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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The City of Lakeland Electric and Water Utilities proposes to
construct and operate a simple or combined cycle combustion turbine
generator at the existing Charles Larsen Power Plant located in Lakeland,
Florida. The combustion turbine will be capable of generating in the rangé A
of 60 ~ 120 MW while operating in simple cycle, and 90 - 180 MW if
facilities are added for combined cycle operation. While in combined- Schvﬂ’a)\lsﬁ
cycle, a single heat recovery steam generator (HRSG) will be used -

repower an existing steam turbine generator. No expansion in steam

capacity at the site is planned, and thus the facility is not required to

be licensed under the Electrical Power Plant Siting Act which requires an

"increase in steam capacity before coverage is applied.

This Workplan describes the air quality applicability and modeling
methodology for air quality permitting of the installation and operation of
both the simple and combined cycle systems. After Florida Department of
Environmental Regulation (FDER) review and approval, this Workplan will
provide the basis of a mutually agreed upon procedure to be followed for

the Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) permitting process.
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Lakeland Combustion Turbine Project is located at the existing
City of Lakeland Charles Larsen Plant site in Lakeland, Florida. The site
1s located on the south side of Lake Parker as shown in Figure 2-1.

The Project will consist of a new combustion turbine generator (CTG)
with the concurrent or future addition of an HRSG. Steam produced in the
HRSG will be directed to an existing steam turbine. During periods when
the HRSG is not operating, the combustion turbine will operate in a simple
cycle mode and exhaust to a bypass stack. The new CTG will be natural gas
or No. 2 fuel oil (distillate) fired.

Nitrogen oxide (NOy) emissions from the CTG will be controlled at a
level to be established by the BACT analysis.

Plant cooling will be accomplished using the existing once-through
cooling system. Makeup water for the HRSG boiler and NOy control water
injection for the combustion turbines will be supplied from the Larsen
Plant demineralized water supply. Wastewater will be routed to the

existing wastewater system.
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FIGURE 2-1. LOCATION OF CHARLES LARSEN PLANT SITE
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- 3.0 SOURCE CHARACTERIZATION

This section discusses the applicability of federal, state and local
air quality regulations, good engineering practice (GEP) stack height
determination, stack parameters and building downwash, source emission
rates, and the current air quality status at the Lakeland site. Best
engineering estimates and plant conceptual design information will be used
to establish the modeling parameters. Any significant revisions will be
incorporated into the ambient air quality impact analysis, with FDER

notification and approval if appropriate.

3.1 APPLICABILITY OF REGULATIONS
The proposed Lakeland Combustion Turbine Project will be subject to

PSD regulations because the installation of the combustion turbine 7L2.SOO(5)(;)

constitutes a major modificati isti 3 i %ee—and

the plant will be located in an area designated as "attainment" for

appliéable pollutants. In addition, the requirements of the Florida Air

Pollution and Permit Rules and Regulations and New Source Performance

Standards (NSPS) Subpart GG will be applicable. v ,
| - o{,
3.2 GEP STACK HEIGHT DETERMINATION _ @'\\6‘“‘}(
v

A GEP stack height analysis will be conducted for the existing and \S 55
proposed buildings and structures at the Larsen Power Plant. Pollutant CeP\ \Ofb
digpersion from stacks built to the maximum GEP height are not influenced V”W L
by surrounding building turbulence. If stacks are built lower than GEP, J R
.special air quality modeling techniques such as downwash and cavity 6
analyses are required to demonstrate compliance with air quality standards. 7'2”270

EPA's Guideline For Determination of Good Engineering Practice Stack [

Height (1985) will be used as a basis for this GEP analysis. The dominant )6‘QL&*

9

existing turbine generator building. As appropriate, building downwash EH@»Q '

structure influencing the proposed combustion turbine stacks 1is the

will be considered in the modeling analyses.
=
P}ea / q/ 6%: [J[r\ t’ledMa sw/;‘:;’\r\
%WJT LL 'd(:5 <%VWNLA4(0NQ
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3.3 STACK PARAMETERS AND BUILDING DOWNWASH CONSIDERATIONS

Stack parameters for both natural gas and fuel oil firing will be
developed for both simple and combined cycle operation. All calculations
will be based on conceptual design information and manufacturer performance
data. Stack parameters and emission rates will be calculated for
International Standards Organization (ISO) conditions. IS0 conditions are
defined as 59 F ambient dry bulb temperature, sea level (14.7 psia).
pressure, and 60 percent relative humidity.

