit the type of boiler or fuels used to create the steam.
The term “electric utility” implies that not all types of industrial or commercial facilities are included in
the definitions. but the applicant’s MWC units, which use steam 10 generate electricity for sale, appear 10
meet the definition. Considering the applicants MWC units 1o be electric utility steam generating units
seems consistent with EPA’s published intent regarding the 1992 changes to the PSD program (the so
called “WEPCO rule™). In the preamble to these changes, and in its discussion ot Alternatives for New
Source Review Applicability (part of the so cuiled “new source review reform™ proposal), EPA identitied
the broad criteria used to support the “representative actual annual cmissions™ methodology for electric
utilities. (The methodology is discussed further below.) Gencrally, in 1992 EPA stated that it was
comfortable with the 1992 changes applying to electric utilities because the source population was
relatively small, the technology in use relatively uniform. public information would be available to NSR
permitting authorities to help confirm future operating conditions, and federal acid rain rules required
continuous monitoring or other highly accurate methods for reporting actual emissions. [57 FR 32333.]
Clearly, large MWC facilities such as the applicant’s, conform with this intent. Although not subject to
the acid rain rules. the requirements of 40 CFR 60 Subparts Cb and Eb compel the sources to install
continuous monitoring systems and perform accurate emission tests to determine actual emissions. The
source population is small, with relatively uniform combustion and control technologies, especially after
the implementation of Subparts Cb and Eb. EPA has recently revisited its prior analysis, in light of its
belief that changes to utilities are not being reported to permitting authorities. [65 FR 39861.] In its
discussion, EPA has additionally noted that electric utilities generally serve a clearly defined local market
area. [65 FR 39860.] Although EPA probably intended this to refer to electric service, the applicant’s
facility also serves a clearly defined local area for receipt and disposal of solid waste. This analogy is
important because it is a measure of the applicant’s ability to forecast demand growth and future
utifization of its units, and is a consideration of the permitting agency when relying on the applicant’s
projections. (This consideration should not be construed 1o broaden the scope of the applicability of the
WEPCO rule beyond electric utility steam generating units to any commercial or industrial source. EPA
has explicit concemns with considering forecasted demand growth in a competitive market economy.
(See, for example 65 FR 39861.] The applicant’s facility is muricipally owned, and its projection of
demand is strongly tied to its need to service the limited area of Pinellas County.) The applicant’s
electrical service is even more limited because it is contracted to sell its net power o one customer,
Florida Power Corporation. The facitity has been operated to maximize its unit availability, as evidenced
by the facility’s annual operation reports. As with investor owned electric utilities, public information is
available to help confirm the applicant’s projection of future demand and utilization. perticularly with
regard to demand for solid waste disposal. Solid waste reporting is required for each county by the
Department’s solid waste rules. Population growth data, which will have the major influence on the
future demand for solid waste disposal capacity at municipally owned facilities such as the applicant’s. is
available from sources such as the University of Florida’s Bureau of Economic and Business Research.
Considering the applicant’s units to be electric utility steam generating unils appears to be consistent with
EPA’s intent regarding the WEPCO rule, and the Department considers these units to electric utility
steain generating units for purposes of PSD applicability.

Because the units are electric utility stean generating units, the applicant is allowed to use the
“representative actual annual emissions” methodology specified at Rule 62-210.200(12){(d), F. A.C., to
confirm that the project is not subject to the PSD requirements of Rule 62-212.400. F.A.C. The second
issue is whether the applicant has met the requirements for this methodology. This methodology requires
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the applicant to compare actual annual emissions prior 10 the modification with the annual emissions
projected for the two year period following the modification. EPA has written about the representative
actual annual emissions methodology in both the preamble to the 1992 changes to the PSD program at 57
FR 32323-6. and in EPA Region 5's May 23, 2000 determination of PSD applicabitity for Detroit
Edison’s Dense Pack project.

