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’ Excellence Is Our Goal, Service Is Our Job

) Farzie Shelton
ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR, Ch E.

February 17, 1997

Clair H. Fancy, P.E.
Chief, Bureau of Air Regulation

| Florida Department of Environmental Protection NO'-'-V_Icggg EE“V
2600 Blair Stone Road, MS 5505 | 400
i Tallahassee, FL 32301 ' 166t 2.1 934

RE: Lakeland Electric and Water Utilities Ga Aga OEH

Charles Larsen Memorial Power Plant

Draft Title V Permit No. 1050003-004-AV

Facility ID No. 105003; Polk County

Supplemental Comments--Federally Enforceable Conditions

Dear Clair:

Lakeland Electric and Water Utilities recently submitted comments regarding the draft
Title V air operation permit for the Charles Larsen Memorial Power Plant by letter dated
February 7, 1997. Subsequently, the Florida Electric Power Coordinating Group, Inc. (FCG),
submitted comments regarding the draft Title V general conditions (found in Appendix TV-1,
Title V Conditions) on February 14, 1997. In the FCG’s letter, they state that conditions based
on Department rules that have no federally enforceable basis should be identified as such,
consistent with draft guidance distributed at a January 30 meeting between Department and FCG
representatives.

By this letter, Lakeland supplements its earlier comments and requests that the
Department make the same designations in its Title V permit as suggested by the FCG in the
February 14 letter (copy attached). Specifically, Conditions 1 through 18, 56, and 59 should
all be designated as having no federally enforceable basis because Chapters 62-4, 62-103, and
62-256 and Rule 62-296.320(3) of the Florida Administrative Code, upon which these conditions
were based, have not been approved by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency as part of
Florida’s State Implementation Plan. If the Department has information indicating otherwise,
please let us know. Otherwise, these conditions should be designated in our permit as not being
federally enforceable.

Thank you for considering these additional comments. If you or your staff have
questions, please contact me at 941-499-6603.

Sincerely,

Farzie Shelton /W’\’
Environmental Coordinator

4 City of Lakeland o Department of Electric & Water Utilities
501 East Lemon Street o Lakeland, FL 33801-5050 o (813) 499-6300 o Fax 499-6344 o Message System 499-6592
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Enclosure

cc: Howard L. Rhodes, DEP
John Brown, DEP
Pat Comer, DEP OGC
Scott M. Sheplak, DEP
Edward Svec, DEP
Ronald Tomlin, Lakeland
Angela Morrison, HGSS
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FLQRIDK ELECTRIC POWER COORDINATING GROUP, INC. (FCG)
405 REO STREET, SUITE 100 e (813) 289-5644 @ FAX (813) 289-5646

- #{AMPA, FLORIDA 33609-1004

February 14, 1997

Clair H. Fancy, P.E.

Chief, Bureau of Air Regulation

Florida Department of Environmental Protection
2600 Blair Stone Road, MS 5505

Tallahassee, FL 32301

RE: Follow-Up Comments Regarding Draft Title V Permits
Dear Mr. Fancy:

The Florida Electric Power Coordinating Group, Inc. (FCG), appreciates the efforts of
you and your staff in developing the new draft Title V permits. The information presented at
our recent meeting on January 30, 1997, was very informative and helpful in resolving the
concerns we expressed in our letter dated January 28. The FCG, which is made up of 36
utilities owned by investors, municipalities, and cooperatives, has been actively involved in the
implementation of Title V in Florida and we want to thank you for your continued cooperation
in working with us on the various issues that have arisen during this process.

As a follow-up from our January 30 meeting, we wanted to confirm our understanding
of how at least two of the issues will be addressed. Additionally, we would like to obtain the
Department’s concurrence that certain general conditions in Title V permits should appropriately
be designated as having no federally enforceable basis.