If the proposed exhaust stacks are less than the calculated GEP
height, the building downwash option of the Industrial Source Complex Short

Term (ISCST) model will be used. -
Ol

3.4 COMBUSTION SOURCE EMISSIONS

Estimated maximum hourly emissions for the combustion turbine when
firing either natural gas or fuel oil will be provided for both simple and
combined cycle operation, Duct burning is not proposed for the project.
All estimates will be based on a design fuel burn rate assuming an ambient
temperature of 20°F and the lower heating value (LHV) of the fuelsﬂ ”Igige.
assumptions are representative of the facility's maximum generation
capability.)

The NOy emission rate for natural gas or fuel oil firing will be based
on operations with low NOy burner technology and water injection. NOy
emissions from the combustion turbine will be controlled at a level to be
determined by the BACT analysis.

The sulfur dioxide (S07) emission rate with natural gas and low sulfur
No. 2 fuel o0il will be determined prior to initial modeling.

The emission rates of carbon monoxide (CO), volatile organic compounds
(VOCs), and particulate matter (PM) will be based on manufacturer
performance data.

Table 3-1 shows the PSD de minimis emission levels for both PSD
criteria and non-criteria pollutants. A pollutant is considered applicable

if the annual emissions from either natural gas or fuel oil firing exceed

041090 3-2
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TABLE 3-1. PSD SIGNIFICANT EMISSION RATES AND POLLUTANT APPLICABILITY

Pollutant

Cco

NOx

S50,

PM

PM10

03 (voCs)

Pb

Asbestos

Beryllium

Mercury

Vinyl chloride

Fluorides

Sulfuric acid mist

Total reduced sulfur (including H5S)
Reduced sulfur (including H3S)

Hydrogen sulfide

— [ ]
lox165

041090
LAKEWP

PSD

De Minimis
Emission
Rate

tons/year

100

40

40

25

15

40

0.6

0.007

0.0004

0.1

1.0

3

7

10

10

10

PSD
Applicability
yes/no

(later)
yes
yes
yes
yes
(Later)
(later)
(Later)
(later)
(later)
(later)
(later)
yes
(Later)
(later)

(later)



the corresponding de minimis level. As shown in the table, the maximum
potential annual emissions for S0, NOy, PM, PMJg, and sulfuric acid mist
exceed the criteria. These pollutants will require additional PSD review.
PSD review requires a BACT analysis, an ambient air quality impact

analysis, and additional impact analysis as appropriate.

3.5 CURRENT AIR QUALITY STATUS
The Charles Larsen Power Plant is located in an area which 1is
designated as an attainment area for all applicable criteria pollutants.
However, the Hillsborough County ozone nonattainment area is located
approximately 7 kilometers to the west of the site.
No proklex 1~ Vol
!
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4.0 MODELING METHODOLOGY oA

-~

Sy lurie

; ) ) ) s acit m-<
This section discusses the proposed modeling methodology for J/ -

determining ambient air quality impacts for §07, NOy, PM, and PMig
resulting from the proposed combustion turbine addition. Section 5.0 will .
incorporate this methodology to define the magnitude and extent of the

ambient alr quality impacts,

4.1 MODEL SELECTION AND DESCRIPTION

For most air quality modeling assessments, it is desirable to use
both screening-level and refined dispersion modeling techniques. The
screening-level modeling identifies the constraining operational parameters
which will result in the highest predicted ground-level pollutant
concentrations. The refined dispersion modeling identifies the maximum and
highest, second-highest ambient pollutant impact concentrations, the
location of these impacts, and the area which will be significantly
impacted by the source.

The EPA approved SCREEN model assumes worst case meteorological
conditions to predict maximum l-hour pollutant impacts. The project
expects to combust natural gas as the primary fuel with low sulfur No. 2
fuel oil as the backup fuel. The screening modeling will determine which
fuel combustion process results in the highest ground-level pollutant
concentrations for both simple and combined cycle operation. The resulting
combustion process will be used in the refined modeling. To conservatively
estimate the ambient pollutant impacts, it is assumed that the constraining
combustion process will be operated 8,760 hours per year.