As noted in the Dense Pack determination. the determination of PSD applicability is a two step process.
First, the project must be a physical or operational change that is not exciuded from PSD review as
routine maintenonce, repair or replacement of component parts. This provision is included in Florida’s
rules under the definition of “modification™ at Rule 62-210.200(188), F.A.C., although that definition is
not limited to PSD projects. The applicant has not suggested that this project in any way meets that
exclusion. The project is a modification as defined by Department rule. Second, the project must result
in a PSD-significant increase in emissions. The Department’s rules refer to an increase in “actual
emissions”, which are defined at Rule 62-210.200(12)(d). F.A.C., which, as noted above, provides for the
representative actual annual emissions methodology for electric utility steam generating units. Detroit
Edison’s Dense Pack project is similar to the applicant’s project in that both projects are non-routine
physical changes that are projected by the source owner to not result in post-change PSD significant
emissions increases. In its review of the Dense Pack project, EPA Region 5 concluded that Detroit
Edison may “lawfully avoid the major source permitting process by using the unit’s representative actual
annual emissions to calculate emissions following the change if the source submits information for 5
years following the change to confirm its pre-change projection.” [Letter from EPA Region 5
Administrator to Detroit Edison, May 23, 2000.] This is very similar to what EPA wrote in the Federal
Register that “any utility which utilizes the ‘representative actual annual emissions’ methodology to
determine that it is not subject to NSR must submit for 5 years after the change sufficient records to
determuine if the change results in an increase in representative actual annual emissions.” [57 FR 32325 ]
Although the applicant is only required to compare past actual emissions to projected actual emissions for
a two year post-change period, the applicant must report post-change emissions for a five year period to
confirm its projection. EPA wrote that the additional reporting is a safeguard that future significant actual
emissions increases that result from the project will not go unnoticed and unreviewed. [57 FR 32325.]
The applicant has proposed that actual emiissions will not increase in a PSD significant manner as a result
of this project, based on a comparison of past actual to representative future actual annual emissions, and
has agreed to the requir.d reporting.

At issue next is the form of any required permit conditions to ensure that the project is not subject to PSD
requirements. For sources that are not eligible to use the representative actual annual emissions
methodology, the Department would typically provide limits on future potential emissions in any
construction permit issued for a modification of an emissions unit. Such limits would be emission limits,
which are firm, federaliy-enforceable limits on future potential emissions. For sources using the
representative actual annual emissions methodology, EPA has written that such emission Jimits are not
required. In fact, EPA stated that the only requirement is for “tracking and monitoring post-change
utilization and/or emissions levels at the unit to confirm that baseline emission levels are not exceeded as
a result of the change.” [57 FR 32325.] Although not clear in the cited text, EPA intended that the test be
that emissions increases not equal or exceed the PSD significance criteria. EPA wrote that “the intent is
to confirm the utility’s initial projections rater than annually revisiting the issue of NSR applicability. If
however, the reviewing authority determines that the source’s emissions have in fact increased
significantly over baseline levels as a result of the change, the source would become subject to NSR
requirements at that time.” [57 FR 32325.] EPA further clarified in the Dense Pack determination that
the trigger for PSD review would also include failure to report the required information: “If Detroit
Edisor, fails 1> comply with the reporting requirements ... it will be required to obtain a PSD permit for
the Dense Pacl. project.” [Detroit Edison Applicability Determination Detailed Analysis, undated
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(presumably May 23, 2000).] Thus, the requirement to track and report actual emissions is an
“applicability requirement” rather than an emission limit.

Another issue to be considered is that certain emission increases, those not caused by the change, are not
included in the future actual emissions. EPA referred to this as the “causation provision™ in the 1992
preamble, where EPA wrote, “where projected increased operations are in response to an independent
factor, such as demand growth, which would have occurred ... even in the absence of the physical or
operational change, the increased operations ... may be excluded from the projection of the unit’s future
actual emissions.” [57 FR 32327.] Asnoted in the Dense Pack determination. “[i]n projecting post-
change emissions, Detroit Edison does not have to include that portion of the unit’s emissions which
could have been accommodated before the change and is unrelated to the change, such as demand
growth.” [Letter from EPA Region 5 Administrator to Detroit Edison, May 23, 2000.] EPA did clanfy
that increased emissions resulting from efficiency improvements that occur directly because of the project
that cause the unit(s) to be utilized more, are not to be excluded from actual emisstons: “If efficiency
improvements are the predominant cause of the change in emissions and demand growth is not, the
exclusion does not apply.” [57 FR 32327.] The applicant in this project did not include a projection for
demand growth or other independent factors that may increase operations and future emissions. The
applicant noted that little demand growth for solid waste disposal is expected beyond the nominal one
percent population growth rate that Pinellas County is experiencing. [Discussion with R, Peter Stasis,
P.E., of Pinellas County Utilities, pre-application meeting. July 7, 2000.] Independent confirmation of the
potential demand growth can be found from the University of Florida’s Bureau of Economic and Business
Research, which has noted that Pinellas has the fifth largest population in Florida, and its potential for
growth is leveling out. [UF Bureau of Economic and Business Research, www napa.ufl.edu/99news/
pop99.htm] The university’s 1997 forecasted population for Pinellas County is 905.933 in 2000 and
1,018,919 in 2020, an annual growth rate of less than 1%. [www napa.ufl.edu/98news/
populati.htm#table} The region served by Florida Power Corporation, which receives the electric power
from the applicant, is growing at a faster average rate, so demand growth for electric power may be a
factor. [ibid.] The applicant is entitled to exclude any actual emissions increase attributable to factors
independent of the project, but the applicant must support such exclusion in its future reports. The
applicant has not represented that the current project will increase utilization of the units, in and of itself.

