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November 11, 1997 RECEIVED

NOV 2 4 1997

Mr. Scott M.'Sheplak, _P.E. AIRBlggCE-}{\JLLJA?'II:ON
Bureau of Air Regulation

Florida Department of Environmental Protection

2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400

Re:  Florida Power Corporation, Bartow Facility
DRAFT Title V Permit No. 1030011-002-AV

Dear Mr. Sheplak:-

On behalf of Florida Power Corporation (FPC), attached are comments regarding the
DRAFT Title V permit for the Bartow'Facility as identified above. FPC appreciates the Department's
efforts in processing this permit and understands the need to resolve these issues in as timely a
manner as possible. In this regard, DEP agreed to grant FPC's Request for Extension of Time until
December 8, 1997. If we are unable to reach a resolution of these comments within this time
period, we would appreciate the opportunity to file an additional Request for Extension of Time.
Accordingly, please contact me at (813) 866-5158 as soon as you have had a chance to review
these comments to set up either a telephone or in-person conference. Thank you again for your
consideration of our comments.

Sincerely,

Scott H. Osboum,
Senior Environmental Engineer

i

cC: Clair Fancy, P.E., DEP
Ed Svec DEP . ‘
Ken Kosky, P.E., Golder Associates
Robert Manring, HGS&S

GENERAL OFFICE: 320! Thirty-fourth Street South « P.O. Box 14042 « 5t, Petersburg ¢ Florida 33733 « (813) 866-5151
A Florida Progress Company



FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION
COMMENTS ON DRAFT TITLE V PERMIT
BARTOW FACILITY

General Comments

i EPC understands that Appendix TV-1, Title V Conditicns, is expected to be revised
within the next few weeks. FPC requests that its Title V permit reflect the most up-to-date version
of this Appendix.

2 FPC understands that DEP wil' publish the Intent to Issue Title V Air Operation

Permit. Because the applicant is ultimately responsible for the publication of the Intent to Issue,
FPC reguests that DEP provide a cogy of the Notice intended to be published, as well as proof of
publication.

3. On the Table of Contents page, Section Ill, Emission Unit A -003, the emission unit
number should be "No. 3 Unit," instead of "No. 2 Unit."

4, Cn the placard page, FPC expects the need for the following revisions: (1) the
"Effective Date" should be changed to January 1, 1999, (2) the "Renewal Application Due Date”
should be changed to.July 5, 2003, anc (3) the "Expiration Date" should be changed to December

31, 2003.

Section i, Facility-wide Conditions.

. Condition 2. FPC requests the following revision: "No person shall ret cause,
suffer, allow, or permit ... ."

— i Condition 3. For clarity and to make this Conditicn specific to FPC's Bartow Facility,
FPC requests that Condition 3. be edited as follows:

L~ Except as ot herwrseJJrcwded in thrs perrmt fe-r—emt—s&eﬁs—u-n#s-rhat—a%sbfeet

—iod -1 " < o

Feﬂeeteé—byeenémen&ﬁ#us—pe;mﬁ no person shall cause.

Also, because the reference to Chapter 62-297 in the last sentence of Condition 2. appears
to be misplaced, FPC requests Condition 2. be edited as follows: "EPA Method 9 is the method of

~ compliance pursuantte-Chapter62-297FAKG6."

3! Conditicn 6. In the context of this permit, how does DEP intend to respond to EPA's
% comrnents regarding the need to change the phrase "exempt" to "insignificant"?

- 'ﬂﬂ’ 4. Condition 7. For clarity, FPC requests that the first sentence of th‘s Condition be
edxted as follows: "The permittee shall not aflew-he-persen-te store, pump, .



Section lll. Subsection A

14 FPC requests that the third sentence in the description to Unit 1 be deleted because
there is no federally enforceable requirement mandating the use of an ESP for this unit and the
original basis for installing and utilizing the ESP no longer exists. Specifically, FPC ariginally
installed the ESP ta control particulate emissions whiie firing a coal/oil mixture (COM). FPC has not
fired COM since 1987 and this fuel was not included as a segment in FPC's Title V application for
this socurce. FPC's construction permit c!ear.y states that the "Use of the precipitator is not required
when burning 100% fuet cil" (Condition 1. from AC 52-36102 (issued March 18, 1981}), althcugh
subsecuent operation permits for the Bartow Unit 1 arguabiy conflict with this federally enforceabie
construction permit condition. Based on DARM guidance document CARM PER |, "conditions in air
operation permits that are extraneous to the conditicns that were in th2 construction permits .
may be reviewed and corrected in the Title V permit to reflect proper application of the Department's
rules.” Accordingly, FPC requests that all "extraneous” language in the Title V permit requiring the
use of an ESP during periods of firing 100% fue! ail b« deleted.

FPC also reguests DEP confirmation that prospective nonuse and rzmoval of the ESP
cannct trigger PSD ar NSPS reguirements; if desired, this confirmation can be mutually understood
when the above amendments are made tc the Titie V permit. This conclusion is justified because,
as noted abeove, the ESP was "required” under the construction permit only "ic remove particulate
matter generated from buming a combination of oil and ccal iuel,” anc the use of the ESP
expressly was not required when 100% cil is burned. Therefore, nonuse of the ESP in connection
with FPC's return to 100% fuel oil would simply be a return to the circumstances predating the us
of the coal/oil fuel, and would be full y consistent with federally enforceable requirements apphnable
to Unit Ne. 1. Just as reverting to buming 100% oil without the ESP was permissible (without
triggering PSD or NSPS) when the construction permit was originally issued, the same outcome is
warranted now.

& Condition A.1. FPC requests that the reference to No. & fuz! cil as “new” be deleted
because there is no basis for this adjective. FPC understands that No. 2 fuel oil may scmetimes
need to be referred to as “new” to differentiate it from used oil, but this is not the case for No. 6 ail.
Also, FPC reguests that the citation to Rules 62-296.405 and 62-296.702 in this Condition be
deleted because there is no apparent basis for their inclusion.

3. Condition A.3. FPC requests that this Condition be deletec because itis redundant
to Condition A.1. If needed, the narrative condition at the bottom of page 7 could simply be added
to Condition A.1. Also, FPC requests that the language "any quantifiable levels of PCBs" be
deleted everywhere it appears in this permit and replace with the phrase "PCBs in quantities
greater than 2 ppm." This clarification is reflected in the cited references to 40 CFR Part 271.

4. Condition A.8. FPC requests that all of Rule 62-210.700(3), F.A.C. be included
either in this Condition or in between Conditions A.15. and A.16.

5. Condition A.7. For clarfication, FPC requests the following revisions to this
Condition: "Particulate matter emissions shall not exceed the following during steady state
operations, as measured in accordznce with Condition A20 by—applicable—compliance
metheds:" Also, the allowable TPY figures for particulate should reflect 21 hr/day at 0.1 [b/MMBtu
and 3 hr/day at 0.3 Ib/MMBtu. These figures would then be 668 TPY for Unit 1, 721.1 TPY for Unit
2,and 1,210.5 TPY for Unit 3. N




6. Condition A.9. For clarification, FPC requests the following revision: "When burning
liquid fuel . . . as measured in accordance with Condition A 21. by applicable compliance
methods.”

7. Condition A.11. FPC requests that all Title V permit conditions relating to burning
used oil be substantially similar to comparable provisions for FPC's cther facilities that burn used oil.

8. Condition A.19. The opacity monitors on the three steam units were required by
Part 75 of the Acid Rain rules. The appropriate method for determining compliance with the
Department's opacity rules is DEP Method 9. FPC requests that the reference to the use of the
opacity monitor for Unit 1 be deleted.
G. Conditicn A.19. The citation to Rule 62-286.702(3)(a)1., F.A.C. is incorrect.

Subparagrapn 1. does not exist.

10. Condition A.26. Because this permit specifies the compliance method, FPC
requests the chowing a*’xewdmem 2 Opamry Complfance Tests. Whenr-eitherERPA-Method-9

i Condition A.28. For clarification and to make this Condition specific to FPC's Bartow
facility, FPC requests the following revisions: "(@)4. During each federal fiscal year (QOctober 1 -
September 30), unless otherwise specified by re;erderer this permit, the applicant ewrer
eroperator-of-ecach-emissions—unit shall have a formal compliance test conducted for: a.
visible emissions: b. Particulate matter: and c. SQ2. if EPA methods 6. 6A, 6B or 6C are
ctilized to determine compliance. See Condition A.29." FPC reqgussts that the remainder of
paragraph (a)4. be dsletad.

2. Condition A.32. The language in paragreph (c) is unclear and appears
unwarranted. FPC requests that it be removed.

13. Condition A.39. FPC requests that this Condition be deleted because AP-42
emission factors may change or the mechanism for reporting emissions in the AOR may change.
There should be no need for this Condition.

14. Condition A.40. FPC requests that the "Process Parameters” provisions in this
Condition be deleted because they are either redundant to other Title V pemmit conditions or
unnecessary. Also, the last sentence of this Condition shoulc be revised as follows: "Records of
inspection . . . shall be made available to the Department or PCDEM for inspection upon

request.”

15. Candition A41. In accordance with FPC’s request to remove the reguirement for
operation of the ESP for Unit 1, this requirement should be deleted as well.



Section [Il. Subsection B.

—

1. Condition A.26. Because this permit specifies the comgliance method, FPC
requests the following amendment: "2. Opacity Compiiance Tests. Whewe’rther—EPA—Meﬂ;ed—g

orBEP-Method S-isspecified-asthe-applicable opacity-test-methed; . .

2. Conditions B.18. and B.20. Because there is only a visible emissions and fuel sulfur
content limit on this unit, FPC requests the deletion of the following provisions of Condition B.18.:
(1) paragraph (a)2., (a)4.b., (a)4.c., (2)5.; and &ll of Condition B.20.

Section lll. Subsection C.

g Condition C.1. For clarification and simplification, FPC requests that this Condition
simply list "714" as the heat input for each peaking unit for all fuels. Also, specific language should
be included in this Condition clarifying that the maximum heat input is based on temperature.

2. Condition C.9. This Condition should be marked "Not Federally Enforceable”
pecause the limit for which it is determining compliance is Not Federally Enforceable.

28 Condition C.10. This Condition should be deleted because there are no standards
for which process variables are required to be determined.

4. Condition C.13. This language should reflect the latest DEP guidance regarding the
use of neat input curves for compliance testing.

. Conditicn A.268. Because this permit specifies the compliance method, FPC

requests the following amendment: "2. Opacity Compliance Tests. Wheﬂ—eﬁhef’—EP-A—Met-hed—g
o DERP-Method S-is-specifiedas-the asplicableopacify-tastmethod; . .

6. Condition C.19. FPC requests that this Condition be deleted because AP-42
emission factors may change or the mechanism for reporting emissions in the AOR may change.
There should be no need for this condition.

Section lll. Subsection D.

1. Condition D.3. The 700 hr/yr limitaticn for the transfer of flyash is inapprcpriate and
should be dzleted. The five percent opacity standard provides reasonable assurance that the hourly
pariculate limit is being aftained. An annual fimitation on hours is unnecessary. Further, in
accordance wiin all previous comments conceming the ESP, use of the flyash system and all
associated limitations will be unnecessary.

2 Condition D.4. For c!ar'ﬁcatlon FPC requests the following language be added to
the end of this Condition: "See Condition D.7.'

o Condition D.6. This Condition should be deleted because there are no process
variables to determine.



4. Condition D.7. For clarification, FPC requests that the first sentence of this condition
be deleted because there is no compliance determination requirement for particulate matter.

5 Condition D.8. For clarification, FPC requests the following revision: "EPA Method

8. incomorated by reference in Chapter 62-237. shall be used to determine opacity compiiance

6 Condition D.11. Because this permit specifies the compliance method, FPC

requests the following amendment: "2. Opacity Compliance Tests. When—eﬁher—EPA—Me{had_g
o BER-Methed S-is-specthied-as-theapg-icableopacity testmeathed; . .

7. Cenditions D.11.,, D.12,, D.13,, and D.14. Because there is only a visible emission
limit on this unit, FPC reguests the deletion of the following provisions in Condition D.11.:
paragraphs (b), (c), (d), and (e); all of Cendition D.12.; paragraphs (a)4.b., (a)4.c., and (¢) in
Condition D.13.; and paragraph (c) in Condition D.14.

Section lll. Subsection E.

i The provisions governing the operation of these relocatable generators when they
are located at the Bartow facility should be essentially identical to the provisions contained in FPC's
Title V permits for Crystal River, Anclote, and Higgins. Also, Condition E.22. should be deleted
because there is no requirement for which FPC must comply.

Section V. Acid Rain Part

18 Condition A.1.a. should reference the actual applicaticn that FPC submitted rather
/~  than DEP's form number.

2 Conditions A.5. This condition imposes no requirements and therefcre should be

- eu § iy

J= VY deleted.

= Condition A.4. Because this Condition applies to all requirements and units at the
Bartow facility, FPC requests that it be moved to the facility-wide section of this permit.

Appendix U-1, List of Unregulated Emissions Units and/or Activities.

1. The listing of the storage tanks in this Appendix appears to contain several
duplications. The application fisted the same tanks in the list of all exampt/unregulated/trivial units
and in the separate list of tanks.

Appendix S. Permit summary Tables
Table 1-1

1 FPC requests that these Tables be revised to reflect the requested revisions in
comments above. For example, the annual particulate totals for the three steam units should be
revised to reflect soot blowing, as previously commented. Also, a statement should accompany the
table to indicate that the emission totals for the combustion turbines are “per turbine”.
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PINELLAS COUNTY

‘ DEPKRTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

AIR QUALITY DIVISION
300 SOUTH GARDEN AVENUE
CLEARWATER, FLORIDA 33766 .