First, we would like to confirm that for units subject to the emission limit for particulate
matter under Rule 62-296.405(1)(b), F.A.C., the Department intends to include language in
permit conditions indicating that annual compliance testing is not required for natural gas firing.
Rather, compliance testing would only be required once prior to permit renewal as allowed
under Rule 62-297.310(7)(a)4, F.A.C. We would also like to confirm our understanding that
the Department intends to enter into rulemaking within the next few months to revise Rule 62-
297.310(7)(a)4 to provide that particulate matter compliance testing is not required for natural
gas firing. We understand that the Department would propose this rule amendment during the
"compliance simplification rulemaking” scheduled for later this year and, once the rule
amendment has been adopted, would then revise any previously issued Title V permits to reflect
the new rule language. Based on our discussions, we agree that it is not appropriate to conduct
particulate matter compliance tests while firing natural gas, and believe that the Department’s
suggested approach for resolving this issue is appropriate. Please let us know if our
understanding on any of these points is incorrect or if you would like our assistance with any
portion of the rulemaking efforts.
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Next, we would like to confirm our understanding that the Department intends to
authorize the use of compliance test methods that have been approved by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency or the Department if requested by a permit applicant through a letter permit
amendment. A full revision will not be required; the amendment would simply be incorporated
into the body of the permit during the next permit renewal cycle. While the Department may
not include language to this effect in the permit, the Department nevertheless intends to authorize
the use of different test methods than those included in the permit without a full permit revision
if the methods are approved by EPA or the Department. If our understanding of this is
incorrect, please let us know. :

As mentioned above, we would also like to get the Department’s concurrence that certain
provisions in the general Title V permit conditions (referred to as Appendix TV-1, Title V
Conditions) should be designated as non-federally enforceable. Our research indicates that
Chapters 62-4, 62-103, and 62-256, F.A.C. (among others), have not been approved by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency as part of the State Implementation Plan (SIP). Our research
also indicates that Rule 62-296.320(3) regarding open burning has not been approved as part of
the SIP. If your records indicate otherwise, please let us know. To the extent that these rules
have not been approved as part of the SIP (or another federal program), they should not be
considered "federally enforceable.” Therefore, based on the draft guidance provided to us at
the January 30 meeting, it would be appropriate to designate conditions based on these chapters
and Rule 62-296.320(3) as "non-federally enforceable” or as having no federally enforceable
basis. Specifically, Conditions 1 through 18 should be so designated, as well as Conditions 56
and 59. Again, if your records indicate that these conditions should be designated as "federally
enforceable," please let us know as soon as possible.

To reiterate what we mentioned at the January 30 meeting, the FCG would like to work
with the Department in an effort to resolve some remaining concerns that we have regarding
annual air operating reports and the estimation of de minimis emissions, especially from
unregulated and exempt emission units. We would like to schedule a meeting with you and
Howard Rhodes sometime within the next several months to more fully explain the concerns that
we have along with some suggestions as to how these concerns might appropriately be
addressed.

After you and your staff have had an opportunity to review this letter, we would like
to receive written confirmation as to how the first two issues will be resolved along with the
Department’s concurrence that certain conditions should be designated as non-federally
enforceable. At a minimum, we would like to discuss these issues with you. If you or your
staff have any questions or would like to discuss any of the issues raised in this letter, please call
me at (561) 691-7058. Otherwise, I will contact your office within the next two weeks to
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follow-up on these issues. Thank you again for your continued cooperation throughout the
Title V implementation process.

Sincerely,

Rich Piper, Chair /24—
FCG Air Subcommittee

cc: Howard L. Rhodes, DEP
John Brown, DEP
Pat Comer, DEP OGC
Scott M. Sheplak, DEP
Edward Svec, DEP
FCG Air Subcommittee
Angela Morrison, HGSS

89488
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PROPOSED PERMIT DETERMINATION

PROPOSED Permit No.: 1050003-004-AV, DRAFTJ ;

I. Public Notice. L

_Page | of [#]

An “INTENT TO ISSUE FITLE VIAIR OPEJRATION PERMIT” to Lakeland Electric &
Water Utilities for the Charles Larscn Memona] Power Plant located at 2002 East Highway 92,
Lakeland, Polk County was clerked orp Aprgl 23,1997, The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO
ISSUE TITLE V_AIR OPERATION PERMIT™ was ubhshed in The Ledger on May 14, 1997,
The DRAFT Title V Air Operation Permit|was available for public inspection at the Southwest
District office in Tammpa and the penmttm;_, authority’s office in Tallahassee. Proof of
publication of the "PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION
PERMIT" was received on May 21, 1997; . ,

\

I1. Public Comment(s). , L
I
; LI . P . . -
Comments were reccived and the DRAFT Title V.O fon Permit was changed. The
comments were not considered significant e'nough to reisstie the DR' FT Title V Permit i‘U‘ld
require anothcr Public Notice. Comments § vere recel m.
the 30 (thirty) day public comment pertlod‘ Llst‘ d{belp each comment letter in the
chronological order of receipt and a regponvs'% to ac] mment in the order that the comment
was received. The comment(s) will notbe. '
original response is referenced.