The terrain surrounding the plant 1s relatively flat. Following the
recommended EPA guidance for refined models, the Industrial Source Complex
Short Term (ISCST) dispersion model will be used with five years of hourly
meteorological data to predict highest and highest, second-highest ambient
pollutant impacts at receptor locations surrounding the plant site. The
model is designed to predict ambilent impacts for several averaging periods

and from a variety of industrial sources. In addition, the model has the

041090 4-1
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ability to evaluate external parameters such as rural or urban
environments, and building downwash and cavity impacts.
All recommended EPA default options will be utilized. The following

e

is a listing of the options selected for the modeling:

o Rural-urban option : rural .
) Wind profile exponents : default V////
o Vertical potential temperature
gradient values : default ///
0 Final plume rise only : yes u////
o Adjust stack heights for downwash : yes v~
0 Buoyancy induced dispersion(grp : yes v i
) Calm processing option :  yes v '
o} Above ground receptors used : no l///

For unstable through stable atmospheric conditions, the wind profilev////..
exponents are 0,07, 0.07, 0.10, 0.15, 0.35, and 0.55, respectively.

4,2 RECEPTOR LOCATIONS

Receptor locations must be selected with adequate density to ensure
that the highest, second-highest predicted concentrations are determined.
Because of the potential downwash conditions, the l1-, 3-, and 8-hour
pollutant impacts are expected to occur within 1,000 meters of the plant.
The 24-hour and annual average impacts will also be influenced by downwash
conditions, but may occur at greater distances from the source.

Initial modeling for the HRSG and bypass stacks will be performed with
receptors placed along the 36 standard radial directions surrounding the
proposed source at the following downwind distances: 100 meter intervals
from 100 to 1,000 meters, 250 meter intervals from 1,250 to 3,000 meters,
and 1,000 meter intervals from 4,000 to 10,000 meters. Furthermore,
discrete receptors will be placed aloﬁg the boundaries that restrict public
access. Additional modeling may be necessary with receptors placed at 100
meter intervals about the highest, second-highest impact receptor from the

initial modeling results.

041090 42
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4.3 METEOROLOGICAL DATA

The ISCST model is generally used with a complete year of sequential
hourly surface meteorological data and twice-daily mixing depths. The
surface data and mixing depths are selected from locations most
representative of the general area being modeled. A representative .
location correspénds to the station closest to the location being modeled
which is in the same climatic regime. /67552—/ﬁ81,

Five years((1981-1985) of surface and upper air meteorological data ,,/—M1
|aAf

will be used for the air quality impact analysis. These data have been

, I ad
obtained from FDER. The hourly surface and upper air data are from t /h,”d ,&:(
q;laado/anﬁ‘TampaT\ELQLiég,NNG'reporting stations, respectively. The data |ns o
were selected as the most representative of meteorological conditions at %y;/70

the City of Lakeland Larsen Power Plant. The data were preprocessed into

the "CRSTER" format and all five years will be used in the modeling.

Qe | Chdh W) T6R P s of
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5.0 PRELIMINARY AIR QUALITY IMPACT ANALYSIS

A preliminary air quality impact analysis will be performed using the
proposed modeling methodology discussed in Section 4.0. The analysis will
determine which pollutants emitted from the combustion turbine project will
have the potential to impact ambient air quality above PSD ambient air
quality "significance levels". 1In addition, if significant impacts are
determined, a '"'significant impact area'" must be defined, preconstruction
monitoring requirements need to be examined, and a ambient air quality

standard (AAQS) and PSD increment consumption analysis outline must be

developed.

5.1 SCREENING-LEVEL MODELING RESULTS

Ambient air impacts for both the simple and combined cycle operation
firing natural gas and fuel oil will be evaluated using EPA's SCREEN
screening-level model. The purpose of the screening modeling is to
determine which fuel combustion process results in the highest ground-level
ambient air quality impacts. Building downwash will be considered as
appropriate in the screening analysis.