COMMISSIONERS

' ROBERT B. STEWART - CHAIRMAN ‘ PHONE: (313)4644422
BARBARA SHEEN TODD - VICE CHAIRMAN . FAX:(813) 4844420
CALVIN D. HARRIS - SUNGOM: 570-4422
SALLIE PARKS : SUNCOMFAX:570-4420

STEVE SEIBERT

Qctober 17, 1997

Ed Svec

Department of Environmental Protecuon
2600 Blair Stone Road

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Re:  Florida Power Corporation, Bartow 1030011-002-AV, Draft Permit

Mr. Svec:
~— - This office has reviewed the draft permit (Intent to Issue), for the above mentioned facility.
Requested changes are:.
1. Change the Pinellas rule cite, for objection odor, on Page 4, Section II, Facility-wide
Conditions, to read “Pinellas County Ordinance 97-05, Section 33, Sec. 58-178. This (
ordinance is being mcorporated into Pinellas County Code If this 15 done prior to perrmt \
issuance, DEP will be given the new cite.
2. Since the Utility Boilers already have established baseline test dates, we recommend that
wording be included in condition A.28.4.., such as: “Test the Utility Boilers annuslly, within
60 day._priqln‘t,o;; o ‘ '
-EU 001 March 15 and September 15
EU 002 : September 15
EUO003 September 15
Ry
3. Incondition AS§ A‘%{é, BYE., B\rz] ‘5}3/ e @a\s/ r\:\1s D\\\lé Dsg, B8, $:.08

change the references/ﬁ'om the Départment\o PCDEM, or thC\Department and PCDéM
or the Department or PCDEM, as appropriate. Note: Should PCDEM be added to
Appendix A-1, Abb eviations?

5.

HUSERS\AIRQUALWPDOCS\AGCI001102AV.PER _ TS
“PInelias County ls an Equal Opportunity Employar” » Mamber-Pinallas Partaership for a Drug Fres Workplaca @ printed on recycled paper . -
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October 2, 1857

Scott M. Sheplak, P.E.

Florida Department of Environmental Regulation
2600 Blair Stone Rd.

Tellahassee. Florida 32389-2400

Dear Mr. Sheplak:

Re:  Relocatable Diesel Generators Associated with FPC's Crystal River, Bartow,
Anclote and Higgins Plant Sites

Please find enclosed a revised air permit for relocatable diese! generators to be used at the
above-referenced facilities. Originally, the permit was written for three specific diesel
generators that were leased for an outage at FPC'’s Crystal River nuclear unit. The federally
enforceable limit on fuel flow (i.e., 186.3 gal/he total) was necessary tc avold new source
review. As the diesel generators specifically referenced in the permit may not always be
necessary or even available, FPC had reguested that the permit be amended to make the
language more generic. The intent of the federal enforceabi.ity is still preserved.

Language in this revised permit is consistent with the comments that have been made by FPC
regarding these generators as they have been described in Title V permits for the above-
referenced facilities. Transmittal of this permit is intended to supplement FPC’s original
applications for these plant sites and to further support previous comments made regarding
these generators.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (813) 866-5158.

Sincerely,

e

Scott H. Osbourn
Senior Environmental Engineer

Enclosure

cc: Ken Kosky, Golder Associates
Robert Manning. HGS&S

GENERAL OFFICE: 3201 Thirty-fourth Street Soutt ox 14042 « Si. Petersburg « Florida 33733 « (813) B64-5151
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Department of

. . SEP 30 1997,__’_‘
Environmental Protection -~~~
' : dﬁééﬁmén(
Southwest District : i S .
Lawton Chiles 3804 Coconut Palm Drive S v,rg.m B. we[here”
Governor Tampa, Florida 33619 _ - Secrenry :
NOTICE OF PERMIT ISSUANCE -
CERTIFIED MATL
In the matter of an
Application for Permit by:
Mr. W. Jeffrey Pardue, CEP DEP File No.: 0170004-006-20
Director, Environmental Services Counties: Citrus, Pasco,
Department Pinellas, Polk, &
Florida Power Corporation ‘ Sumter
3201 34th Street South
St. Petersburg, FL 33711 ya

Enclosed is permit number 0170004-006-A0 for the operation of
the relocatable diesel generators which can operate in the above
counties. Procedures for administrative hearing, mediation, and
variance/waiver are described below.

Administrative Hearing

A.person whose substantial interests are affected by the
Department's proposed permitting decision may petition for an
administrative hearing in accordance with 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 3900 Commonwealth
Boulevard, Mail Station 35, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000.
Petitions filed by the permlt applicant or any of the parties
listed below must be filed within fourteen days of receipt of
this permit. A petitioner must 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 (or a
request for mediation, as discussed below) 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 of the Florida Statues, or to intervene 1in
this proceeding and participate as a party to 1t. Any subsequent
intervention will be only at the approval of the presiding
officer upon the filing of -a motion in compliance with. rule 28-
5.207 of the Florida Administrative Code.

A petition must contain the following:

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

(b) A statement of how and when each petitioner received notice
of the Department's action or proposed action;

(c) A statement of how each petltloner s substantial interests
are affected by the Department's action or proposed action;

“Protect, Comserve ard Manage Floneda™s Envieonment and Betunal Fesouree,”

Printed on recycled paper.



(d) Afstatement of the material facts dlsputed by the petitioner
if any; .

(e) A statement of the facts that the petltloner contends
warrant reversal oxr modlflcatlon of the Department s action
or proposed action;

(£) A statement 1dent1fy1ng the rules or statutes that the
petitioner contends require reversal -or modlflcatlon of the
Department's action or proposed.action; . .and. .. _

(g) A statement of the relief sought by the petltloner stating
precisely the action that the petitioner wants the
Department to take with respect to the permit.

Because the administrative action or proposed action
addressed in this hearing process 1s 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 of intent. 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 to the proceeding, in accordance with the
requirements set forth above.

Mediation

A person whose substantial 1nterests are affected by the
Department's permitting decision, may elect to pursue mediation
by asking all parties to the proceedlng to agree to such
mediation and by filing with the Department a request for
mediation and the written agreement of all such parties to
mediate the dispute. The request and agreement must be filed in
(received by) the Office of General -Counsel of the Department at
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, Mail Station 35, Tallahassee,
Florida 32399-3000, by the same deadline as set forth above for
the filing of a petltlon

A request for mediation must contain the following
information: .

(a) The name, address, and telephone number of the person
requesting mediation and that person's representative, 1f
any;

(b) A statement of the preliminary agency action;

(c) A statement of the relief sought; and

(d) Either an explanation of how the requester's substantial
interests will be affected by the action or proposed action
addressed in this permit or a statement clearly ildentifying
the petition for hearing that the requester has already -
filed, and incorporating it by reference.

The agreement to mediate must include the following:

(a) The names, addresses, and telephone numbers of any persons
who may attend the mediation;

(b} The name, address, and telephone number of the mediator
selected by the parties, or a provision for selecting a
mediator within a specified time;

(c) The agreed allocation of the costs and fees associated with
the mediation;



(d) The agreement of the parties on the confidentiality of
discussions and documents introduced during mediation;

(e) The date, time, and place of the first mediation session, or
a deadline for holdlng the first session, if no mediator has
yet been chosen; .

(£) The name of’ each party's representatlve who shall have
authority to settle or recommend settlement; and

(g) The signatures of all. partles or their authorized
representatives.

As provided in section 120.573 of the Florida Statutes, the
timely agreement of all partles to mediate will toll the time
iimitations imposed by sections 120.569 and 120.57 for requesting
-and holding an administrative hearing. Unless otherwise agreed
by the parties, the mediation must be concluded within sixty days
of the execution of the agreement. If mediation results in. '
settlement of the administrative dispute, the Department must
enter a final order incorporating the agreement of the parties.
Persons whose substantial interests will be affected by such a
modified final decision of the Department have a right to
petition for a hearing only in accordance with the reguirements
for such petitions set forth above. If mediation terminates
without settlement of the dispute, the Department shall notify
-all parties in writing that the administrative hearing processes
under sections 120.569 and 120.57 remailn available for
disposition of the dispute, and the notice will specify the
deadlines that then wi%l apply for challenging the agency action
and electing remedies under those two statutes.

Variance/Waiver '

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 120.542 of the Florida Statutes. The relief provided by
this state statute applies only to state rules, not statutes, and
not to any federal regulatory requirements. Applying for a
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 this permit.

The application for a variance or waiver is made by filing a
petition with the Office of General Counsel of the Department,
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, Mail Station 35, Tallahassee,

Florida 32399-3000. The petition must spec1fy the follow1ng
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 rule or portion of a rule from which a variance or
waiver is requested;

(d) The citation to the statute underlying (implemented by) the
rule identified in (c) above;

(e) The type of action requested;

(£) The specific facts that would justify a variance or waiver
for the petitioner; '



" {g) . The reason why the variance or waiver would serve the
purposes of the underlying statute (implemented by the
© ‘rule); and
(h) . A statement whether the variance or waiver is permanent or
. temporary and, if temporary, a statement of the dates
-showing the duration of the variance or walver requested.

.- The Department will grant a variance or waiver when the
petltlon ‘demonstrates both that the application of the rule would
create a substantial hardship or violate principles of fairness,
as each of those terms is defined in section 120.542(2) of the
Florida Statutes, 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 federall
delegated or approved air program should be aware that Florida is
specifically not authorized to issue variances or waivers from
any reguirements of any such federally delegated or approved
program. The requirements of the program remain fully
enforceable by the Administrator of EPA and by the person under
the Clean Air Act unless and until Administrator separately
approves any variance or waiver in accordance with the procedures
of the federal program.

This pexrmit is final and effective on the date filed with
the Clerk of the Department unless a timely petition for an
administrative hearing is filed in accordance with the above
paragraphs or unless a request for extension of time in which to
file a petition is filed within the time specified for filing a
petition and conforms to Rule 62-103.070, F.A.C., or a party
requests mediation as an altermative remedy before the deadline
for filing a petition. Choosing mediation will not adversely
affect the right to a hearing if mediation does not result in a
settlement. Upon timely filing of a petition or a request for an
extension of time to file the petition or a request for
mediation, this permit will not be effective until further Order
of the Department.

When the Order (Permit) is final, any party to the Order has the
right to seek judicial review of the Order pursuant to Section
120.68, Florida Statutes, by the filing of a Notice of Appezl
pursuant to Rule 9.110, Florida Rules of Appellate procedure,
with the Clerk of the Department in the Office of General
Counsel, Douglas Building, 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 of
Appeal must be filed within 30 days from the date the Final Order
1s filed with the Clerk of the Department.



Executed in Tampa, Florida.

STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT
OF ENVIRO AL, PROTECTION

\«AL//; 7, /}E;;;éifﬂk——*—‘>

~~"Gebrge W. Richardson
r Permitting Engineer .
Southwest District

cc:. Kennard F. Kosky, P.E., Golder Associates, Inc.
Pinellas County Department of Environmental Management

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned duly designated deputy agency clerk hereby
certifies that this NOTICE OF PERMIT ISSUANCE was sent to the .
addressee by certified mail and all copies were sent by regular
mail before the close of business on 7&§7;?7 to the
listed persons, unless otherwise noted.

Clerk Stamp

FILING AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT FILED,
on this date, pursuant to Section
120.52(7), Florida Statutes, with
the designated Department Clerk,
receipt of which 1s hereby
acknowledged.

G\ Bkt 2 fro)a7

Clerk . " Date
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Southwést District
Lawton Chiles 3804 Coconut Palm Drive Virginia B. Wetherel|
Governor Tampa, Florida 33619 Secretary

PERMITTEE :
Florida Power Corporation Permit No.: 0170004-006-20
3201 34th Street South Amendment Date: _
St. Petersburg, FL 33711 / Expiration Date: 3/31/87

Counties: Citrus, Pasco,
Pinellas, Polk &
Sumter
Project: Relocatable Diesel
Generators

This permit 1s issued under the provisions of Chapter 403,
Florida Statutes, and Florida Administrative Code Rules 62-204
through 62-297 and 62-4. The above named permittee is hereby
authorized to perform the work or operate the facility shown on
the application and approved drawing(s), plans, and other.

" documents, attached hereto or on file with the Department and
made a part hereof and specifically described as follows:

For the operation of one to three relocatable diesel generators

rated at a maximum total of 2,460 kw (2.46 mw). The maximum
total heat input rate is 25. 74 MMBTU/hour (186.3 gallons/hour of
diesel fuel). The diesel generators burn new/virgin No 2 diesel

fuel 0il having a maximum sulfur content of 0.5% by weight. The
diesel generators may be located at any Florida Power Corporation
facility listed below:

Locations: (1) The Crystal River Plant, Powerline Road

' Red Level, Citrus County

(2) The Anclote Plant, Anclote Road, west of Alternate
19, Tarpon Sprlngs Pinellas County.

(3) The Bartow Plant, Weedon Island,
St. Petersburg, Pinellas County.

(4) The Higgins Plant, Shore Drive, Oldsmar,
Pinellas County.

(5) The Bayboro Plant, 13th Avenue & 2nd Street South,
St. Petersburg, Pinellas County.

(6) The Wildwood Reclamation Facility, State Road 462,
1 mile east of US 301, Wildwood, Sumter County.

(7) The FPC Polk County Site, County Road 555, 1 mile
southwest of Homeland, Polk County.