A. Letter from Ms. Farzie Shelt 3,1997, and:received on May 13, 1997.

e

1. R: The City requested in a;supple lent'al submittal to their original application that propane
and No. 2 fuel oil be included in the Title V ipermit as|startup fuels. There was no indication in
any submittal that the fuels permitted fl'or normal operation would also be employed as startup
fuels. However, since the affected units are regulated ;under Rule 62-295.405, F.A.C., which
limits emissions by a pound value per million Btu heat input, the Department does not object to
the inclusion of these fuels with the rcqueste'd startup- fuels. As a result of this comment, specific
conditions A.3. and B.3. are changed as follows: :

From: ; _
A.3. Methods of Qperation. FueMISJ , D

a. Startup: The only fuels allowed‘ to be burn =d are propanc or No. 2 fuel oil.

b. Normal: The only fuels allowed to be burned: are!natural gas, No. 6 fuel oil, or a
combination of natural gas and No. 6 fuel.0il. ' When a blend of fuel oil and natural gas is
fired, the heat input is procated based on the percent heat input of each fuel.

(Rule 62-213.410. F.A.C.] |
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PROPOSED Permit No.: 1050003-004-AV — |
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B.3. Methods of Operation. Fuel(s). -
a. Startup: The only fuels allowed to be buried. aré propane or No. 2 fuel oil.

b. Normal: The only fuels allowed to be burhied are natural gas, No. 6 fuel oil. or a
combination of natural gas and No. 6 fuel 0il] Wheh a blend of fuel oil and natural gas is
fired, the heat input is prorated based onthe ﬁcrccnt heat input of each fuel.

(Rule 62-213.410, F.A.C.]

To: G
A.3. Methods of Opcration. fuet(é) { -

a. Startup: The only fucls allowcd to be burned are propane, No. 2 fuel oil, natural gas,
No. 6 fuel oil, or any combination of these fuels.

b. Normal: The only fuels allowed to be burned & arc natural gas, No. 6 fuel oil, ora
combination of natural gas and No‘ 6 fuel oil. When a blend-of liquid and gaseous fuel
is fired, the heat tnput is prorated based on th percent h :t input of cach fuel.

[Rule 62-213.410, F.A.C.] ‘

B.3. Methods of Operation. Fue](;':)

a. Startup: The only fuels allowed to be burng;
No. 6 fuel oil, or any combmatlon of thes" fu

“propanc, No. 2 fuel oil, natural gas,

are natural gas, No. 6 fuel oil. or a
. When a blend of liquid and gaseous fuel
! percent heat input of cach fuel.

2. R: Thz comment r¢ quc»lmg Lhc standard for sulfuf d‘lOdee by changed to a three-hour
standard has been withdrawn by the representattve of the City of Lakeland at a meeting held on
June 16, 1997.

The Department does not agree that the maiimum heat input specified by the permittee in the
Title V application should be a three hour average This value is a not to exceed maximum and
will remain unchanged. : :

The City also requests that the fuel heatmg value and the fuel flow meter be identified as a
compliance method in the permit condmous ‘Although the Dcpartmcnt feels that common
condition E.1., which addresses the required equipment t-andiits accuracy for the determination of
process variables, adequately addresses this-concern, language will be added to the conditions
addressing capacity for Units 6 and 7. As a result of this comment, speuﬁc conditions A.1. and
B.1. are changed, as follows: '



BEST AYALABLE COPY

PROPOSED Permit No.: 1050003-004-AV | F"'
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1
.

From:
A.l. Permitted Capacity. The max:mum operatron lheat input rate is as follows:
; Unit No. pMMBtu/hr Heat *  Fuel Type
| N T
; 6 ! 2865 Natural Gas
. 3059 ' No.6 Fuel Oil

[Rules 62 4.160(2), 62-210. ”OO(PTE) and 62-296.405, F.A.C ]

B.1. Penmtted Capacity. The ma_xlmum operation heat input rate is as follows:

Unit No. MMBuw/hr Heat  Fuel Type
. loput :
7 "’ 6156 Natural Gas
597.6 . Noi 6 Fuel Ol

(Rules qz -4.160(2), 62-210.200(PTE) and 62-296.405, F.A.C.]
i

To:

A.l, meed Capacity. The maxnmum ope: txon heat m!put rate is as follows:
Unit No. H&it"" Fuyel Type
6 Natural Gas
; " No: 6 Fuel Oil
Complidnce with the heat Jithits shall be determined based on the highcr heating

nd'fuel ﬂow meter data.

value (HHV) of the:faelg,
GQ(PTE) and 62-296. 405 ¥ A C.]