The results of the screening modeling are expected to show that fuel
oil combustion will result in a much higher l-hour average predicted
ground-level pollutant concentrations for both the HRSG (combined cycle
operation) and bypass (simple cycle operation) scenarios. If this is the

case, only fuel oil combustion will be evaluated further. (}é:'

5.2 REFINED MODELING RESULTS
The ISCST dispersion model will be used to evaluate potential
pollutant impacts for fuel oil combustion emissions for simple and combined

cycle operation. The two operating sceparios will be modeled with five

years -(1981-1985) of meteorological data and the projected SO emission

rate. The standard EPA default options listed in Section 4.1 will be used
throughout the analysis. Maximum concentrations for NOz, TSP, PM, and PMjg
will be determined by calculating a ratio of SO emissions to the pollutant

in question.

041090 5-1
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Source impacts will be determined for the 3-, 24-hour, and annual
averaging periods for the respective pollutants. This modeling is expected
to show that the impacts are below the de minimis significant ambient air
quality impact levels for each pollutant and averaging period. If this is

the case, no further air quality impact analysis will be required.

5.3 PRECONSTRUCTION MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
Pollutant emissions from the project are not expected to result in
ambient impacts above PSD de minimis monitoring levels. If this is

demonstrated by refined modeling, ambient monitoring will not be required.

5.4 SIGNIFICANT IMPACT AREA DETERMINATION

For each PSD applicable pollutant, the extent of the significant
impact area must be defined. The radii of significant impacts are
determined by extending the receptor array outward until the predicted
maximum concentration at the farthest receptor is less than the appropriate
ambient significance level.

The highest, second-highest impacts from the refined modeling are
expected to show that none of the applicable pollutants will have impacts
above de minimis levels. If thisg is the case, there will not be a

significant impact area for the project.

5.5 AAQS AND PSD INCREMENT COMPLIANCE DETERMINATION

Criteria pollutants with ambient air quality impacts above de minimis
levels must demonstrate compliance with AAQS and PSD increment consumption.
No compliance determination should be required for the project since all

refined modeling impacts are expected to be below de minimis levels.

041090 5-2
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6.0 BEST AVAILABLE CONTROL TECHNOLOGY (BACT)

Table 3-1 of this Workplan indicated that the project's emissions of
NOy, SOz, PM, PMjo, and sulfuric acid mist are expected to be subject to
the provisions of the PSD program. Consequently, this discussion of the
appropriate Best Available Control Technology (BACT) for the project will
address control technology/practices for these pollutants. Other
pollutants will be included as appropriate after the fuel and turbine
characteristics are finalized. A formal BACT document with complete
technological, economic, environmental, and energy considerations for both
simple and combined cycle operation will be included with the PSD permit

application.

041090 6-1
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7.0 ADDITIONAL AMBIENT AIR QUALITY IMPACT ANALYSIS

7.1 VISIBILITY

The nearest PSD Class I area is the Chassahowitzka National Wildlife
Refuge, located approximately 90 kilometers northwest of the site. A .
screening level visibility analysis will be performed per EPA's Workbook

for Plume Visual Impact Screening Level Analysis (1988). The analysis is

expected to show that the proposed facility will have no significant effect
on visibility at the Class I area.,_—

7.2 SOILS AND VEGETATION

Ambient air quality standards have been established to protect public
health and welfare from any adverse effects of air pollutants. It is not
expected that the estimated effects of the proposed project will signifi-
cantly add to the background pollutant concentrations. Therefore, no

adverse effects on soils and terrestrial vegetation is expected. L—

7.3 GROWTH
The addition of the combustion turbine unit at the Charles Larsen
Power Plant is not expected to induce any secondary growth in the

surrounding area. o b

-
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Table 1. Significant and Net Emission Rates (Tons per Year) /E;J L.

Assuter: DY) PAg)s PMy o

Significant Proposed Net Applicable
Pollutant Emission ey Maximum L Pollutant
Rates Emissions Emissions* Emissions (Yes/ No)
Carbon G
Monoxide 100 ' A3 / 7(1’"
Nitrogen Dioxide 40 7152 e r
Sulfur Dioxide 40 220 Ve
Particulate
Matter (PM) 25 64 Yo ¢
Particulate
Matter (PMp) 15 A glj
Ozone (VOQ) 40 Z) A
Lead 0.6 ' )2 Vg Ps)
';'3‘5 Asbestos 0.007 ) AD
~ Beryllium 0.0004 ol Ll
Mercury 0.1 o/ ’7,;,0
5. [yVinyl Chloride 1.0 pO. 0D O
”;::9 Fluorides 3 0.0 %))
Sulfuric Acid Mist 7 27.b ; Loz
Total Reduced |
Sulfur 10 << /O Ao
Reduced Sulfur
Compounds 10 s rio
_ ¥ Assumes percent capacity factor.