The recently completed Subpart Cb retrofit changes are expected to reduce actual emissions from the
units {substantially for many pollutants such as dioxin and acid gases) as compared to emissions prior to
the retrofit. Because of this, the Department required that the applicant use actual emissions after
completion of the retrofit changes for the purposes of determining PSD applicability to this project. The
applicant proposed to use the continuous emission monitoring system (CEMS) data to estimate actual
annual emissions of the pollutants monitored by the CEMS: NOx, SO,. and CO. The applicant proposed
to use data from all post-retrofit compliance test(s) to estimate actual annual emissions of other pollutants
not monitored by the CEMS: PM/PM,q, lead, mercury, dioxins, hydrogen chloride. The CEMS data will
also be used to determine unit availability, which is a factor the applicant will use in making its actual
annual emissions estimates. The applicant proposed to use the CEMS data starting from June 1, 2000
until the start of construction of the Capital Replacement Project’s boiler refurbishment. The starting date
of June | was selected by the applicant to provide for sufficient time from completion of the retrofit
project for the units to have begun normal operation. The applicant intends to begin construction of the
Capital Replacement Project’s boiler refurbishment in the fall of 2001. This will provide for twelve or
more months of CEMS data, and one or two series of compliance tests. for estimating actual annual
emissions. Normally, two vears of actual emissions data are required for PSD purposes. but Rule 62-
210.200(12)a), F.A.C.. provides for the Department to allow the use of a different time period upon a
determination that it is more representative of normal operation of the emissions unit. In this case, where
the Department is requiring post Subpart Cb retrofit emissions data, the Department is authorizing the use
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of less than two years of data to determine past actual emissions. The applicant has proposcd to use the
same methodology to determine future actual emissions following the Capital Replacement Project.

As mentioned above, the CEMS will also be used 1o document availability of the units. Unit availability
is a factor in determining actual emissions. EPA stated that actual emissions should be calculated as the
product of hourly emissions and capacity utilization (unit availability). [See. for example, EPA’s
preamble 1o the 1992 PSD program changes. 57 FR 32323.] Average availability of the units, determined
from the operating hours reported annually by the applicant for 1990 through 1999, was about 81.7%,
with a standard deviation oi about 4%. The applicant reported that for the period of June 1-July 531, 2600.
availability of the units was about §9.8%. 1t is not surprising that unit availability would increase as a
result of the Subpart Cb retrofit project. The units date from the early- to mid-1980s. The units were
equipped with combustion controls and electrostatic precipitators that were placed in service when the
units were first constructed. The applicant reported that operational problems with the ESPs, such as
transient field failures, increased as the units aged. [Telephone call with Don Ehas, October 19, 2000.]
The retrofit project included a new disiributive control system that allowed for quicker response to
changes in operating parameters. as well as new advanced emission control equipient, including
baghouses which replaced the ESPs. These modernized facilities will allow the units to operate in a more
stable manner, with less transient failures, with longer periods of time between planned outages. The
averaging period proposed by the applicant will be tong enough to include planned outage periods. The
applicant expects that with the longer averaging time. unit avatlability will fall somewhat from 89.8% to
about 86%, and the Department does not find fault with this assessment. [Memo tfrom Don Elias. October
19, 2000.]