Facility ID No.: 0004 Emission Unit ID No.:
: 012-Diesel Generators
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5’\ :;é \ | Department of
L. Environmental Protection

Southwest District
3804 Coconut Palm Drive Virginia B, Wetherell
Tampa, Florida 33619 _ Secretary

Lawton Chiles
Governor

PERMITTEE :

Florida Power Corporation Permit No.: 0170004-006-A0
3201 34th Street South Amendment Date:

St. Petersburg, FL 33711 / Expiration Date: 3/31/97
Counties: Citrus, Pasco,

Pinellas, Polk &
Sumter
Project: Relocatable Diesel
Generators

This permit is issued under the provisions of Chapter 403,
Florida Statutes, and Florida Administrative Code Rules 62-204
through 62-297 and 62-4. The above named permittee is hereby
authorized to perform the work or operate the facility shown on
the application and approved drawing(s), plans, and other
documents, attached hereto or on file with the Department and
made a part hereof and specifically described as follows:

For the operation of one to three relocatable diesel generators
rated at a maximum total of 2,460 kw (2.46 mw) . . The maximum
total heat input rate is 25. 74 MMBTU/hour (186.3 gallons/hour of
diesel fuel). The diesel generators burn new/virgin No 2 diesel
fuel oil having a maximum sulfur content of 0.5% by weight. The
diesel generators may be located at any Florida Power Corporation

facility listed below:

Locations: (1) The Crystal River Plant, Powerline Road
Red Level, Citrus County.
(2) The Anclote Plant, Anclote Road, west of Alternate
19, Tarpon Springs, Pinellas County. _
(3) The Bartow Plant, Weedon Island,
~ St. Petersburg, Plnellas County.
(4) The Higgins Plant, Shore Drive, Oldsmar,
Pinellas County.
(5) The Bayboro Plant, 13th Avenue & 2nd Street South,
St. Petersburg, Pinellas County.
(6) The Wildwood Reclamation Facility, State Road 462,
1 mile east of US 301, Wildwood, Sumter County.
(7) The FPC Polk County Site, County Road 555, 1 mile
southwest of Homeland, Polk County.

Facility ID No.: 0004 Emission Unit ID No.
012-Diesel Generators
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PERMITTEE: . Permit No.: 0170004-006-A0° .
Florida Power Corporation Project: Relocatable Diesel
- Generators .-t

Amends Permit No.: 2A009-205952

Note: Please reference Permit No., Facility¢NoffﬁahdemiSSibn=»~»ﬁ?
' Unit ID in all correspondence, test report submittals,
applications, etc. ,

1. A part of this permit is the attached 15 General Conditions
[Rule 62-4.160, F.A.C.].

2. Visible emissions from each of the diesel generators shall
not be equal to or exceed 20% opacity [Rule 62-296.320((4) (b),
F.AC.] .

3. Florida Power Corporation shall not discharge air pollutants
which cause or contribute to an objectionable odor [Rule 62-
296.320(2), F.A.C.].

4. The hours of operation expressed as "engine-hours" shall not
exceed 2,970 in any consecutive 12 month period. The hours of
operation expressed as "engine-hours" shall be the summation of
the individual hours of operation of each diesel generator

[Permit AC09-202080] .

5. Florida Power corporation is permitted to burn only
new/virgin No. 2 diesel fuel oil having a maximum sulfur content
not to exceed 0.5% by weight in the diesel generators [Permit
AC09-202080] . '

6. The total heat input rate to all diesel generators shall not
- exceed 25.74 MMBTU/hour (186.3 gallons/hour) [Permit AC09-202080].

7. Florida Power Corporation shall notify the Department, in
writing, at least 15 days prior to the date on which any diesel
generator 1s to be relocated. The notification shall specify:

- {(A) which diesel generator, by serial number, is being

relocated;

(B) which location the diesel generator is being relocated
from; ,

(C) which location the diesel generator is being relocated
to; and

(d) the approximate startup date at the new location.

If a diesel generator is to be relocated within Pinellas County,
then Florida Power Corporation shall provide the same notice to
‘the Pinellas County Department of Environmental Management, Air
Quality Division [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.].

Page 2 of 5.



PERMITTEE : - -+ Permit No.: 0170004-006-RO
Florida Power Corporatlon SRR PrOJect Relocatable Diesel
- - Generators

8. Test each diesel generator for the following pollutants on an
annual basis within 30 days of  the relocation date. " Within 45
days of testing, submit a copy‘of the test data to the Air
Compliance Section of the Department's Southwest District Office
and the Pinellas County Department of Environmental Management,
Air Quality Division for each diesel generator located in
Pinell?s County [Rules 62-297.310(7) and 62-297.310(8) (b),
F.ACL).

(X) Opacity
(X) Fuel Sulfur Analysis

S. After each relocation, test each relocated diesel generator
for then following pollutants within 30 days of startup. Within
45 days of testing, submit a copy of the test data to the Air
Compliance Section of the Department's Southwest District Office
and the Pinellas County Department of Environmental Management,
Alr Quality Division for each diesel generator located in
Plnell?s County [Rules 62-257.310(7) and 62-297.310(8) (b),

F.AC

Opacity
(X) Fuel Sulfur Analysis

10. Compliance with the emission limitations specified in
Specific Condition No. 2 shall be determined using EPA Method 9.
The test method is contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted
by reference in Rule 62-297, F.A.C. The Method 9 compliance test
shall be conducted by a certified observer and be a minimum of 30
minutes. The minimum requirements for stack sampling facilities,
source sampling and reporting, shall be in accordance with Rule
62-297, F.A.C. and 40 CFR 60, Appendix A.

11. Testing of each diesel generator shall be accomplished while
the diesel generator is being operated within 90 to 100% of the
maximum fuel firing rate in gallons per hour. Failure to submit
the actual operating rate during the test may invalidate the test
data [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.].

12. The permittee shall notify the Air Compliance Section of the
Department's Southwest District Office and the Pinellas County
Department of Environmental Management, Air Quality Division,

1if applicable, at least 15 days prior to the date on which each
formal compliance test is to begin of the date, time, and place
of each such test, and the test contact person who will be
responsible for coordinating and having such test conducted (Rule
62-297.340(1) (1), F.A.C.).

Page 3 of 5.



PERMITTEE: . - ' Permit No.: 0170004-006-A0
Florlda Power Corporatlon Project: Relocatable Diesel
. Generators

13. Compllance ‘with Specific Condition No. 4 shall be documented
by record keeping. £ a minimum, the records shall indicate the
- daily hours“otf operation of each individual diesel generator
expressed as "engine-hours", and a cumulative total hours of
operation expressed as "engine—hours" for each month. The
records shall be recorded in a permanent form suitable for
inspection and shall be retained for at least the most recent 2
years and be made available for inspection by the Department or
the Pinellas County Department of Environmental Management, Air
Quallty]D1v151on 1f applicable, upon request [Rule 62-4.070(3),
FAC., .

14. In order to document continuing compliance with the sulfur
content limitations, in % by weight, the permittee shall keep

- records of either vendor prov1ded as-shipped analysis or an
analysis of as-received samples taken at the plant. The analysis
shall be determined by ASTM Methods ASTM D4057-88 and ASTM D129-
91, ASTM D2622-94 or ASTM D4294-90 adopted by reference in Rule
62-297.440(1), F.A.C. The records shall be recorded in a
permanent form suitable for inspection and shall be retained for
at least the most recent 2 years and be made available for
inspection by the Department or the Pinellas County Department of
Environmental Management, Air Quality Division, if applicable,
upon request [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.,].

15. All reasonable precautions shall be taken to prevent and
control generation of unconfined emissions of particulate matter
in accordance with the provisions in Rule 62-296.320(4) (c),
F.A.C. These provisions are applicable to any source, including
but not limited to, vehicular movement, transportation of
materials, construction, alterations, demolition or wrecking, or
'~ industrial related activities such as loadlng, unloading, storing

and handling.

16. 1Issuance of this permit does not relieve the permittee from
complying with applicable emission limiting standards or other .
requirements of Florida Administrative Code Rules 62-204, 62-210,
62-212, 62-296, 62-297 & 62-4 or any other requirements under
federal, state, or local law [Rule 62-210.300, F.A.C.].

17. Florida Power Corporation shall submit to the Air Section of
- the Department's Southwest District Office each calendar year on
or before March 1, completed DEP Form 62-210.900(5), "Annual
Operating Report for Air Pollutant Emitting Facility," for the
preceding calendar year (Rule 62-210.370(3)(a)2., F.A.C.). The
Report shall contain at a minimum the following information:

(A) the location of each diesel generator, by serial number,
at the end of the preceding calendar year;
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PERMITTEE: Permit No.: 0170004-006-A0
Florida Power Corporation Project: Relocatable Diesel
' Generators

“rSpecific Condition No. 17 continued:

(B) the annual amount of fuel burned in each diesel
generator, by serial number;

(C) the annual hours of operation of each dlesel generater,
by serial number;

(D) the annual hours of operation expressed in "engine-
hours", as defined in Specific Condition No. 4;

(E) a copy of the fuel sulfur content records requlred by
Specific Condition No. 14 for the preceding calendar
year;

(F) annual emissions of particulate, BPM,,, carbon monoxide,
SO,, and NOx based on actual diesel generator operation
and fuel usage (provide a copy of the calculation sheets
and the basis for calculations);

(G) any changes in the information contalned in the permit
application.

If any diesel generator operated within Pinellas County at any
- time during the preceding calendar year, then Florida Power
Corporation shall provide a copy of the AOR to the Pinellas
County Department of Environmental Management, Air Quality
Division.

18. At least 60 days prior to the expiration date of this
operation permit, the permittee shall submit at least two copies
of DEP Short Form No. 62-210.900(2), for the renewal of this
operating permit along with the processing fee established in
Rule 62-4.050(4), F.A.C., and a copy of the latest compliance
tests to the Air Permitting Section of the Department's Southwest
District Office and one copy to the Pinellas County Department of
Environmental Management, Air Quality Division, 1if applicable
[Rule 62-4.090(1), F.A.C.].

STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT
OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

W.C. Thomas, D.E.

District Alr Program
Administrator

Southwest District
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ATTACHMENT - GENERAL CONDITIONS:

1. The terms, conditions, requirements, limitations, and
restrictions set forth in this permit are "Permit Conditions" and
‘are binding and enforceable pursuant to Sections 403.141, 403.727,
or 403.859 through 403.861, Florida Statutes. The permittee 1is
placed on notice that the Department will review this permit
periodically and may 1initiate enforcement action for any violation

of these conditions.

2. This permit 1is wvalid only for the specific processes and
operations applied for and indicated 1in the approved drawings or
exhibits. Any unauthorized deviation from the approved drawings,
exhibits, specifications, or conditions of this permit may

“constitute grounds for revocation and enforcement action by the .
Department. '

3. As provided in Subsections 403.087(6) and 403.722(5), F.S., the
issuance of this permit does not convey any vested rights or any
exclusive privileges. Neither does 1t authorize any injury to
public or private property or any invasion of personal rights, nor
any infringement of federal, state or local laws or requlations.
This permit 1s not a waiver of or approval of any other Department
permit that may be required for other aspects of the total project
which are not addressed in the permit.

4. This permit conveys no title to land or water, does not
constitute State recognition or acknowledgement of title, and does
not constitute authority for the use of submerged 1lands unless
herein provided and the necessary title or leasehold interests have
been obtained from the State. Only the Trustees of the Internal
Improvement Trust Fund may express State opinion as. to title.

5. This permit does not relieve the permittee from liability for
harm or injury to human health or welfare, animal, or plant life, or
property caused by the construction or operation of this permitted
source, or from penalties therefore; nor does it allow the permittee
to cause pollution 1in contravention of Florida Statutes and
Department rules, unless specifically authorized by an order from

the Department.

6. The permittee shall properly operate and maintain the facility
and systems of treatment and control (and related appurtenances)
that are installed or used by the permittee to achieve compliance
with the conditions of this permit, as required by Department rules.
This. provision includes the operation of backup or auxiliary
facilities or similar systems when necessary to achieve compliance
with the conditions of the permit and when required by Department

rules.

7. The permittee, by accepting this permit, specifically agrees to
allow authorized Department personnel, upon presentation of
credentials or other documents as may be required by law and at a
reasonable time, access to the premises, where the permitted

activity is located or conducted to:

GENERAL CONDITIONS-REG Page 1 of 3 09/93



GENERAL CONDITIONS:

Have access to and copy any records that must be kept under

a.
the conditions of the permit;

b. Inspect the facility, equipment, practices, or operations
reqgqulated or required under this permit; and

c. Sample or monitor any substances or parameteré at any location

reasonably necessary to assure compliance with this permit or

Department rules.

. Reasonable time may depend on the nature of the concern being-
investigated. :

8. If, for any reasoh, the permittee does not comply with or will
be unable to comply with any condition or limitation specified in
this permit, the permittee shall immediately provide the Department

with the following information:
a. a description of and cause of non-compliance; and

b. the period of noncompliance, including dates and times; or, if
not corrected, the anticipated time the non-compliance 1is
expected to continue, and steps being taken to reduce,
eliminate, and prevent recurrence of the non-compliance.

The permittee shall be responsible for any and all damages
which may result and may be subject to enforcement action by the
Department for penalties or for revocation of this permit. ,

9. In accepting this permit, the permittee understands and agrees
“that all records, notes, monitoring data and other information
relating to the construction or operation of this permitted source
which are submitted to the Department may be used by the Department
as evidence in any enforcement case involving the permitted source
arising under the Florida Statutes or Department rules, except where
such use is prescribed by Sections 403.73 and 403.111, F.S. Such
evidence shall only be used to the extent it is consistent with the
Florida Rules of Civil Procedure and appropriate evidentiary rules.

10. The permittee agrees to comply with changes in Department rules
and Florida Statutes after a reasonable time for compliance,
provided, however, the permittee does not waive any other rights
granted by Florida Statutes or Department rules.

11. This ‘permit 1is transferable only upon Department approval in
accordance with Florida Administrative Code Rules 62-4.120 and
62-730.300, F.A.C., as applicable. The permittee shall be liable
for any non-compliance of the permitted activity until the transfer

is approved by the Department.
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GENERAL CONDITIONS:

12. This permit or a copy thereof shall be kept at the work slte of:
the permitted activity. _ .

13. This permit also constitutes:

( ) Determination of Best Available Control Technology : ‘

{BACT)
( ) Determination of Prevention of Significant

Deterioration (PSD)
() Compliance with New Source Performance Standards

(NSPS)
14. The permittee shall comply with the following:

a. Upon request, the permittee shall furnish all records and

plans required under Department rules. During enforcement
actions, the retention period for all records will be
extended automatically unless otherwise stipulated by the
Department. .

b. The permittee shall hold at the facility or other location
designated by this -permit records of all monitoring

information (including all calibration and maintenance
S records . and all original strip <chart recordings for
continuous monitoring instrumentation) required by the

permit, copies of all reports required by this permit, and
records of all data used to complete the application for this
permit. These materials shall be retained at least three
vears from the date: of the sample, measurement, report, or
application unless otherwise specified by Department rule.