Table 2. Significant Impact Analysis

Maximum Sign. RS
. . Significant
Pollutant Averaging | Predicted Impact Pollutant
Time Conc. Level (Yes /No)
(ug/m3) (ug/m3)
Carbon
Monoxide 1-Hour 2000 ?,L/
Carbon
Monoxide 8-Hour 500 2. 7
Nitrogen Dioxide | Annual 1 0. 2
Sulfur Dioxide 3-Hour 25 19.2
Sulfur Dioxide 24-Hour 5 4,7
Sulfur Dioxide | Annual 1 0. 2
Particulate
Matter (PM)/py| 24-Hour 5 03
Particulate ' 1 - -
Matter (PM)/phln, Annual o0/




—t r ’;—_.?
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Table 3. Maximum Air Quality Impacts for Comparison to the de minimus Ambient

Levels
Pollutant and Averaging Time Predi(cutsldn:;r)\pact ?j,ﬂﬂ'ﬂ‘dmﬁ‘;ﬁg}
"CO (8-hour) | z' 575
NO3 (Annual) _ p , yo ' 14
PM (24-hour) O 3 10
SO, (24-hour) _ 4/,, '7 13
- Pb (3-month) 0.1
Be (24-hour) | e 000 l-/ 0.0005
Hg (24-hour) ‘ - 0.25
FI (24-hour) 0.25
VOC (Tons per Year) TPY 100 TPY
PVC (24-hour) 15
TRS (1-hour) . 10
RSC (1-hour) 10
Hydrogen Sulfide (1-hour) 0.04

/7’250‘, mist = 13 —aﬁ/rng oY ~Lr 4—4/3,
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Table 4. Comparison of Total Impacts with the AAQS

folantang | Memun 1 Btns | Marimer, | Berse
(ug/m3) (ug/m3) (ug/m3) | (ug/m3)
CO (1-hour) || 40000 |
CO (8-hour) 10000
NO; (Annual) 60
Pb (3-month) 1.5
S0O2 (3-hour) 1300
. S02 (24-hour) 260
SO2 (Annual) 60
PM (24-hour) - 150
PM (Annual) 60
PM 10 (24-hour) 150
PMyo (Annual) 50
VOC (1-hour) 235

17-2,%10(z)
Table 5. PSD Class ll Increment Analysis.

Maximum
Pollutant and . Increment
Averaging Time Predl(cutge/dn:gpact (ug/m3)

SO2 (3-hour) ' 512

SO2 (24-hour)

91
SO2 (Annual) 20
PM (24-hour) 37
PM (Annual) 19

NOx (Annual) - 25




Table 6. PSD Class | increment Analysis.

Maximum
A}zloelrlelzg?:; e Pred-i(f}gefng)‘pa“ "‘(nge/”%‘??t

I so2@houn | | 2
SO2 (24-hour) 5
SO2 (Annual) 2

PM (24-hour) 10
PM (Annual) 5

NOx (Annual) © 25
PM,, (R4-hour ) * 8

'8

PMm (Pmn U‘VQ) g

h -
.P l’orp:'é,u a{ L nw'n;c.JJS

< -5'/'5\[& oh Ff’av»\q‘.a has net T,a"/‘ Aoa/of#c/
"Eﬁ/ NDZ COnC?h?’fL\:ILm\.’)S .