The applicant did provide a “‘baseline” estimate of actual emissions and a projection of future actual
emissions based on the CEMS data available from June 1 through Julv 31, 2000. As discussed above, the
applicant will revise this estimate based on the complete data avail:ble from June | until the start of
construction of the Capital Replacement Project’s boiler refurbishment, to provide for the longest possible
period for gathering representative data. At that ime. the applicant will also revise its estimate of
representative future actual annual emissions. The applicant estimated that any emissions increases
associated with this project will not exceed the PSD significance criteria. Based on the limited data to
date, emissions are estimated by the applicant as follows in tons per vear:

Pollutant Current Rep. Future | Net Increase PSD Subject to
Actual Actual Significance PSD?
Emissions ' | Emissions
PM/PM 47 71761 24/14 25/15 No
SO, g3 124 39 40 No
NOx 1691 1730 39 40 No
CoO 118 217 99 100 No
Pb 0.25 0.84 0.59 0.6 No
Hg 0.23 0.32 0.09 0.1 Mo
MWC Organics 9.8 x 10" 10.1 x 10” 5.0x 107 3.5x 107 No
Total PCDD/F :
MWC Acid Gases 2539 278 39 40 No
HCI & SO.

' Current actual emissions are after completion of the Subpart Cb retrofit construction. Representative
future actual emissions are estimated for the two vears following completion of the Capital
Replacement Project’s boiler refurbishment construction.
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_In summary, the applicant’s proposed Capital Replacement Project is a non-routine physical change that
is a modification as defined by Department rule. Because the affected emissions units are electric utility
steam generating units. the applicant may lawfully avoid PSD preconstruction review by using the unit’s
representative actual annual emissicns to calculate emissions following the modification. The
Department has detcrmined that past actual eniissions in this case will be the post-Subpart Cb retrofit
emissions. The applicant contends that representative actual annual emissions following thz Capitzl
Replacement Project will not be significantly greater than its past actual emissions. Therefore, the
appiicant may avord major PSD permitting to the extent it documents its actual emissions and submits
information following the modification to confirm its projection.

The proposed project is subject to preconstruction review requirements under the provisions of Chapter
403, F.S., and Chapters 62-4, 62-204, 62-210, 62-212. 62-296 and 62-297, F.A.C. The existing facility is
located in an area designated. in accordance with Rule 62-204.340, F.A.C., as attainment or unclassifiable
for the criteria pollutants ozone, PM,¢, carbon monoxide, SOs, nitrogen dioxide and lead. This facility is
classified as a Major or Title V Source of air poliution because emissions of at least one regulated air
poliutant exceeds 100 tons per year (TPY). At this facility potential emissions of PM/PM,q, NOx, SO,
CO and VOC exceed 100 TPY.

This facHity is within an industry included in the list of the 28 Major Facility Categories per Table 62-
212.400-1 of Chapter 62-212, F. A.C. Because emissions are greater than 100 TPY for at least one criteria
pollutant, the facility is also an existing Major Facility with respect to Rule 62-212.400, Prevention of
Significant Deterioration (PSD). As noted above, the applicant has proposed that the net increase in
emissions of PM/PM,g, NOx, SO, CO and VOC will not exceed the PSD significance levels of Table
212.400-2, F.A.C. Therefore this project is not subject to PSD requirements of Rule 62-212.400,F.A.C.,
for these pollutants.

40 CFR 60.14 defines a modification for purposes of federal New Source Performance Standards to
include a change to an existing facility that increases the emission rate of any pollutant, where such rate is
defined by that section to be in units of kg/hour. The Capital Replacement Project is not intended to
increase the physical capacity of the emissions units, and so will not result in an increase in the short-term
emission rates of any pollutant from the emissions units. Therefore, the project is not a modification as
defined by the federal rules. The Capital Replacement Project does not constitute a reconstruction project
as defined at 40 CFR 60.15 because the capital cost for the project of $335 million does not exceed 50% of
the fixed capital cost of a new facility, which are estimated to be $290 million for the portions of the
MWC units regulated by the NSPS Subpart Eb. The applicant also estimated total maintenance costs,
excluding costs associated with the Subpart Cb retrofit, for the regulated portions of the MWC units over
the life of the facility at $3 1.5 million. When these costs are added 1o the costs of this project. the total
costs are 23% of the comparable new construction costs, still less than half of the value that is considered
reconstruction per federal rule. (All figures are in year 2000 dollars.) Thus, this project is not subject to
any federal New Source Performance Standard.