[Rules 62-4. 60(2), 62-21

Pe}mmcd Cagaélg :

The maxlmum operatlon heat input rate is as follows:

Unit No MMBt'u/hr Heat Fuel Type
; Input -:
7 1 615.6 (HHV) Natural Gas

[ 597.6 (HHV) No, 6 Fuel Oi) .
Comphdnce with the heat input lumtb shall be detcrmmed based on the higher heating
value (HHV) of the fuels used andl fuel ﬂow meter data. |
[Rules gZ 4.160(2), 62- 210. ZOO(PTE) and 62-296. 405, F. Al Cl)

3. R: The EPAlhas commented prevxously that the fuel analyses cthods are federally
enforceable and ;thn change will not be made However, the Department agrees that the
permittce can also provide the fuel analysns Asa result 6f this coqlment, specific conditions

A.14., B.14., and C.9. are changed as follqws
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PROPOSED Permit No.: 1050003-004-AV DR AFT
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From: . _
A.14. Sulfur Dioxide. The permittee elected to demonstrate compliance by accepting
a liquid fuel sulfur limit that will be verified with a fuel analysis provided by the
vendor upon cach {uel delivjery‘.‘_; This protdcol is.allowed because the emissions unit
does not have an opcrating flue gas desulfurization device. See specific conditions
A.10., A.19, and A.20. ; X
[Rule 62-296.405(1)(H1.b., F.A.C.J
, i { ,
B.14, Sulfur Dioxide. The pérm;i't‘tec e_lecteglitoj demonstrate compliance by accepting
a liquid fuel sulfur limit thalt will|be verifiéd with a fuel analysis provided by the
vendor upon each fuel delivery.” This protocol is allowed because the emissions unit
docs not have an operating flue gasldesulfhri‘.atiomdevice. See specific conditions
B.10., B.19. and B.20. o
[Rule 62-296.405(1)(f)Lb., FIA.C ]
. [
C.9. The permittee shall demonstrate complignce with'the liquid fuel sulfur limit by
g . AR i S ) - .
means of a tuel uualysis provided by the vendo) n cach-fuel delivery. See specific
condition C.12. Lo & R
[Rule 62-213.440. F.A.C) ‘.

To: :
by _ i . .
A.14. Sulfur Dioxide. The:permittee el¢cted to demonstrate compliance by accepting

a liquid fucl sulfurlimit;th ll*!})_é--\?él*iﬁe ' with a fucl analysis provided by the
vendor or the pe'rmitteé}{ﬁ:poh"ﬁiéac_l? fuel delivery. This protocol is allowed because the
emissions unit does inot have an operating flue gas desulfurization device. See specific
conditions A.10., A.19..and Al20. |

[Rule 62-296.405(1)(f)1.b.. F.A.C.1!

B.14. Sulfur Dioxide. The perlmitt:é:e_‘el_ected_pddgnjopstratc compliance by accepting
a liquid fuel sulfur limit that will be verified with-a fuel analysis provided by the
vendor or the pcrmittee upo ea"jchl fuel deli\",ery;. This protocol is allowed because the
cmissions unit does not have an operating flue|gas desulfurization device. See specific
conditions B.10., B.19. and B.20.
[Rulc 62-296.405(1)(D1.b., F./%.C.]’

C.9. The permittec shall dcmo{xstra,té compliance with the liquid fuel sulfur limit by

means of a fuel analysis provided by the vendar or the permittee upon each fuel delivery.
See specific condition C.12. R
(Rulc 62-213.440, F.A.C.]

o
|
.
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4. R: It is the Department’s intent that the heat inplt cates become federally enforceable in that
the rates define the capucity of the units for purposes of establishing emission limits, establishing;
unit capacity for testing purposes, aud cstubuslung - base for the determination of future rufe

applicability. ; {

PROPOSED Penmit No.: 1050003-004-AV
Page 5 of [#]

the Title V application. These condjtions require tht { the curves be submitted with the
compliance test report when the upits aré gesied at g3 than capacity. The condition will remain
as noticed. However, the Department agrees that thetheat-mputs for the turbines should
reference a temperature. The t‘)epeu*tm»er'ntl was inforiaed i the meeting of June 16, 1997, that the
temperaturce requested by the City of Laketand in their comment letter was incorrect and did not
agree with the turbine curves. The Clty of Lakelan%prov:ded the correct values in a fetter