C. Records of monitoring information shall include:

- the date, exact place, and time of sampling or
measurements;

- the person responsible for performing the sampllng or
measurements:;

- the dates analyses were performed;

- the person responsible for performing the analyses;

- the analytical techniques or methods used; and

~ the results of such analyses.

15. When requested by the Department, the permittee shall within a
reasonable time furnish any information required by law which 1is
needed to determine compliance with the permit. If the permittee
becomes aware that relevant facts were not submitted or were
incorrect 1in the permit application or in any report to the
Department, such facts or information shall be corrected promptly.

GENERAL CONDITIONS-REG Page 3 of 3 09/93
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Ms. Kathy Carter

Oftice of Genaral Counsel .
Florida Department of Environmental Protectnon
2800 Blair Stona Rd.

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400

Dear Ms. Carter:

RE:  Florida Power Corporation, Bartow Plant
REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME on the Intent to Issue Title V Air Operation Perrnn’
Draft Permit No. 1030011-002-AV

On October 6, 1997, Florida Power Cormporation (FPC) received the above-referenced Intent to
lague Title V Air Operation Permit. A review of the permit conditions has revealed that several .
‘issues remain-to be resolved, Mr. Scott Osbourn of my staff has had discussions with Mr. Scott
Sheplak of the Department who agreed that an additional extension of time to discuss these issues
is appropriate. Therefore, based upon the Department's concurrence and pursuant to Rules 82-
103.050 and 28-108.111, Fla. Admin. Code, FPC respactfully requests an extension of time in
which to file a petition for an administrative hearing under Sections 120.569 and 120.57, Fla. Stat.,
up to and including November 8, 1997.

If you should have any quesﬂons please contact Mr. Scott Osbourn at (813) 866-5158.

o

- W. Jeffrey Pardue, C.E.P. Robert A. Mannmg Esa.
Director, Environmental Services Departiment Hopping Green Sams & Smith
Title V Responsible Official

ce! Scott Sheplak, DEP

GENERAL OFFICE: 3201 Thirty-fourth Streat South » P.O. Box 14042 » St Potarsburg e Flondc 33733 « (B13) 8545161
A Flonda Progress Company
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November 11, 1997 RECEEVE

NOV 2 4 1997

Mr. Scott M. Sheplak, P.E. A R LATION
Bureau of Air Regulation
Florida Department of Environmental Protection
2600 Blair Stone Road
. Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400

Re:  Florida Power Corporation, Bariow Facility
DRAFT Title V Permit No. 1030011-002-AV

Dear Mr. Sheplak:..

On behalf of Florida Power Corporation (FPC), attached are comments regarding the
DRAFT Title V permit for the Bartow Facility as identified above. FPC appreciates the Department's
efforts in processing this permit and understands the need to resolve these issues in as timely a
manner as possible. In this regard, DEP agreed to grant FPC's Request for Extension of Time until
December 8, 1997. If we are unable to reach a resolution of these comments within this time
period, we would appreciate the opportunity to file an additional Request for Extension of Time.
Accordingly, please contac: me at (813) 866-5158 as soon as you have had a chance to review
these comments to set up either a telephone or in-person conference. Thank you again for your
consideration of our comments.

-Sincerely,

Scott H. Osboum
Senior Environmentai Engineer

cc: Clair Fancy, P.E., DCP "
Ed Svec DEP )
Ken Kosky, P.E., Golder Associates
Robert Mannin HGS&S

e wu”"

GENERAL OFFICE: 3201 Thirty-fourth Street South « P.O. Box 14042 « St, Pe’fersburg o Florida 33733 « (813) 866-5151
A Florida Progress Company



FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION
COMMENTS ON DRAFT TITLE V PERMIT
BARTOW FACILITY

General Comments

1. FPC understands that Appendix TV-1, Title V Conditions, is expected ‘o be revised
within the next few weeks. FPC requests that its Title V permit reflect the most up-to-date version
of this Appendix.

2. FPC understands that DEP will publish the Intent to Issue Title V Air Operation
Permit. Because the applicant is ultimately responsible for the publication of the Intent to Issue,
FPC requests that DEP provide a copy of the Notice intended to be published, as well as proof of
publication.

3. On the Table of Contents page, Section {ll, Emission Unit A -003, the emission unit
number should be "No. 3 Unit," instead of "No. 2 Unit."

4. On the placard page, FPC expects the need for th'e'following revisions: (1) the
"Effective Date" should be changed to January 1, 1999, (2) the "Renewal Application Due Date"
should be changed to July 5, 2003, and (3) the "Expiration Date" should be changed to December

31, 2003.

Section Il., Facility-wide Conditions.

1. Condition 2. FPC requests the following revision: "No person shall ret cause,
suffer, allow, or permit .. .."

2. Condition 3. For clarity and to make this Condition specific to FPC's Bartow Facility,
FPC requests that Condition 3. be edited as follows:

Except as otherwise provided in this permit foremissions-units-that-are-subjeet
te—a—pameulme—maéeeeeepaa%y—hmﬁ—sewm—eees%abkshed—by—ﬁﬂe—and
reflected-by-conditions-in-this-permit, no person shall cause .

Also, because the reference to Chapter 62-297 in the last sentence of Condition 2. appears
to be misplaced, FPC requests Condition 2. be edited as follows: "EPA Method 9 is the method of

compliance pursuantio-Chapter62-297,FAG."

3. Condition 6. In the context of this permit, how does DEP intend to respond to EPA's
comments regarding the need to change the phrase "exempt” to "insignificant"?

- 4. Condition 7. For clarity, FPC requests that the first sentence of this Conditior: be -
edited as follows: "The permittee shall not allew-he-persen-te store, pump, ... ."



Section lll. Subsection A.

1. FPC requests that the third sentence in the description to Unit 1 be deleted because
there is no federally enforceable requirement mandating the use of an ESP for this unit and the
original basis for installing and utilizing the ESP no longer exists. Specifically, FPC originally
installed the ESP to control particulate emissions while firing a coal/oil mixture (COM). FPC has not
fired COM since 1687 and this fuel was not included as a segment in FPC's Title V application for
this source. FPC's construction permit clearly states that the "Use of the precipitator is not required
when burning 100% fuel oil" (Condition 1. from AC 52-36102 (issued March 18, 1981)), although
subsequent operation permits for the Bartow Unit 1 arguably conflict with this federally enforceable
construction permit condition. Based on DARM guidance document DARM PER , “conditions in air
operation permits that are extraneous to the conditions that were in the construction permits . . .
may be reviewed and corrected in the Title V permit to reflect proper application of the Department's
rules.” Accordingly, PC requests that all "extraneous” language in the Title V permit requiring the
use of an ESP during periods of firing 100% fuel oil be deleted.

FPC also requests DEP confirmation that prospective nonuse and removal of the ESP
cannot trigger FSD or NSPS requirements; if desired, this confirmation can be mutually understood
when the above amendments are made to the Title V permit. This conclusion is justified because,
as noted above, the ESP was "required” under the construction permit only "to remove particulate
matter generated from burning a combination of oil and ccal fuel,” and the use of the ESP
expressly was not required when 100% oil is burned. Therefore, nonuse of the ESP in connection
with FPC's return to 100% fuel oil would simply be a return to the circumstances predating the use
of the coal/oil fuel, and would be fully consistent with federally enforceable requirements applicable
to Unit No. 1. Just as reverting to burning 100% oil without the ESP was permissible (without
triggering PSD or NSPS) when the construction permit was originally issued, the same outcome is

warranted now.

2. Condition A.1. FPC requests that the reference to No. 6 fuel oil as “new” be deleted
because there is no basis for this adjective. FPC understands that No. 2 fuel oil may sometimes
need to be referred to as ‘new” to differentiate it from used oil, but this is not the case for No. 6 oail.
Also, FPC reguests that the citation to Rules 62-296.405 and 62-296.702 in this Condition be
deleted because there is no apparent basis for their inclusion.

3. Condition A.3. FPC requests that this Condition be deletec because it is redundant
to Condition A.1. If needed, the narrative condition at the bottom of page 7 could simply be added
to Condition A.1. Also, FPC requests that the language "any quantifiable levels of PCBs" be
deleted everywhere it appears in this permit and replace with the phrase "PCBs in quantities
greater than 2 ppm." This clarification is reflected in the cited references to 40 CFR Part 271.

4, Condition A.6. FPC requests that all of Rule 62-210.700(3), F.A.C. be included
either in this Condition or in between Conditions A.15. and A.16.

5. Condition A.7. For clarification, FPC requests the following revisions to this
Condition: “Particulate matter emissions shalil not exceed the following during steady state -
operations, as measured in_accordance with Condition A.20 by-applicable—compliance
metheds:" Also, the allowable TPY figures for particulate should reflect 21 hr/iday at 0.1 Ib/MMBtu
and 3 hr/day at 0.3 lb/MMBtu. These figures would then be 668 TPY for Unit 1, 721.1 TPY for Unit
2,and 1,210.5 TPY for Unit 3.




B. Condition A.9. For clarification, FPC requests the following revision: "When burning

liquid fuel . . . as measured in _accordance with Conditiors A. 21. by applicable compliance
methods."
7. Condition A.11. FPC requests that all Title V permit conditions relating to burning

used oil be substantially similar to comparable provisions for FPC's cther facilities that burn used oil.

8. Condition A.19. The opacity monitors on the three steam units were required by
Part 75 of the Acid Rain rules. The appropriate method for determining compliance with the
Department's opacity rules is DEP Method 8. FPC requests that the reference to the use of the
opacity monitor for Unit 1 be deleted. :

9. Condition A.19. The citation to Rule 62-296.702(3)(a)1., F.A.C. is incorrect.
Subparagraph 1. does not exist.

10. Condition A.26. Because this permit specifies the compliance method, FPC
requests the following amendment: "2. Opacity Compliance Tests. When—e*ther—EPA—Me%hed—ﬂ

or-DER-Method-S-is-specified-as-the-applicable-epacibrtestmethed; . .

11. Condition A.28. For clarification and to make this Condition specific to FPC's Bartow
facility, FPC requests the following revisions: “(@)4. During each federal fiscal year (October 1 -
September 30), unless otherwise specified by rule;-order-or this permit, the applicant ewnrer
or—operator-of-each-emissions—unit shall have a formal compliance test conducted for: a.
visible emissions; b. Particulate matter; and c. SO2, if EPA methods 6, 6A, 6B _or 6C are
utilized to determine compliance. See Condition A.29." FPC requests thai the remainder of

. paragraph (a)4. be deleted.

12. Condition A.32. The language in paragraph (¢) is unclear and appears
unwarranted. FPC requests that it be removed.

13. Condition A.39. FPC requests that this Condition be deleted because AP-42
emission factors may change or the mechanism for reporting emissions in the AOR may change.
There should be no need for this Conditior:.

14. Condition A.40. FPC requests that the "Process Parameters” provisions in this
Condition be deleted because they are either redundant to other Title V permit conditions or
unnecessary. Also, the last sentence of this Condition should be revised as follows: "Records of
inspection . . . shall be made available to the Department or PCDEM for inspection upon

request.”

13. Condition A.41. In accordance with FPC's request to remove the requirement for
operation of the ESP for Unit 1, this requirement should be deleted as well.



Section lll. Subsection B.

1. Condition A.26. Because this permit specifies the compliance method, FPC
requests the following amendment: "2. Opacity Compliance Tests. Whenr-eitherEPA-Method-9

or-DERP-Method 9-is-specified-as-the-applicable-opacity test-methed; . . . "

2. Conditions B.18. and B.20. Because there is only a visible emissions and fuel sulfur
content limit on this unit, FPC requests the deletion of the following provisions of Condition B.18.;
(1) paragraph (a)2., (a)4.b., (a)4.c., (a)5.; and all of Condition B.20.

Section lll. Subsection C.

1. Condition C.1. For clarification and simplification, FPC requests that this Condition
simply list "714" as the heat input for each peaking unit for all fuels. Also, specific language should
be included in this Condition clarifying that the maximum heat input is based on temperature.

2. Condition C.9. This Condition should be marked "Not Federally Enforceable”
because the limit for which it is determining compliance is Not Federally-Enforceable.

3. Condition C.10. This Condition should be deleted because there are no standards
for which process variables are required to be determined.

4. Condit}on C.13. This language should reflect the latest DEP guidance regarding the
use of heat input curves for compliance testing.

5. Condition A.26. Because this permit specifies the compliance method, FPC
requests the foIIowmg amendment "2. Opacny Compliance Tests. When—e&her—EPA—Memed—Q

6. Condition C.19. FPC requests that this Condition be deleted because AP-42
emission factors may change or the mechanism for reporting emissions in the AOR may change.
There should be no need for this condition.

Section lll. Subsection D.

1. Condition D.3. The 700 hr/yr limitation for the transfer of flyash is inappropriate and
should be deleted. The five percent opacity standard provides reasonable assurance that the hourly
particulate limit is being attained. An annual limitation on hours is unnecessary. Further, in
accordance with all previous comments concerning the ESP, use of the flyash system and all
associated limitations will be unnecessary.

2. Condition D.4. For clarification, FPC requests the following language be added to
the end of this Condition: "See Condition D.7."

| 3. Condition D.6. This Condition should be deleted because there are no process
variables to determine.



4. Condition D.7. For clarification, FPC requests that the first sentence of this condition
be deleted because there is no compliance determination requirement for particulate matter.

5. Condition D.8. For clarification, FPC requests the following revision: "EPA Method
9. incorporated by reference in Chapter 62-297, shall be used to determine opacity compliance

6. Condition D.11. Because this permit specifies the compliance method, FPC

requests the following amendment: "2. Opacity Compliance Tests. Wheﬁ—ather—EP-A—Methed_g
orDER-Method S-is-specified-as-the-applicable-opacity-test-method; . .