PsD in bwmu.z:/;g
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APPLICATION RECEIVED - DECEMBER 17, 1990 BEST“VA"-ABLE copv -

TYPE - CONSTRUCTION

CONSULTANT - BLACK & VETCH, DONALD SCHULTZI - PROJECT HGR.
(913) 339-2028

CITY OF LAKELAND - ALFRED DODD, ENGR. HGR.
{B13) 499-b461

FUEL - BAS
1 SULFUR {GR/HMCF) 2000
DENSITY (APPLICATION) 0.04
HEAT CAPACITY {(BTU/HR) 22090
BTU/CF 928
DENSITY (CALCULATED) 0.042009

$2 FUEL - OIL
% SULFUR {BY KT) 0.2
DENSITY {APPLICATION) 7.05
HEAT CAPACITY (BTU/HR) 18610
BTU/6AL 127600
DENSITY (CALCULATED) 7.051637
HEAT RATE (MMBTU/HR) 1038

FUEL CONSUMTION {LBS/HR)  §7434.64
SULFUR DIDXIDE {TONS/YR)  1009,759

FACILITY DESCRIPTION

SIMPLE CYCLE (HW) 8o
COMBINED CYCLE (HH) 120
NE# CT & HRSG/EXIST ST

BYPASS STACK HT. (FT) 100
PROPOSED STACK HT. (FT) 133
GEP PROPOSED STACK HT. (FT) 232
PROPOSED STACK DIA. (FT) 19

EHISSION CONTROL

USE OF NATURAL GAS WITH #2 FUEL OIL A5 A BACKUP
USE OF LOW NOX BURNERS WITH WATER INJECTION TO REDUCE NOX

EMISSION INFORMATION (ACTUAL T/YR)

6AS o PSD LEVEL
502 2.4 920 40
NOX . 435 . 732 - 40
£o 232 237 100
PH 2 bb 23
FR10 22 bb 15
voC 9 20 40

WH2604 0.08 21.6 7

¢
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345 COURTLAND STREET. N.E. Q E 0

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

A
"u(u ~; .
Y oagent?

ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30365

APR -4 1991 RECE .

4APT-AEB -
| pev

a-oh
Mr. Clair H. Fancy, P.E., Chief ' (ﬁi
Bureau of Air Regulatlon
Florida Department of Env1ronmental
Regulation
Twin Towers Office Building
2600 Blair Stone Road
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

RE: City of Lakeland (PSD-FL-166)

Dear Mr. Fancy:

This is to acknowledge receipt of the Prevention of Slgnlflcant
Deterioration (PSD) preliminary determination and draft permit for
the modification to the above referenced source, by letter dated
March 15, 1991.

The proposed project consists of the addition of one GE "quiet
combustor" combined cycle gas turbine with NO, emissions limits of
25 ppm when firing natural gas and 42 ppm when firing fuel oil. In
addition, theé fuel o0il use is limited to 25%. We have reviewed the
package as requested and have no adverse comments.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this package.
If you have any questions or comments on this package, please contact
Mr. Gregg Worley of my staff at (404) 347-2904.

orcement Branch
esticides, and Toxics
Management Division ,
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Lakeland. FL 33801-5050" (813) 499-6300 ' Fax 499-6344

501 E. Lemon St.-

City of Lakeland * Department of Electric & Water Utilities
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advantage over other regional bank-
ing centers like the Cayman Islands
and the'Bahamas.

Dsawodl. Shenft Lawsrence W. Crow, Jr. reserves
ne rign! 1o accept or reject any or all bids, to
waive any Ir)lormollnes in any bid, ond o accept
the bid that in his judgement will be o responsipie
bld in the best interest of Poik County.

/S8/ Sherilf Lowrence W. Crow, Jr.

Co6 — 41 theu 47; 1991

5340345, shernif Lawrence W. Crow, Ji., reserves
the right to accept of reject any or all bids.

/8/ Lawrence W. Crow, Jr.

Sneritf

C67 — 41 thiu 47; 1991
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Buliding Officiat - City of AAuburndole, FL Sdlory

of building, elecirical, plumbing, mechanical, zon
ing codes and ofher related orGinances; conducts
Inspections; supervises the Code Enforcement Di-
vision. Require H.S. grad or GED with-course work in
building. construction ar engineering. Ten (10)
years experlence as an Inspector, contractor, su
L perintendent of construction, architect, engineer,
or any combination, live (5) years at o supervisory
level. Certification by CABO, BOAF, or the State of
FL as o Bullding Officlal, or the ability to obtain
within one year.

C-122 — 43; 1991

$24,498 - 534,996, Responsible tor the entorcement -

NOTICE OF VACANCY ON BOARD OF
LAKELAND REGIONAL HEALTH SYSIEMS, INC.