The Department recognizes that heaj mpuf curves for.the gas turbines havo been submitted with

received June 17, 1997. The Depuimem,usumes at this submittal now conteins the correct
information. As a result of this commentl specific ondntuons C.l. and D.1. are changed as
follows: } 1

From: 1 . , L
C.1. Permitted Capacity. m}ngﬁmum 'c{gﬂon heat m;iitratcs are as follows:
Unit No, vhr 1 M *Fyel Type
3 ke, 73y, Natural Gas
i ™ No. 2 Fuel Oil
2 ' Natural Gas
No. 2 Fuel Qi)
' Natural Gas

No. 2 Fuel Oil

S

(Rules 62-4%60(2) and 621210 ZOO(PTE), AC)

D.1. Permitted Capam ]The maxtmum rocess/o;;eration rate is 1055 MMB1u per
hour (lower heating \oluc) heat i mput firmg natural gas and 1040 MMBuw per hour
(lower heating value) heat fnput ﬁrmg No 12 distillate oil.

{Rules 62-4.160(2) aud 6” 10. 200(PTE) IE. AC]

, , C
To: ‘ ]
: 25
C.1. Pgmoited Clpacity. The rnawnum pper:mon licat input rates, at an injet
temperature of}qdegrees F whcn firing ral gas and at an inlet tenperature of 20
degrees F when firing No.;2 fuel oil, arc ag follows:
Unit No. M edtInput  Fuel Type

3 : 209 Natwral Gas
’ 1200 No. 2 Fuel O
2 L. l 209 { - Natural Gas .
; 209 | No. 2 Fue) Oil
l coos 209 1 Natural Gas
i 209 No. 2 Fuel Oil

|
(Rules 62-4.160(2) and 62- "10200(;71'5), FAC)
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D.1. Permined Capacity. The muxxmmn prb esS/operatlon rate, at an jnlet tcmperature :
of 25 degrecs F, is 1055 MMBiu ‘per hour (lowu heating value) heat mput firing natural
gas or 1040 MMBtu per hour (Iower heatin vume) heat {pput firing No. 2 distillate oil.
[Rules 62-4.160(2) and 62-210:200(PTE), FLAC.]

l

5. R: These emissions fimits were in the. PSD pernjit and some of the limits were estadlished by!

~the BACT process (such as the short term.carbon mpnoxide limit). They remain applicabie
requirements until ey are deleted trom ;_hic peimit] 70 8void sny confusion, the word “by” will.
be udded 10 specitic condition 9.31. As gresall of s cumntent, specific condition D31, will
be changed as [yllows: - :

From: v o }
D.31. Sulfuric Acid Mist. Gomphance wu.i the sulfuric acid mist standard shall be
demonstrated using natural | Ens m 0.2 percdnt suklfut, by wight, No. 2 distitlute oil.
(Rules 62-213 440, 62-297.310, and 62- zoj 401, F AL and, PSD-FL-166]

DAL, Sul Acid Mg, Lomphnnc siih e
Jemonstrated by ugmg ﬂﬁﬂlf& @50{ (}] P : _wrfun by wcx&ht No. 2 distillate ail.
[Rulcs 62-213.440, 62-297,338,) iag 401" F.A.C.c and. PSD-FL-166)

'

ey )
6. R: Specific condition. !) 26. ad’grcunamhe monitoring device that determines the fuel
consumption and the waler -ﬁo-iuc]::atao' whlch shorw wmphancc at the four loads. The
monitoring device will be gaugyad‘ thu four londslwmch have been SO carrected. The
emissions are not ISO corrected. Specific conditian D.27. sels the test melbod for showing
compliunce with the mtrogen omdes :md sulfur didnide standurds. Since these conditions are
quotes of 40 CFR 60, the language canpot be changed by the Departnicnt. The Depurtment wilk
add a permitring pote and an additional specific ¢ dmon which wif] clarify the requirements oJf
annual compliance testing of nitrogen oxides. As & résult of this comment, a permitting notc will
be added folivwing the emission limits: for mtrogeh oxides and an additional specific condition :
addrensing annual comptiance for nivogen umdcsfwxl) be added. :

Add: » : i

{Permitting note: Smcc the BAC'{ Yimit established for nitrogen oxides is more
stringent thaa the NSPS hTmt, f:mphan -with the nitrogen oxides BACT limits of
specitic conditions D4. and D, 5 is- assuméd to show compliance with the nitrogen oxides
Linit of 40 CFR 60.332. }] '

i
"; f
N i
|

Z
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D.28. Initial compliance with thc pitrogen oxides limit pursuant to 40 CFR 60.8 was
conducted August 3-7, 1992. For;annual cjmphauce purposes, compliance with the

PROPOSED Permit No.: 1050003-004-AV i
Page 7 of /] _ 1

nitrogen oxides limits of SpeCItIC' conditiong D.4. and D.S. will be determined using EPA
Method 20 and testing at capacity: as defined by specific condition D.36. Correction to
ISO conditions s not required for the annual compliance test:

[Rulc 62-297.310, I".A. C.]