7. Conditions D.11., D.12,, D.13., and D.14. Because there is.only a visible emission
limit on this unit, FPC requests the deletion of the following provisions in Condition D.11.:
paragraphs (b), (c), (d), and (e); all of Condition D.12.; paragraphs (a)4.b., (a)4.c., and (c) in
Condition D.13.; and paragraph (c) in Condition D.14.

Section lll. Subsection E.

1. The provisions governing the operation of these relocatable generators when they
- are located at the Bartow facility should be essentially identical to the provisions contained in FPC's
Title V permits for Crystal River, Anclote, and Higgins. Also, Condition E.22. should be deleted
because there is no requxrement for which FPC must comply.

Section IV. Acid Raln Part

_ 1. Condition A.1.a. should reference the actual application that FPC submitted rather
than DEP's form number.

2. Conditions A.5. This condition imposes no requirements and therefore should be
deleted. '

3. Condition A.4. Because this Condition applies to all requirements and units at the
Bartow facility, FPC requests that it be moved to the facility-wide section of this permit.

Appendix U-1, List of Unregulated Emissions Units and/or Activities.

1. The listing of the storage tanks in this Appendix appears to contain several
duplications. The application listed the same tanks in the list of all exempt/unregulated/trivial units
and in the separate list of tanks.

Appendix S. Permit summary Tables
Table 1-1

1. FPC requests that these Tables be revised to reflect the requested revisions in
comments above. For example, the annual particulate totals for the three steam units shouldbe
revised to reflect soot blowing, as previously commented. Also, a statement should accompany the
table to indicate that the emission totals for the combustion turbines are “per turbine”.
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February 26, 1998

Ms. Kathy Carter, Clerk

Office of General Counsel

Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Room 638

3900 Commonwealth Blvd.

Tallahassee, FL 32399-3000

Dear Ms. Carter:

RE:  Florida Power Corporation, Bartow Plant
REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME on the Intent to Issue Title V' Air Operation Permit,

Draft Permit No. 1030011-002-AV

On October 6, 1997, Florida Power Corporation (FPC) received the above-referenced Intent to
Issue Title V Air Operation Permit. A review of the permit conditions has revealed that several
issues remain to be resolved. The Department previously agreed to grant an Order extending the
time to file a petition until February 27, 1998. Mr. Scott Osbourn of my staff has had discussions
with Mr. Scott Sheplak of the Department who agreed that an additional extension of time to
discuss these issues is appropriate. Therefore, based upon the Department's -concurrence and
pursuant to Rules 62-103.050 and 28-106.111, Fla. Admin. Code, FPC respectfully requests an
extension of time in which to file a petition for an administrative hearing under Sections 120.569
and 120.57, Fla. Stat., up to and including March 31, 1998.

If you should have any questions, please contact Mr. Scott Osbourn of FPC at (813) 866-5158.

Sincerely,

e .

W. Jetfrey Pardue, C.E.P. Robert A. Manning, Esq.
Director, Environmental Services Department Hopping Green Sams & Smith
Title V Responsible Official

cé 'Scott Sheplak, DEP
Jeffrey Brown, DEP OGC

GENERAL OFFICE: 3201 Thirty-fourth Street South « P.O. Box 14042 « St. Petersburg e Florida 33733 « (813) 866-5151
A Forida Progress Company
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February 26, 1998

Ms. Kathy Carter, Clerk

Office of General Counsel

Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Room 638

3900 Commonwealth Blvd.

Tallahassee, FL 323939-3000

Dear Ms. Carter:

RE:  Florida Power Corporation, Bartow Plant

3>
EASvec

REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME on the Intent to Issue Title V' Air Operation Permit,

Draft Permit No. 1030011-002-AV

On October 6, 1997, Florida Power Corporation (FPC) received the above-referenced Intent to
Issue Title V Air Operation Permit. A review of the permit conditions has revealed that several
“issues remain to be resolved. The Department previously agreed to grant an Order extending the
time to file a petition until February 27, 1998. Mr. Scott-Osbourn of my staff has had discussions
with Mr. Scott Sheplak of the Department who agreed that an additional extension of time to
discuss these issues is appropriate. Therefore, based upon the Department’'s concurrence and
pursuant to Rules 62-103.050 and 28-106.111, Fla. Admin. Code, FPC respectfully requests an
extension of time in which to file a petition for an administrative hearing under Sections 120.569

and 120.57, Fla. Stat., up to and including March 31, 1998.

If you should have any questions, please contact Mr. Scott Osbourn of FPC at (813) 866-5158.

Sincerely,

D .

W. Jetfrey Pardue, C.E.P. Robert A. Manning, Esq.
Director, Environmental Services Department Hopping Green Sams & Smith

Title V Responsible Official

cc:  Scott Sheplak, DEP
Jeffrey Brown, DEP OGC

GENERAL OFFICE: 3201 Thirty-fourth Street South « P.O. Box 14042 « St. Petersburg « Florida 33733 « (813) 866-5151
A Florida Progress Company
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March 24, 1998

. RECEIVED

MAR 1938
Ms. Kathy Carter, Clerk 30
Office of General Counsel BUREAU OF
Florida Department of Environmental Protection _ AR REGULATION

Room 638 _
3900 Commonwealth Blvd.
Tallahassee, FL 32399-3000

Dear Ms. Carter:

RE: Florida Power Corporation, Bartow Plant
REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME on the Intent to Issue Title V Air Operation Permit,
Draft Permit No. 1030011-002-AV

On October 6, 1997, Florida Power Corporation (FPC) received the above-referenced Intent to
Issue Title V Air Operation Permit. A review of the permit conditions has revealed that several
issues remain to be resolved. The Department previously agreed to grant an Order extending the
time to file a petition until March 31, 1998. Mr. Scott Osbourn of my staff has had discussions with
Mr. Scott Sheplak of the Department who agreed that an additional extension of time to discuss
these issues is appropriate. Therefore, based upon the Department’s concurrence and pursuant to
Rules 62-103.050 and 28-106.111, Fla. Admin. Code, FPC respectfully requests an extension of
time in which to file a petition for an administrative hearing under Sections 120.569 and 120.57, Fla.
Stat., up to and including April 30, 1998.

if you should have any questions,.please contact Mr. Scott Osbourn of FPC at (813) 866-5158.

Sincerely,

e
W. Jeffrey Pardue, C.E.P. , Robert A. Manning, Esg.
Director, Environmental Services Department Hopping Green Sams & Smith

Title V Responsible Official #
€

cc: Scott Sheplak, DEP
Jeftrey Brown, DEP OGC

GENERAL OFFICE: 3201 Thirty-fourth Street South ¢ P.O. Box 14042 « St. Petersburg  Florida 33733 « (813) 866-5151
. A Florida Progress Compaony



Department of
Environmental Protection

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

March 27, 1998

Mr. Scott H. Osbourn

Senior Environmental Engineer
Florida Power Corporation
P.O. Box 14042

St. Petersburg, FL 33733

Re: Comments on DRAFT Title V Permit
File No. 1030011-002-AV
Bartow Plant, Pinellas Counry

Dear Mr. Osbourn:

We received your comments dated November 11, 1997 on the Draft Title V permit for the
Bartow Plant. The following comments are in response to your comments. We included revised
language where necessary to clearly show the revisions or changes to the permit. We often did not
include the revised language when we agreed with the requested change. Nothing in the following
changes will require the pubiication of a new Notice of Intent to Issue, nor will they prevent the issuance
of the Proposed permit.

Please advise if your comments have been adequately addressed, or if you have comments on the
cther changes so that we may proceed to the Proposed permit stage. If you should have any questions,

please call Edward J. Svec at 850/921-8985.

Sincerely,

W 7.
Scott M. Sheplak, P.E.

Administrator
Title V Section

SMS/es
attachment N

copy to:

Mr. W. Jeffrey Pardue, C.E.P., FPC

Ken Jlosky, P.E., Golder Associates

Mr. Bill Thomas, P.E., DEP Southwest District, Air Section
Mir. Gary Robbins, PCDEM, Air Quality Division

“Protect, Conserve and Manage Florida’s Environment and Natural Resources™

Printed on recycled poper.



PROPOSED PERMIT DETERMINATION

PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Page 1 of 16 '

I. Public Notice.

An “INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT?” to Florida Power Corporation
for the Bartow Plant located at Weedon Island, St. Petersburg, Pinellas County was clerked on October 1,
1997. ‘The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT"” was
published in the Tampa Tribune on November 18, 1997. The DRAFT Title V Air Operation Permit was
available for public inspection at the Pinellas County Department of Environmental Management Air
Quality Division in Clearwater and the permitting authority’s office in Tallahassee. Proof of publication
of the “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” was received
on December 18, 1997.

I1. Public Comment(s).

Comments were received and the DRAFT Title V Operation Permit was changed. The
comments were not considered significant enough to reissue the DRAFT Title V Permit and require
another Public Notice. Comments were received from two respondents during the 30 (thirty) day public
comment period. Listed below is each comment letter in the chronological order of receipt and a
response to each comment in the order that the comment was received. The comment(s) will not be
restated. Where duplicative comments exist, the original response is referenced. '

A. Letter from Mr. Gary Robbiné, Pinellas County Department of Environmental Management Air
Quality Division dated October 17, 1997, and received on October 22, 1997.

1.R: The Department agrees with the comment and as a result the rule cite for Section II. Facility-
wide Conditions., specific condition 2. 1s changed as fellows:

From: 2. Not federally enforceable. General Pollutant Emission Limiting Standards.
Objectionable Odor Prohibited. No person shall not cause, suffer, allow, or permit the
discharge of air poliutants which cause or contribute to an objectionable odor.

[Rule 62-296.320(2), F.A.C.; and, Pinellas County Ordinarice No. §9-70, Subpart 6.620,
as amended] ' : ' ' '

To: 2. Not federally enfcrceable. General Pollutant Emission Limiting Standards.
Objectionable Odor Prohibited. No person shall not cause, suffer, allow, or permit the
discharge of air pollutants which cause or contribute to an objectionable odor.

[Rule 62-296.320(2), F.A.C.; and, Pinellas County Ordinance 97-05, Section 33, Sec. 58-
178]




PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Page 2 of 16

2.R: The Department disagrees with the comment. The applicable réquirement for frequency of testing
in Rule 62-297.310(7), F.A.C. states that “During each federal fiscal year (October 1 - September 30),
unless otherwise specified by ruie, order, or permit, the owner or operator of each emissions unit shall
have a formal compliance test conducted for...”. The test date can be agreed upon by the regulatory
agency and the permittee but there is no rule basis for establishing a specific testing date. The condition
will remain as.noticed.

3.R: The Department agrees with the comment, except for specific condition E.19. which will remain as
noticed. As a result of the comment, the following changes are made:

From:
A.28., B.18., C.15., and D.13. Frequency of Compliance Tests. The following provisions apply
only to those emissions units that are subject to an emissions limiting standard for which ......

9. The owner or operator shall notify the Department, at least 15 days prior to the date on
whicl. each formal compliance test is to begin, of the date, time, and place of each such test,
and the test contact person who will be responsible for coordinating and having such test
conducted for the owner or operator.
(b) Special Compliance Tests. When the Department, after investigation, has good reason (such
as complaints, increased visible emissions or questionable maintenance of control equipment) to
believe that any applicable emission standard contained in a Department rule or in a permit
issited pursuant to those rules is being violated, it may require the owner or operator of the
emissions unit to conduct compliance tests which identify the nature and quantity of pollutant
emissions from the emissions unit and to provide a report on the results of said tests to the
Department.

A.35.,B.23., and D.14. Test Reports.
(a) The owner or operator of an emissions unit for which a compliance test is required shall file
a report with the Department on the results of each such test. '
(b) The required test report shall be filed with the Department as soon as practical but no later
than 45 days after the last sampling run of each test is completed.
(c) The test report shall provide sufficient detail on the emissions unit tested and the test

* procedures used to allow the Department to determine if the test was properly conducted and the
test results properly computed. As a minimum, the test report, other than for an EPA or DEP
Method 9 test, shall provide the following information:

(h) The total of used oil burned at the facility for the most recent consecutive 12-month period.
These records shall be recorded in a permanent form suitable for inspection by the Department
upon request, and shall be retained for at least a five year period.

[40 CFR 279.65 & 66; 40 CFR 761.20(3)(b); and, Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]



PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
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B.21. In the case of excess emissions resulting from malfunctions, each owner or operator shall
notify the Department in accordance with Rule 62-4.130, F.A.C. A full written report on the
malfunctions shall be submitted in a quarterly report, if requested by the Department.

[Rule 62-210.700(6), F.A.C.]

C.7.  Excess emissions from these emissions units resulting from startup, shutdown or
malfunction shall be permitted provided that best operational practices to minimize emissions
are adhered to and the duration-of excess emissions shall be minimized but in no case exceed two
hours in any 24 hour period unless specifically authorized by the Departnient for longer duration.
[Rule 62-210.700(1), F.A.C.]

C.18. Test Reports.
(a) The owner or operator of an emissions unit for which a compliance test is required shall file

a report with the Department on the results of each such test.

(b) The required test report shall be filed with the Department as soon as practical but no later
than 45 days after the last sampling run of each test is completed.

[Rule 62-297.310(8), F.A.C.]

E.18. Malfunction Reporting. In the case of excess emissions resulting from malfunctions, the
owner or operator shall notify the Department’s Southwest District Office, if a generator is
located in Pasco County, in accordance with Rule 62-4.130, F.A.C. A full written report on the
malfunctions shall be submitted in a quarterly report, if requested by the Department.

[Rule 62-210.700(6), F.A.C.] '

To:
A.28.,B.18., C.15., and D.13. Frequencv of Compliance Tests. The following provisions apply
‘only to those emissions units that are subject to an emissions limiting standard for which ......

9. The owner or operator shall notify the PCDEM, at least 15 days prior to the date on
which each formal compliance test is to begin, of the date, time, and place of each such test,
and the test contact person who will be responsible for coordinating and having such test
conducted for the owner or operator. _
(b) Special Compliance Tests.” When the PCDEM, after investigation, has good reazon (such as
complaints, increased visible emissions or questionable maintenance of control equipiment) to
believe that any applicable emission standard contained in a Department rule or in a permit
issued pursuant to those rules is being violated, it may require the owner or operator of the
emissions unit to conduct compliance tests which identify the nature and quantity of pollutant
emisstons from the emissions unit and to provide a report on the results of said tests to the
PCDEM.




PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
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A.35., B.23., and D.14. Test Reports.

(a) The owner or operator of an emissions unit for which a compliance test is required shall file
a report with the PCDEM on the results of each such test.

(b) The required test report shall be filed with the PCDEM as soon as practical but no later than
45 days after the last sampling run of each test is completed.

(¢) The test report shall provide sufficient detail on the emissions unit tested and the test
procedures used to allow the PCDEM to determine if the test was properly conducted and the test
results properly computed. As a minimum, the test report, other than for an EPA or DEP Method
9 test, shall provide the following information:

A.36. In order to document continuing compliance with specific condition A.11., the permittee

(h) The total of used oil burned at the facility for the most recent consecutive 12-month period.
These records shall be recorded in a permanent form suitable for inspection by the PCDEM upon
request, and shall be retained for at least a five year period.

[40 CFR 279.65 & 66; 40 CFR 761.20(3)(b); and, Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]

B.21. In the case of excess emissions resulting from malfunctions, each owner or operator shall
notify PCDEM in accordance with Rule 62-4.130, F.A.C. A full written report on the
malfunctions shall be submitted in a quarterly report, if requested by PCDEM.

[Rule 62-210.700(6), F.A.C.]

C.7.  Excess emissions from these emissions units resulting from startup, shutdown or
malfunction shzll be permitted provided that best operational practices to minimize emissions
are adhered to and the duration of excess emissions shall be minimized but in no case exceed two
hours in any 24 hour period unless specifically authorized by PCDEM for longer duration.

[Rule 62-210.700(1), F.A.C.]

C.18. Test Reports.
(a) The owner or operator of an emissions unit for which a compliance test is required shall file

a report with PCDEM on the results of each such test.

(b) The required test report shall be filed with PCDEM as soon as practical but no later than 45
days after the last sampling run of each test is completed.

[Rule 62-297.310(8), F.A.C.]

E.18. Malfunction Reporting. In the case of excess emissions resulting from malfunctions, the
owner or operator shall notify the PCDEM, if a generator is located in Pinellas County, in
accordance with Rule 62-4.130, F.A.C. A full written report on the malfunctions shall be
submitted in a quarterly report, if requested by the PCDEM.

[Rule 62-210.700(6), F.A.C.]




PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Page 5 of 16

4.R: This specific condition was carried over from the cuitent operating permits for the three emissions
units. The condition states that for the purpose of the annual operating report, particulate matter
emissions are calculated using the particulate matter stack test results and the other pollutants are
estimated using emission factors and fuel usage. Since there are no required stack tests for the other
pollutants cited in the condition, the Department fails to see how stack test results are used to calculate
emissions of the other pollutants. The condition will remain unchanged.

5.R: The Department agrees with the comment and will change specific conditions A.41. and D.15., as
follows:

From:
A.41. EU.ID No. -001 Operation and Maintenance Plan. The General Electric Services, Inc.
Model 1-BAB1.2X37(9)36.0-434-4.3P electrostatic precipitator shall be operated and maintained
in accordance with the Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Plan, dated 10/04/93 and on file with
the Department. The O&M Plan documentation logs shall be maintained for a minimum of five
years and made avallab]e for inspection upon request. At a minimum, the O&M Plan shall
1nclude
. The operating parameters of the contro! device

2. A timetable of routine weekly, bi-weekly, or monthly observations of the pollution

control device.

3. A list of the type and quantity of the required spare parts which are stored on the

premises for the pollution control device.

4. A record log which shows at a minimum when maintenance was performed what

maintenance was performed, and by whom.
[Rule 62-296.700(6), F.A.C.; and Pinellas County Ordinance No. §9-70, Subpart 2.230, as
amended]

D.15. Not Federally Enforceable. Operation and Maintenance Plan. The permittee shall
follow the Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Plan received June 4, 1993 and on file with the
PCDEM. The O&M Plan documentation logs shall be maintained for a minimum of five years
and made available for inspection upon request. At a minimum, the O&M Plan shall include:
. The operating parameters of the control device
2 Timetable for routine maintenance of the pollution control device as specxfed by the
manufacturer.
3. A timetable of routine weekly, bi-weekly, or monthly observations of the pollution
control device.
4. A list of the type and quantity of the required spare parts which are stored on the
premises for the pollution control device.
5. A record log which shows at a minimum when maintenance was performed, what
maintenance was performed, and by whom.
[Pinellas County Ordinance No 89-70, Section 3, Subpart 2.230(1) & (2), adopted ‘January 2,
1990]
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To:
A.41. E.U. ID No. -001 Operation and Maintenance Plan. The General Electric Services, Inc.

Model 1-BAB1.2X37(9)36.0-434-4.3P electrostatic precipitator shall be operated and maintained
in accordance with the Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Plan, dated 10/04/93 and on file with
the Department. The O&M Plan documentation logs shall be maintained for a minimum of five
years and made available for inspection upon request. At a minimum, the O&M Plan shall
include:
1. The operating parameters of the control device
2. A timetable of routine weekly, bi-weekly, or monthly observations of the poliution
control device.
3. A list of the type and quantity of the required spare parts which are stored on the
premises for the pollution control device.
4, A record log which shows at a minimum when maintenance was performed what
maintenance was performed, and by whom.
[Rule 62-296.700(6), F.A.C.; and Pinellas County Ordinance 97-05, Section 22, Sec. 58-128]

D.15. Not Federally Enforceable. Operation and Maintenance Plan. The permittee shall
follow the Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Plan received June 4, 1993 and on file with the
PCDEM. The O&M Plan documentation {ogs shali be maintained for a minimum of five years
and made available for inspection upon request. At a minimum, the O&M Plan shall include:
1. The operating parameters of the control device
2. Timetable for routine maintenance of the pollution control device as specified by the.
manufacturer.
3. A timetable of routine weekly, bi-weekly, or monthly observations of the pollution
control device.
4. A list of the type and quantity of the required spare parts which are stored on the
premises for the pollution control device. :
5. A record log which shows at a minimum when maintenance was performed, what
maintenance was performed, and by whom.
[Pinellas County Ordinance 97-05, Section 22, Sec. 58-128]

6.R: See response A.2.R:, above.
7.R: See response A.2.R:, above.

B. Letter from Mr. Scott Osbourn, Florida Power Corporation dated November 11, 1997, and received
~on November 24, 1997. :

General Comments

1.R: The Department agrees with the comment. See the following section where this comment is
addressed.
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2.R: The Department acknowledges the comment. A copy of the public notice and the proof of
publication has been sent to the attention of Mr. Scott Osbourn.

3.R: The Department agrees with the comment and the following change is made to the Table of
Contents:

From:
II1. Emissions Unit(s) and Conditions
A. Emissions Units -001 No. 1 Unit, Fossil Fuel Fired Steam Generator............ 6-21
with Electrostatic Precipitator
=002 No. 2 Unit, Fossil Fuel Fired Steam Generator
-003 No. 2 Unit, Fossi! Fuel Fired Steam Generator

To:
III. Emissions Unit(s) and Conditions
A. Emissions Units -001 No. 1 Unit, Fossil Fuel Fired Steam Generator............ 6-21
with Electrostatic Precipitator
-002 No. 2 Unit, Fossil Fuel Fired Steam Generator
-003 No. 3 Unit, Fossil Fuel Fired Steam Generator

4.R: The Department agrees with the comment. See the following section where this comment is
addressed.
Section II. Facility-wide Comments

5.R: The Department agrees with the comment and the following changes are made to Section II.,
Facility-wide Conditions:

From:
2. Not federally enforceable. General Pollutant Emission Limiting Standards. Objectionable

Odor Prohibited. No person shall not cause, suffer, allow, or permit the discharge of air
pollutants which cause or contribute to an objectionable odor.
[Rule 62-296.320(2), F.A.C.; and, Pinellas County Ordinance 97-05, Section 33, Sec. 58-178]

To:

2. Not federally enforceable. General Pollutant Emission Limiting Standards. Objectionable
Odor Prohibited. No person shall cause, suffer, allow, or permit the discharge of air poliutants
which cause or contribute to an objectionable odor.
[Rule 62-296.320(2), F.A.C.; and, Pinellas County Ordinance 97-05, Section 33, Sec. 58-178]

\

6.R: The request to change condition 3 of the Facility-wide Conditions is not consistent with other
permits issued by this office, and the condition as written is clear, so no change will be made.
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7.R: Pursuant to rule change, the term “exempt” will be changed to “insignificant” where appropriate
throughout the permit.

8.R: The request to change condition 7 of the Facility-wide Conditions is not consistent with other
permits issued by this office, and the condition as written is clear, so no change will be made.

SectionIll. Subsection A.

9.R: The Department disagrees with the comment. The Department has addressed the issue of the
electrostatic precipitator in a letter dated June 24, 1996 which references “PSD Applicability
Determination - Bartow Unit No. 1 PSD” , so no change will be made.

10.R: The requested change is not consistent with other permits issued by this office, so no change will
be made.

11.R: The Department acknowledges the comment. In response, the Department will add the following
permitting note: '

Add:
{Permitting Note: 40 CFR 761.20, dated March 18, 1996, defines * quantlﬂable level” of PCBs
as 2 parts per million.} .

In addition, the Federal rule was incorrectly cited and will be changed from 40 CFR 271.20(e)(3) to 40
CFR 761.20(e)(3).

12.R: The Department agrees with the comment and as a result of the comment, condition A.6. is
changed as follows:

From:

~ A.6. Visible Emissions - Soot Blowing and Load Change. Visible emissions shall not exceed 60
percent opacity during the 3-hours in any 24 hour period of excess emissions allowed for boiler
cleaning (soot blowing) and load change. :

A load change occurs when the operational capacity of a unit is in the 10 percent to 100
percent capacity range, other than startup or shutdown, which exceeds 10 percent of the unit’s
rated capacity and which occurs at a rate of 0.5 percent per minute or more.

Visible emissions above 60 percent opacity shall be allowed for not more than 4, six (6) -
minute periods, during the 3-hour period of excess emissions allowed under this subparagraph,
for boiler cleaning and load changes, at units which have installed and are operating, or have
committed to install or operate, continuous opacity monitors.

.[Rules 62-210.700(3) and 62-296.702(2)(b), F.A.C.]
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To:

A.6. Visible Emissions - Soot Blowing and Load Change. Visible emissions resulting from
boiler cleaning (soot blowing) and load change shall be permitted provided the duration of such
excess emissions shall not exceed 3 hours in any 24-hour period and visible emissions shall not
exceed 60 percent opacity, and providing (1) best operationa} practices to minimize emissions
are adhered to and (2) the duration of the excess emissions shall be minimized.

A load change occurs when the operational capacity of a unit is in the 10 percent to 100
percent capacity range, other than startup or shutdown, which exceeds 10 percent of the unit’s
rated capacity and which occurs at a rate of 0.5 percent per minute or more.

Visible emissions above 60 percent opacity shall be allowed for not more than 4, six (6) -
minute periods, during the 3-hour period of excess emissions allowed under this subparagraph,
for boiler cleaning and load changes, at units which have installed and are operating, or have
committed to install or operate, continuous opacity monitors.

Particulate matter emissions shall not exceed an average of 0.3 Ibs. per million Btu heat
input during the 3-hour period of excess emissions allowed by this subparagraph.
[Rules 62-210.700(3) and 62-296.702(2)(b), F.A.C.]

13.R: The request to change condition A.7. i$ not consistent with other permits issued by this office, and
the condition as written is clear, so no change will be made.

14.R: The request to change condition A.9. is not consistent with other permits issued by this office, and
the condition as written is clear, so no change will be made.

15.R: The Department feels that the used oil conditions are consistent with the other permits issued by
this office.

16.R: The operating permit for this emissions unit specifies that an opacity monitor is required for
determining compliance with the opacity standard. The condition will remain as noticed.

17.R: The Department agrees with the comment. Specific condition A.19. will be changed as follows:

From:

A.19. Visible emiscions. The test method for visible emissions shall be:

a. E.U. 1D Nos. -001. -002 and -003 EPA Method 9, incorporated in Chapter 62-297, F.A.C.
b. E.U.ID No. -001 Continuous cpacity monitor.

[Rule 62-296.702(3)(a)l1., F.A.C.; and, AO 52-233149]

To:

A.19. Visible emissions. The test method for visible emissions shal] be:

a. E.U. 1D Nos. -00:. -002 and -003 EPA Method 9, incorporated in Chapter 62-297, F.A.C.
b. E.U.ID No. -001 Continuous opacity monitor.

[Rule 62-296.702(3)(a), F.A.C.; and, AO 52-233149]

18.R: The request to change condition A.26. is not consistent with other permits issued by this office,
and the cendition as written is clear, so no change will be made.
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19.R: The request to change condition A.28. is not consistent with other permits issued by this office,
and the condition as written is clear, so no change will be made.

20.R: The request to change condition A.32. is not consistent with other permits issued by this office,
and the condition as written is clear, so no change will be made.

21.R: The requirements in condition A.39. were established by the compliance authority and will
remain. :

22.R: The facility is within the area of influence of a particulate matter maintenance area and this
applicable requirement will remain.

23.R: See response B.9.R:, above.

Section III. Subsection B.

24.R: The Department assumes the comment addresses condition B.17. rather than condition A.26. See
response B.18.R:, above.

25.R: The request to change conditions B.18. and B.20. is not consistent with other permits issued by
this office, and the conditions as written are clear, so no changes will be made.

Section III. Subsection C.

26.R: The request to change condition C.1. is not consistent with other permits issued by this office, and
the condition as written is clear, so no change will be made.

27.R: The Department agrees with the comment and the following change will be made:

From:

C.9. The permittee shall demonstrate compliance with the liquid fuel sulfur limit by means of 'a
fuel analysis provided by the vendor upon each fuel delivery. See specific condition C.12.
[Rule 62-213.440, F.A.C.]