Pursuant fo the Byiaws of Lakelond Reglonal
Health Systems, Inc., notice is hereby given of ex-
piration of the terms of office tor five (5) of the
directors of Lakeland Reglonal Medical Center
Inc. Their terms ot office wili explire Seplember 30,
1991. Any individual wishing fo be considered for

+ $ervice on the Board of Directors should notify, In
writing, the Office of President of Lakeland Region
al Medical Center, inc., Jack T, Stephens, P.O. Box
- 448, Lakeland, Fiorida 33804, within thirty (30) days
of the publication of this notice. The term of office

will be for three (3} years, expi
Saree fo By . expiring on September

C115 — 43; 1991

PUBLIC AUCHION NOTICE
MAY 9, 1991 .
9:00 .AM.
" WEBB'S TOWING AND RECOVERY
2005 GARY ROAD, U.S, 92 EAST
LAKELAND, FLORIDA 33801.2444
813) 6870304
: AX: 6880926 :
1. 70 OLDSMOBILE, 4 DOOR, VIN 3865890M227400
2. 80 DODGE, 4 DOOR, VIN ZLA4AAD232941
3. 78 PONTIAC, FIREBIRD, 2187 ABN 139480
4.81PLYMOUTH HORIZON, VIN 1P3BL14AXBD225952
5. 75 CHEVY IMPALA, VIN 1157451492084
6. 78 BUICK REGAL, VIN 4M47A8H244445 .
7. 75 CHEVY, 4 DOOR, VIN 1L69H51247961
C121 — 43 1991

ST. JOHNS RIVER WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
Gives Notice of Intended Agency Action
The District gives notice of Iis intent to Issue a
‘1):9"“" to the tollowing .applicant(s) on April 9,

1' . .
" CARL BOOZER, P O BOX 714, WINTER HAVEN, FL .
338820714, application #2.1050118AUVM,
_ The appllcont .praposes to withdraw 0.15 .
MGD of GROUND WATER FROM THE FLORIDAN
“AQUIFER via ONE EXISTING WELL TWO PRO
. POSED WELLS for CITRUS to serve 110.0 acres In

Polk County located In the

NE % OF NE % OF SW % OF SW % of Section 19,

Township 27 SOUTH, Range 27 Eost:

NE % OF SE % OF SW % OF NW ¥% of Section 19,

Townshlp 27 SOUTH, Range 27 East: .

NW % OF SE % OF SW % OF SW ¥% of Section 19,

Township 27 SOUTH, Range 27 East;

The tlle(s) containing each of the cbovedisied
application(s) are avallable for inspection Mon
day through Friday except 1or legal holidays, 8:00
a.m. to 5:00 p.m. af the St, Johns River Water Man
ogement District, Highway 100 Wes!, Palaka,
Florida. . .

The Distri¢t wilt iake action on each permit ap-
Plication listed above unless a petition for an ad
ministrative proceeding (heating) s tiled pursuant
to the provisians of section 120.57, £.S., and sec:
tion 40C-1.511, F.A.C. A person whose substantial
Interests are atfected by any of the Districts pro-
posed permitting decisions Identitied above may
pedition for.an odministrative hearing tn accor-
dance with section 120.57, £.S. Petitions must com
Ply with the requirements of Florida Administrative
Code Rules 40C-1.111 and 40C-1.521 and be flled
with (recelved by) the District Clerk, P.O. Box 1429,
Paiatka, Florido 320781429. Petitions for odminis
rative hearing on the above application(s) must
be flled within tourteen {44) days ot publications ot
this natice or within fourteen (14) days of actual
receipt of this Intent, whichever first occurs. Fallure .

-fo flle a petition within this time perlod shall consti-
fute a waiver of any right such person may have to
request an administrative determination (hearing)
under saction 120,57, F.S., conceming the subject
permit application. Petiltons which are nof filed in
accordance wlith the above provisions are subject
to dismissal.