This project is not subject to any unit specific requirenients under state rule. The applicant is required to
obtain this permit modification for this project because it is a modification as defined by Rule 62-
210.200(188), F.A.C,, and construction permits are required for modifications pursuant 10 Rules 62-
4.030, 62-210.300(1)(ayand 62-212.300(1)(a). F.A.C.

4 SOURCE IMPACT ANALYSIS

An impact analysis was not required for this project because it is not subject to the requirements of PSD’
for PM/PM g, NOx, SO+, CO and VOC.
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5 BACT ANALYSIS AND DEPARTMENT’S DETERMINATION

A BACT determination was not required because this project is not subject to the requirements of PSD
for PM/PM 0. NOx, SO;. CO and VOC. If the Department determines during the reporting period that the
project is subject to PSD. BACT will be required at that time. As is required for any BACT
determination, at that time the BACT determination shall not result i allowable emisstons that are less
stringent than those of the applicable NSPS requirements of 40 CFR 60, Subpart Eb. the NSPS for "new”
large municipal waste combustors.

6 EXCESS EMISSIONS

The PSD permit modification for this project will not revise any existing requirements or provisions
regarding excess emissions at these units. The Department expects the applicant to include excess
emissions, to the extent quantifiable, in 1ts calculation of actual emisstons.

7 PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION

Based on the foregoing technical evaluation of the application and additional information submitted by
the applicant and other available information, the Department has made a preliminary determination that
the proposed project will comply with all applicable state and federal air pollution regulations. The
Department’s preliminary determination is 1o issue the draft permit modification to allow construction of
the Capital Replacement Project, subject 1o the terms and conditions of the draft permit modification.

The permit modification for this project authorizes construction of the Capital Replacement Project, but
imposes the record keeping and reporting requirements noted above. As discussed above. these
_requirements establish an applicability limit. so that if representative future actual emissions increase, or
if the applicant fails to comply with the reporting requirements. the applicant will be required to undergo
PSD review for the Capital Replacement Project.

8 FINAL DETERMINATION
*DRAFT (This section will be revised when a final permit is issued for this project.)
DETAILS OF THIS ANALYSIS MAY BE OBTAINED BY CONTACTING:

Joseph Kahn, P.E.

Department of Environimental Protection
Bureau of Air Regulation

Mail Station #3505

2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400
Telephone: 850/488-0114
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Florida Department of
Memorandum Environmental Protection

TO: Clair Fancy

THRU: Al Linero W 10/3 0
FROM: Joe Kahn bé/

DATE: October 30, 2000

SUBJECT: Pinellas County Resource Recovery Facility
DEP File No. 1030117-003-AC, PSD-FL-011B and PSD-FL-098B
Modification of PSD Permits PSD-FL.-011A and PSD-FL-098A

Attached for approval and signature is the intent to issue for an air construction permit modification.
The applicant, Pinellas County Utilities, applied on August 30, 2000, for a modification to PSD permit
numbers PSD-FL-011A and PSD-FL-098A for its Pinellas County Resource Recovery Facility. The
modification is to authorize construction of its Capital Replacement Project. The applicant proposed in
this project to construct facility improvements that are intended to allow the facility to operate at
capacity throughout the useful life of the upgraded emission controls installed during the Subpart Cb
retrofit noted above.

I recommend your approval and signature.

October 30 is day 38 of the 90 day timeclock.

Attachments

ik




Department of
Environmental Protection

Twin Towers Office Building
Jeb Bush 2600 Blair Stone Road David B. Struhs
Governor Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400 Secretary

P.E. Certification Statement

Pinellas County Utilities DEP File No.: 1030117-003-AC
Pinellas County Resource Recovery Facility Facility ID No.: 1030117

Project: Air Construction/PSD Permit Modification, PSD-FL-011B & -098B

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the engineering features described in the above referenced application and
related additional information submittals, if any. and subject to the proposed permit conditions, provide
reasonable assurance of compliance with applicable provisions of Chapter 403, Florida Statutes, and
Florida Administrative Code Chapters 62-4 and 62-204 through 62-297. However, | have not evaluated
and 1 do not certify aspects of the proposal outside of my area of expertise (including but not limited to
the electrical, mechanical, structural, hydrological, and geological features).

This review was conducted by me.
(Seal)
Joseph Kahn, P.E.
Registration # 45268

Date

Permitting Authority:

Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Division of Air Resources Management

Bureau of Air Regulation

New Source Review Section

Mail Station #5505

2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Telephone: 850/488-0114
Fax: 850/922-6979
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