To:

C.9. Not federally enforceable. The permittee shall demonstrate compliance with the liquid
fuel sulfur limit by means of a fuel analysis provided by the vendor upon each fuel delivery. See
specific condition C.12.

[Rule 62-213.440, F.A.C.]

28.R: The process variable required to be determined is heat input. The condition is an applicable
requirement.
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29.R: This language is contained in the emissions units’ current operating permits. Since the applicant
did not request capacity to be defined as 95 to 100 percent of the peak heat input rate, as specified in the
guidance document, the condition will remain as noticed.

30.R: The Department assumes the comment addresses condition C.14. rather than condition A.26. See
response B.18.R:, above.

31.R: Seeresponse B.21.R:, above.

Section I1I. Subsection D.

32.R: The applicant had previously requested that particulate matter emissions not exceed 1.0 pound per
hour and 0.35 ton per year, see condition D.4., in order to escape the requirements of RACT for
particulate matter. This limits the transfer of flyash to 700 hours per year. The condition will remain as
noticed.

33.R: The request to change condition D.4. is not consistent with other permits issued by this offize, and
the condition as written is clear, so no change will be made.

34.R: The process rate is described in condition D.1. The condition will remain as noticed.

35.R: The request to change condition D.7. is not consistent with other permits issued by this office, and
the condition as written is clear, so no change will be made.

36.R: The requast to change condition D.8. is not consistent with other permits issued by this office, and
the condition as written is clear, so no change will be made.

37.R: See response B.18.R:, above.

38.R: The request to change conditions D.11., D.12., D.13. and D.14. is not consistent with other
permits issued by this office, and the conditions as written are clear, so no changes will be made.

Section 111. Subsection E.

39.R: The Department disagrees that condition E.22. contains no requirements requiring compliance.
This condition supports a source obligation made by the permittee to escape PSD review. However, in
order to make this subsection more consistent with the other permits which address the three relocatable
diesel generators, the foiiowing changes are made:
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From:
Subsection E. This section addresses the following emissions unit(s).

E.U.
ID No. Brief Description
-XXX Relocatable Diesel Fired Generator(s)

These relocatable emissions units are Caterpillar Model 3508-DITA 820 kilowatt diesel
generators. The maximum heat input is 25.74 million Btu per hour (MMBtu/hour) while being
fueled by 186.3 gallons of new No. 2 fuel oil per hour with a maximum rating of 2460 kilowatts.
Emissions from the generators are uncontrolled. The generators may be relocated at any of the
following facilities:

Crystal River Plant, Powerline Road, Red Level, Citrus County.

Bartow Plant, Weedon [sland, St. Petersburg, Pinellas County.

Higgins Plant, Shore Drive, Oldsmar, Pinellas County.

Bayboro Plant, 13th Ave. & 2nd St. South, St. Petersburg, Pinellas County.

Wildwood Reclamation Facility, State Road 462, 1 mi. east of U.S. 301, Wildwood, Sumter
County.

6. The future FPC Polk County Site, County Road 555, 1 mi. southwest of Homeland, Polk

County.

WAL N —

{Permitting notes: These emissions units are regulated under Rule 62-210.300, F.A.C., Permits
Required. Each generator has its own stack.}

E.1. Permitted Capacitv. The maximuni operation heat input rate for each generator shall not

exceed 25.74 million Btu per hour.
[Rules 62-4.160(2) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.]

E.3. Methods of Operation - Fuels. Only new low sulfur No. 2 fuel oil shall be fired in the
combustion turbine(s).
[Rule 62-213.410, F.A.C.]

E.4. Hours of Operation. The hours of operation expressed as “eﬁgine-.hour.s” shall not .....
[Rules 62-4.160(2) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.; and, AO 09-205952.]

E.S. Visible Emissions. Visible emissions from each generator .....
[Rule 62-296.320(4)(b)1., F.A.C.; and, AO 09-205952.]

E.6. Sulfur Dioxide - Sulfur Content. The sulfur content of the new No. 2 fuel oil shall nut

exceed 0.50 percent, by weight.
[Requested in initial Title V permit application dated June 12, 1996; and AC 09-202080.]




PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Page 13 of 16

E.13. Operating Rate During Testing. Testing of emissions shall be conducted with the
generator(s) operating at 90 to 100 percent of the maximum fuel firing rate of 186.3 gallons per
hour. If it is impracticable to test at permitted capacity, an emissions unit may be tested .....
[Rules 62-297.310(2), F.A.C.; and, Permit AO 09-205952.]

E.17. After each relocation, each generator shall be tested within 30 days of startup for opacity
and the fuel shall be analyzed for the sulfur content. See specific conditions B.6, B.9, and B.12.
[Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-297.310{7)(b),F.A.C.; and, AO 09-205952.]

E.21. To cemonstrate compliance with specific condition E.6., records of the sulfur content, .....
[Rule 62-297.310(8), F.A.C.; and, AO 09-205952.]

E.22. Specific conditions in construction permit AC 09-202080, limiting .....
[Rule 62-212.400(2)(g), F.A.C.; and, AC 09-202080 and AO 09-205952.]

To:
Subsection E. This section addresses the following emissions unit(s).

Facility E.U.ID Brief Description
ID No. No. :
7775047 -001 Three relocatable diesel fired generators, rated at

0.82 MW, 8.58 mmBtu/hr while being fueled by
62.1 gallons of new number 2 fuel oil per hour, with
emissions exhausted through a 15 ft. stack.

These relocatable emissions units are Caterpiliar Model 3508-DITA 820 kilowatt diesel
generators. The generators may be relocated to any of the following facilities:

Crystal River Plant, Powerline Road, Red Level, Citrus County.

Bartow Plant, Weedon Island, St. Petersburg, Pinellas County. A

Higgins Plant, Shore Drive, Oldsmar, Pinellas County. A

Bayboro Plant, 13th Ave. & 2nd St. South, St. Petersburg, Pinellas County.

Wildwood Reclamation Facility, State Road 462, 1 mi. east of U.S. 301, Wildwood, Sumter
County.

The future FPC Polk County Site, County Road 555, 1 mi. southwest of Homeland, Polk
County.

B LN —

(=2

{Permitting notes: These emissions units are regulated under Rule 62-210.300, F.A.C., Permits
Required. Each generator has its own stack. This section of the permit is only applicable when
the generator(s) is(are) locuted at the Bartow Facility.}

E.1. Permitted Capacitv. The maximum heat input rate for each generator shall not exceed 8.58
million Btu per hour.
[Rules 62-4.160(2) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.]
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E.3. Methods of Operation - Fuels. Only new No. 2 fuel oil with a maximum sulfur content of
0.5% by weight shall be fired in the diesel generator(s).
[Rule 62-213.410, F.A.C. and, AC 09-202080.]

E.4. Hours of Operation. The hours of operation expressed as “engine-hours” shall not .....
[Rules 62-4.160(2) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.; and, AC 09-202080.]

- E.5. Visible Emissions. Visible emissions from each generator .....
(Rule 62-296.320(4)(b)1., F.A.C.; and, AC 09-202080.]

Monitorine of Operations

E.6. Fuel Sulfur Analvsis. The permittee shall demonstrate compliance with the liquid fuel
sulfur limit by means of a fuel analysis provided by the vendor or permittee upon each fuel
delivery. See specific conditions E.12. and E.21.

(Rule 62-213.440, F.A.C.]

E.13. Operating Rate During Testing. Testing of emissions shall be conducted with the
generator(s) operating at 90 to 100 percent of the maximum fuel firing rate of 62.1 gallons per
hour, for each generator. If it is impracticable to test at permitted capacity, an emissions unit
may be tested.....

[Rule 62-297.310(2), F.A.C.; and, AC 09-202080.]

E.17. After each relocation, each generator shall be tested within 30 days of startup for opacity
and the fuel shall be analyzed for the sulfur content. See specific conditions E.3., E.9., and E.12.
[Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-297.310(7)(b),F.A.C.; and, AO 09-205952.]

E.21. To demonstrate compliance with specific condition E.3., records of the sulfur content, .....
[Rule 62-297.310(8), F.A.C.; and, AC 09-202080.]

E.22. Specific conditions in construction permit AC 09-202080, limiting .....
[Rule 62-212.400(2)(g), F.A.C.; and, AC 09-202080.]

Section IV. Acid Rain Part.

40.R: Condition A.l.a refers to the application by referencing the date of FPC’s application, so no
change will be made.

41.R: The requested deletion of condition A.S. is not consistent with other permits issued by this office,
so the condition will not be deleted.

42.R: The request to move condition A.4. to the facility-wide section of the permit is not consistent with
other permits issued by this office, so the condition will not be moved.
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Appendix U-1, List of Unregulated Emissions Units and/or Activities.

43.R: The list of unregulated emissions units and/or activities was complied from information submitted
in the permit application. If the applicant feels there is duplication or the information submitted was
incorrect, the Department will require a statement from the responsible official which identifies the items
needing correction and a certification that the information is accurate. Otherwise the appendix will
remain as noticed.

Permit Summary Tables, Table 1-1.

44.R: The Department will make all necessary corrections to Tables 1-1 and 2-1 to reflect the changes
made in responding to the comments from both PCDEM and FPC.

C. Title V permitting formats were updated due to recent rule changes and after considering comments
received from the electric utilities. This permit reflects these changes. A brief summary of the changes
is below. K

1. Recent rule changes changed “exempt activities” to “insignificant activities.” Rules 62-213.430(6),
F.A.C. and 62-210, F.A.C., reflecting this change went into effect November 13, 1997.

a. The department inserted a condition in Appendix TV-1 clarifying that a Title V source can add an
“insignificant activity” at its facility in accordance with the criteria under Rule 62-213.430(6), F.A.C.,
and include it in the Title V permit’s list of “insignificant activities” at the next renewal, in accordance
with Rule 62-213.430(6), F.A.C. See condition number 40.

b. Appendix E-1 has been changed to Appendix I-1, and the language of this appendix was revised to
refer to insignificant emissions units where appropriate.

c. Appendix U-1 has been revised to refer to insignificant emissions units instead of exempt emissions
units.

2. Several changes were made to Appendix TV-1 to reflect the rule changes discussed above, and to
properly identify conditions that are not federally enforceable.
a. The following additional rules have been marked as “not federally enforceable™:
62-4.030, F.A.C., General Prohibition, (see condition number 1.)
62-4.220, F.A.C., Operation Permit for New Sources, (see condition number 14.)
62-210.300(5) , F.A.C., Notification of Startup, (see condition number 19.)
b. Appendix TV-1, now carries a version date of “12/02/97”.

3. Since the issuance of the PROPOSED permit was delayed by extensions of time to file for hearing
~ past the first of the year, the following dates are changed, as follows:
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From: Effective Date: January 1, 1998
Renewal Application Due Date: July 5, 2002
Expiration Date: December 31, 2002

To: Effective Date: January 1, 1999
Renewal Application Due Date: July 5, 2003
Expiration Date: December 31, 2003

D. Document(s) on file with the permitting authority:
-Letter received October 17,1997, from Mr. Gary Robbins.
-Letter received November 24, 1997, from Mr. Scott Osbourn.

III. Conclusion.

The permitting authority hereby issues the PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV, with any changes
noted above.
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FPC MEETING WITH THE DEP BUREAU OF AIR REGULATION
Title V Permit Issues: DeBary, Anclote and Bartow Plants
May 22, 1998 at 10 AM

AGEND Y]

DeBary Fa itle V P ; It is FPC's understanding that the majority of lssues
regarding the DeBary Draft Title V Pemmit have been resolved, In accordance with FPC's comment
letter dated August 20, 1997, and DEP's responses dated October 2, 1997 and October 21, 1997.
The remaining contested issues, as detailed in the Petition for Administrative Hearing, are
summarized below. These same issues were addressed satisfactorily in FPC's Intercession City
Title V permit. As a procedural note, it is FPC's understanding that its Petition on this permit, filed
November 4, 1997, has not yet been forwarded to DOAH.

. Candition B.5 For Units 7 - 10, the unit-specific hours-of-operation limits are inappropriate
and should be deleted. These units are regulated collectively and should have an
aggregate hour total.

. Condition B.7 through B.12. The unit-specific tons per year limitations are inappropriate and
should be deleted. These units are regulated collectively and should have aggregate ton

per year limits per poliutant..

clote Facility Dr e V Permit; The primary issue on the Anclote Draft Title V Permit relates
to the use of used oil at this facllity, although there are other minor issues detailed In the Petition for
Administrative Hearing. Procedurally, FPC and DEP currently have a third joint Mation for
Extension of Time pending before DOAH on this matter untii May 31, 1898. By letter dated
February 2, 19988, FPC stated that it intends to motion for DOAH to relinquish jurisdiction, as soon
as it receives confirmation in writing from DEP of the resolution of all of the issues, so that DEP can
issue this permit in Propoged and Final form. Finally, as detailed in the February 2 letter, FPC does
not believe that it is appropriate to require an additional public notice on this permit,

Bartow Draft Title V Permit: Following is a brief summary of the primary issues involved in the
Petition for Administrative Hearing on the Bartow Draft Title V permit. Please refer te FPC's Petition

dated April 30, 1998, FPC's comment letter dated November 11, 1997, and DEP's response dated
March 27, 1998, for a complete description of the issues.

. ESP - There is no appl}cable requirement, nor underlying permitting rationale, for retaining
and utilizing the ESP for Unit No. 1. FPC's 1982 State Air Construction Permit required the
use of the ESP only when burning a coal/cil mixture. FPC has not burned this fuel for 11
years, nor Is it intended to be bumed in the future. Therefore, the Inclusian of the
raquirement in the Title V permit to maintain and utilize the ESP is in error.

. Condition A.7. (Same comment for Condition A.8.)) Regarding specifying the conditions

which indicate the applicable compliance determination methods, other "“final" Title V
permits issued by DEP include such clarifications (e.g., FPC's Higgins Final Title V Permit).