C-123 — 43; 1991 '

- LepGER. APRILB; 194

State of Florlda
Department of Environmeniatl Regulation
Nofice of infenf fo issue

The Department of Environmenial Reguiation
hereby gives notice of its intent to issue a permit to
City of Lakeland - Charies Larsen Piont, 2002 E.
Road 92, Lakeiand, Polk County. Florido 33801, to
construct and operate a 120 MW combined cycle
Qas turbine system. A determination of Best Avait
abie Control Technology (BACT) was required. The
Class | particuiate matter PSD increment consumed
s 0.012 vs. 10 allowable 24hour averagg and
0.001 vs. 5 qllowable ‘annuol average. in micro-
grams per cubic meter. The Class | sulfur dioxide
PSD increment consumed is 0.93 vs. 25 allowable 3-
hour averoge, 0.20 vs. 5 allowable 24hour aver-
age, and 0.015 vs. 2 allowable annual average, in
micrograms per cubic meter. The Ciass | nitrogen
dioxide increment consumed Is 0.011 vs. 2.5 at
iowable annual average, in micrograms pes cublc
meter. The maximum predicted increases in ambli-
ent concentrations for the above three pollutants
for ail averaging times are less than significant in
the Class Il areo surrounding the plant, thus no in-
crement consumption was calculated. The Depart-
ment Is issuing this-Intent to Issue tor the reasons
siated In the Technical Evaluation and Preliminary
Determination.

A person whose substaniial Interests ore affect-
ed by the Department’s proposed permitting deci:
sion may petition for an administrative proceed
ing (hearing) in accordance with Section 120.57,
Florida Statutes. The petitton must contain the Infor-
mation set forth below and must be flled (e
celved) in the Office of General Counsei of the
Department at 2600 Blair Stone Road, Taliahassee,
Florida 32399:2400, within fourteen (14) days of
publication of this notice. Petitioner shall mail a
copy ot the petition to the applicani ol the address
-Indicated above at the time of filing. Fallure to flle
‘q petition within this time period shali constitute a
walver of any right such person moy have {o re-
quest an administrative delermination (hearing)
under-Sectlon 12C.57, Florida Statutes.

The Petlition shall contaln the following
Information: - :

(o) The name, address, and telephone number
of each petitioner, the applicant's nome ond od
dress, the Department Permit File Number and the
county in which the project is proposed;

(b) A statement of how and when each petition
er recelved notice of the Department’s actlon or
proposed action;

(c) A statement ot how each petltloner’s sub-
stantlof interests are affected by the Department’s
action or proposed oction; .

(d) A statement of the material facts disputed by
Petitioner, .1 any; !

{e) A statement of facts-which petitioner con
tends warront reversal or modification of the De-
‘partment’s action or proposed action;

(N A statement of which rules or statutes petltion
er contends require reversal or modlfication of the
Depoartment's actlon or proposed action; and

(Q) A statement of the relief sought by petitioner,

Department 1o take with respect 1o the Depart:
“ment's-action or proposed actlon. "~~~ -
it a petition Is filed, the .administrative :hearing
process Is desligned to farmulate agency action.
Accordingly, the Department's final action may be
ditferent trom the positian taken by it in this Notice.
Persons whose substantlal interests will be affected
by any decision of the Department with regard to
the application have the right_-to petlition o be-
come o party to the proceeding. The petition must
conform to the requirements specitied above and

this notice In the Office of General Counsel of the
above address af the Department, Failure o peti-
tion within the cllowed time trame constitutes a
walver of any right such person has to-request a
hearing under Section 120.57, F.S., and to partict
pate as a party to this proceeding. Any subse-
quent Intervention will only be at the approva of
the presiding officer upon motion fiied pursuant 1o
Rule 285.207, F.A.C.

The application is avallable for public Inspec:
tion during business hours, 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.n.,
Monday through Friday, except legal hotidays, at:
Department of Environmental Reguiatian
Bureau of Alr Reguiation
2600 Bialr Stone Road
Tatiahassee, Florida 323992400 .
Department of Enviranmental Regulation
Southwest District
4520 Oak Falr Bivd.

Tompo, Florida 33604.7347

. Any person may send writien comments an the
proposed action {0 Mr. Barry Andiews ot the De-
partment's Tallchassee address. All comments
malled within 30 days al the publication of this
notice will be cansidered in the Department’s fina!
determination.

Further, a public heoring can be requested by
any person. Such requests must be submitted with-
in 30 days of this notice.

C-120 — 43; 1991

stating preclsely the action petitioner wants the -

be llled (received) within 14 days ot publication of .

BEST AVAILABLE COPY

-~
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