‘The addition of ncw spccitic condition D,28, will also require the renumbering of all the specific
conditions following the new condition. - :

7. B: Hoth emissions units are pcm?itt'ccl' to fire either natural gas or fuel oil for 8,760 hours per
year. The frequency for particulate matter testing when ﬁfing fuel oil is set in Chapter 62-297,
F.A.C. The authority to grant an ASP is also contained in Rule 62-297.620, F.A.C. The “and”
statement implies that there can be requirements in Chapte

than annual particulate testing. The conditions will réir

8. R: Under the current rules, the rehwlrcments ,of
Stationary Sources (NSPS) and the State’ s exc €
reqmrements from all applicable rules,
IMissions unit 1s legulated for poﬂiglg ¥
NSPS e¢xcess emission rcquiremeﬁ' ¢ : ,
cmissions unit. 1f the NSPS, -as. Clair d in.the'tom ent does not limit the period of excess
cmissions, then the State’s reqmreme_nts would be a plicable because they limit the duration of a
malfunction to two hours ina 24 ur pcnod and sta up/shutd0wn excess emissions to a
duration based on best Operatxonal pracuces Both the state and federal requirements would
apply to the emissions unit. The condmons will remain as noticed.

i
1
9. R: The Department acknowledgeé the domments | pn the: summary tables. The requirement

for no particulate matter stack test when fir ng natural gas is referenced in the “See Permit
Conditions™ column. The duration ofja stack test is one hour and it is repeated three times.
Visible emissions tests are required re gardféss of the type of fuel fired. Rules require that testing
be performed prior to permit renewal,|at a. mmlmum The frequency base date is not atfected by
the fact that no future testing is required. The tables are general summaries of the permit and are
1o be used for informational purpos:.s, only The correspondmg permit condition reference is
included for the convenience of the user of the table. | The tables were never meant to address
every possible operating scenario. ;
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for emissions units ID -003 and -004 '(a k:a. Units Ngs. 6 and 7). This REVISED DRAFT Permit
was issned because of the volume of commients reccived from the City of Lakeland on the
DRAFT Permit. In their comment le&er received D cembcr 4,1996, and a follow»up letter
received February 10, 1997, the City of Lakcland re ue:[ed dates of May 30 for emission unit
003 and J une 30 for cmission unit 004 “to.be cons:s’(cnt xmh the most current permits for the
Larsen units”. Now they want the dd{b Llldllgbd to Iy y I 50 that the datc will be consistent with
a permit amcndment dated April 19 996 The Dep ftment will again change the frequency
basc dates in Tablc 2-1 for emissions uml\ -003 and 004 to July 1.

y
10. R: Thesc conditions have been résearched and al current conditions that have not been
flagged arc cither part of the State Implementation P| an or a Federally Delegated Program, such
as Title V. The comment on Rule 6214 040(1)(a), F.A. C., was withdrawn by a representative of
the City of Lakeland at a meeting on IJune 16, 1997. [The conditions contained in Appendix TV-
, Title V Conditions will remain as notlced i

N

11. R: The Departinent acknowledges the Lom cnt
. construction permit, the Title V permit wnll negd t
conditions.

The City of Lakeland has again requclsted tthat the fr%]ueucy base date in Table 2-1 be changed

:the changcc are made to the
g Tev ed 0 incorporate the revised

The enclosed PROPO‘S‘EDJ

tion Permit includes the aforementioncd
changes to the DRAFT Tltle V Alri Ope1 tion Permit :

B. Document(s) on file with fhc ptI:rm'i'tIIting authority:

- Letter received May 13, 1997, from Ms Farzie Shelton.
- Letter received June 17, 1997, from Ms Farzic|Shelton.

IT1. Conclusion.

. SN O R '
The permitting authority willlissue|the PROPOSED Permit No.: 1050003-004-AV, with
any changes noted above. ' '
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