/



MAY 19 ‘S8 ©63:23PM FPC ENYIRONMENTAL P.3

Regarding the clarification that the PM emission limit applies only during steady siate
operations, FPC believes that this is a reasonable request. Further the allowable TPY
figuree should be revised to reflect the higher PM emissions allowed during soot blowing
and foad changing. At a minimum, Condition A.7. should refarence the excess emissions
provisiong under Condition A.6., A.14. - A.186.

. Condlition A.19. There is no need to require the test method for VE for Emission Unit 1 to
be based on COMs; the COMs are required by Part 75 only; DEP Method 9 is the
appropriate test method for DEP's opacity limit.

, Condition A. 28. Specifying the pollutants for which annual compliance tests are required is
consistent with other DEP Title V permits. For example, FPC's Intercession City permit and
the City of Vero Beach's final Title V permit contain such clarification.

. Condition A.32(c) Itis unnecessary to require the highest concentration of each constituent
of the used cil as determined by any analysis to be assumed to be the concentration of the
constlituent of blended used oil.

. Condition A.39. and C.19 |t is inappropriate to specify the emission factors for calculating
annual emissions because of the continually changing nature of emission factors.

. Condition A.40. The "process parameters” provisions in this condition should be deleted
because they are redundant with other conditions in this Title V permit. Also the last
sentence of this condition should be clarified to stats who can request to Inspect the

records,

. Condition A. 41, This condition contains an O&M plan for the ESP. Since the ESP should
not be required. the O&M plan is obsolete and should be deleted.

. Condition B.18. and B.20. Paragraphs a.2, a.4.(b), a.4.(c), a.5. and all ot Condition B.20.
should be deleted because they relate to PM testing for a unit that is subject only to a visible

emission and fuel sulfur content limit.

. Condition_C.1 It seems unnecessary to identify the heat input of 714 mmbtu/hr eight
separate times. It should be simplified as a single haat input for all fuel types. Also, a

permitting note should be included indicating that the maximum heat input will vary in
accordance with the inlet air temperature (e.g., FPC's Higgins Final Title V permit).

. Condition €.10. This "process variable” condition should be deleted because there are no
standards for which process variables are required to be determined.

. Condition C,13, The operating rate during testing should reflect DEP's latest guidance
regarding the use of heat input curves for capacity determination purposes during testing.

. Condition D.3. The hourly limit an the transfer of fly ash is inappropriate and should be
deleted because the 5% opagcity standard provides sufficient reasanable assurance that the
hourly PM limit is being attained. Moreover, because the use of the ESP should no longer

be required, use of the fly ash system will be unnecessary.

- aL
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. Condition D.4. For clarification, this condition specifying a PM limit should contain & cross-
reference to condition D.7 which states that the tesling requirement for the PM limit is
waived because the permittee has acceptad a 5% opacity limit,

» Condition D.&, This "process variable” condition shoﬁld be deieted because there are no
standards for which process varigbles are required to be determined.

. Condition D.11 - D.14. Paragraphs (c},(d) and (e) of Condition D.11, all of condition D. 12,
paragraphs A.4(b) and (c¢), B.13(¢), and D.14(c), should all be deleted because they refer to
specific testing requirements, whereas this unit is only subject to a VE limit.

. Condition A.4 (Under the Acid Rain Part). The Department has agresd in other Title V
permits to move this facility-wide condition to the facility-wide saction of the Title V permit.

. Appendix U-1. Several of the tanks listed in this appendix for unregulated activities are
duplicated and should be corrected.



TITLE V STATUS SUMMARY

May 14, 1998
Plant Site Action Date Draft Extension Public Notice Date Date
A Received (14 day period) RequestExpires Published Proposed Final
Anclote-TV Petition for Hearing filed 9/4/97. FPC letter to DEP re: | 8/21/97 (9/4/97) 1/30/98 (for Joint DEP
- Resolution of Petition sent 2/2/98, . Response per ALJ);
requested extensions
until 3/31; 5/31
Bartow-TV FPC comments filed 11/11/87. DEP response to 10/6/97 (10/20/97) 10/20; 11/6; 12/8; 1/30; DEP
comments received 3/27/98; Petition for Hearing filed 2/27; 3/31; 4/30 .
4/30/98
Crystal River-TV FPC comments filed 11/12/07. DEP response to 9/26/97 (10/10/97) 10/10; 11/6; 12/8; 1/30; 10/13/97
comments received 1/13/98. FPC comments filed 2/27; 3/31; 4/30; 6/1
2/10/98. DEP response received 3/4/98. FPC
comments filed 4/14/98.
DeBary-TV FPC comments filed 8/25/97. Petition for hearing 7/28/97 (8/11/97) 8/11; 8/25; 9/5; 9/19; 103, { gy97
. 10/10; 10/24; 10/31; 11/4
filed 11/4/97. .
Higgins-TV FPC comments filed 10/27/97. 9/11/97 (9/25/97) 9/25; 10/22; 11/6; 11/24 DEP 11/20/97 1/8/98
Intercession City-TV FPC comments filed 9/17/97; Notice of Withdrawal of 8/22/97 (9/5/97) 9/5; 9/19; 10/3; 10/10 DEP 10/21/97 1/7/98
Ext.10/10/97. ‘
Suwannee-TV ». ¥ FPC comments filed 11/5/97. Additional info submitted 9/12/97 (9/26/97) 9/26; 10/24; 11/7;,12/8; DEP
1/8/98 re: Unit 3 high sulfur/ used oil modeling. 1/30; 2/27, 3/31; 6/1
Tiger Bay-TV SW District has forwarded to Tallahassee. No draft
permit issued yet.
" 9/10; 9/26; 10/10; 10/24;
Turner-TV FPC comments filed 9/25/97. 8/27/97 (9/10/97) 1177 11/24; 1730; 2/27: DEP
3/31; 4/30; 6/1
Avon Park-TV FPC comments filed 5/29/97. 5/1/97 (5/15/97) 5/15/97 5/7/197 6/26/97 1/8/98
Rio Pinar-TV FPC comments filed 8/29/97. 7/18/97 (8/1/97) 8/1/197 8/15/97 9/15/97 12/1/97
Bayboro-TV SW District has not yet issued draft.
] 7/11; 8/12; 8/29; 9/12; 9/26;
UF-Cogen-TV FPC comments filed 8/8/97. 6/27/97 (7/11/37) 10/10:10/24: 11/7: 12/1; 7124/97
1/30; 3/31; 61
UF-Cogen-PSD 6/27/97 (7111/97) S20;7/80; 902902 | 9/12/97

FPC accepted new language 9/12/97. '

Hines Energy-PSD

Permit issued 2/25/94. FPC submittals to DEP on
6/27/96; 9/9/96; 2/18/96; 4/14/98

Hines Energy-TV

Applications due w/in 180 days after commencement of
operation (12/23/98).

kuser\sosbourn\1998\titvstat.doc .
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Best Available Copy

49.0

“.1 Anclote Aug-96 15,000 15,000 Used Oil | 6,000,000 0483 0.927 IPC
2 Anclote (SU) Aug-96 155 155 Used Oil | 9,991510 16.585 0.327 |05893 GEOTECH
3 Anclote (SU) Sep-96 155 155 Used Oil | 5,622,800 | 16.661 0339 | 05987 GEOTECH
4 Anclote 3/97 - 6/97 10,000 10,000 Used Oil | 6,048,000 | 15.8625 0.28 0.34 GEOTECH
16% Used | 6547375 | 4355 0-% 0166 ‘
o USE . '
5 Anclote Apr-97 16,000 12,652 ' _ Total Total RIO
: Oil Blend™| Total Blend |Used Only
Blend Blend
) Anclote (SU) May-97 317 317 Used Oil | 6,115,200 1.0 0.325 | 0.2671 GEOTECH
7 Anclote May-97 10,000 10,000 Used Oil | 6,000,000 36.9 0.491 0.956 IPC
& Suwannee 2 May-96 1,400 1400 Used Oil | 5,790,204 23.0 0.45 0.47 SELLERS
9 Suwannee 2 56p—96 1,500 1,500 Used Oil | 6,000,000 49,0 0.483 0.927 PC
10 Suwannee 2 Nov-96 1,500 1,500 Used Oll | 6,000,000 76.0 05 05 SELLERS
11 Suwannee 2 Mar-97 302 502 Used Oil | 6,000,000 24.0 05 0.4 SELLERS
12 Suwannee 2 Mar-97 202 5072 Used Oil | 6,000,000 7.0 - 05 0.4 SELLERS
12 Suwannee 2 Apr-97 2869 289 Used Oil | 6,000,000 22.0 05 0.4 SELLERS
14 Suwannee 2 Apr-97 191 191 Used Oil | 6,0C0,000 74.0 05 0.4 SELLERS
15 - Suwannee 2 Apr—97 645 645 Used Oit | 6,041,674 22.8 042 048 4 WAY
16 Suwannee 2 Apr-97 25 &25 Used Oil | 6,074,130 15.2 0.22 0.48 4 WAY
701350 E At Ea8 | B0 253 013
17 Suwannee 2 | Apr-97 1,469 48696 | Used Ol | _ ' Total | Total TEXPAR
- Total Blend |Used Only
Blend* Blend Blend
50/50 6159 607 076
Used Oil T 115 Total | Total TEXPAR
Total Blerd
16 Suwannee 1 Aug-926 900 1,500 Blend* Blend Blend
- | 5,941,992 051 Total 0652
19 | Suwannee?2 | Sep-96 1,000 1000 | Used Oil | =7 " =M Total TEXPAR
Total Blend Blend
Blend
2050 6,139,602 115 Total 0.76
15 Tota
20 Suwannee 1 Oct-96 1,2(3[)0 2,400 Used Oil T Total TEXPAR
, Total Blend Blend Blend

Blend*

212/28  09:57  usedoil.spc




"50/50

0.76

' 6,139,602 115 Total
21 Suwannee 1 Dec-96 600 1200 Used Oil oA Total TEXPAR
Total Blend Blend
Blend* Blend
50/5 ' 76
© O‘ 6,139,602 115 Total ©
22 Suwannee 1 Dec-90 2500 5000 Used Oil _ Total TEXPAR
Total Blend Blend
Blend* Blend
/50U 076
S0B0Us | o 150,602 115 Total
23 Suwannee 1 12/96-2/97 2500 5,000 ed Oil Total TEXPAR
Total Blend Blend
: Blend* . Blend
70130 0.063
0,665,044 2.9 Total |- i
24 Suwannee 2 | 12/96-3/97 8,196 27521 1-3/97| Used Oil Total TEXPAR
Total Blend Blend
Blend* Blend
1,632 6105 12/96
! 16% d 545529 .98 Total | 11 Total
25 Anclote 6/20/97 18,000 12,657 k Uoed | 6545 ova ora RIO
Oil Blend*| Total Blend Blend Blend
26 Suwannee 2 6197 1,013 1,013 Used Oil | 5,616,951 25.7 0.45 0.69 4 WAY
27 Anclcte 6197 10,094 10,094 Used Oil | 6,000,000 36.9 0.49 0.956 IPC
7 .
28 Suwannee 2 6197-7/97 2,940 2,940 B?/E;(z 6423570 018 05 TEXPAR
en
29 Suwannee 2 7/97 3,054 3054 Used Oil | 6,041,674 22.6 0.42 048 4 WAY
20 Anclote 7/97-9/97 3570 3570 Used Oil GEOTECH
31 Anclote 7197 15,000 15,000 Used Oil | 6,000,000 427 0.47 0.7 IPC
32 Suwannee 2 7/97-8197 3,000 10,000 7B|O/5do* 6,400,000 1.93 0.19 TEXPAR
. en
33 Anclote 7/97 642 642 Used Oil | 5,222,000 358 0.49 0.46 HOWCO
34 Suwannee 2 &197 2,014 2,014 Used Oil | 6,119,526 2241 0.48 0.47 4 WAY
35 Anclote &/197 2145 2145 Used Oil | 5,994,744 4 0.39 0.693 MFM
36 Suwannee 2 8197 35,524 3,524 Used Qil | 6,000,000 62 050 0.4 SELLERS
37 Suwannee 2 &/97 747 . 747 Used Oil | 6,000,000 59 050 0.4 SELLERS

2112/98 0957 usedoll.spc




386 Anclote 9/97 2,929 2,929 Used Oil | ©,921,622 31.86 0.352 05 MFM
29 Suwannee 2 9/97 2,660 2,660 Used Oil | 5,765,424 20.6 0.47 0.61 4 WAY
7013 . :
40 Suwannee 2 oMIg7 900 3,000 Bl d? 6400000 1.93 0.19 TEXPAR
~ en
41 Anclote 10197 - 11197 4169 4169 Used 0il | 6,000,000 1.5 047 0.4 GEOTECH
70130 '
42 Suwannee 2 10197 3,900 13,000 Blend* | 6435408 _ 1.80 0.217 TEXPAR
Est
43 Suwannee 2 1013197 833 533 Used Oll | 5,926,998 242 055 0.72 4 WAY
44 Anclote 1017197 4,99 4 99 Used Oil | 6,000,000 23.2 0.489 0.96 1PC
45 Anclote 10/15/97 9,963 9,963 Used Oil | 6,000,000 23.2 049 0.96 |PC
46 Anclote 10150197 2,660 2,660 Used Oil | 5,910,566 44.9 0.464 0.45 MFM
47 Anclote 10/29/97 5,092 5,092 Used Oil | 6,000,000 23.2 049 0.96 IPC
485 Anclote /20197 5,000 5000 Used Oil | 6,000,000 447 074 0.953 [PC
49 Anclote 121197 5,500 5500 Used Oil | 6,153,000 10 0.3 0475 GEOTECH
50 Anclote 121197 3,100 3,100 Used Oil | 5,973,240 2214 0.64 0599 CLIFF BERRY
0]
51 Suwannee 1/5/98 1,000 5,000 il /ZdO 500,000 250 0.2 TEXPAR
) en
52 Suwannee 1/5/986 1,600 1,600 Used 5,982,372 9.5 0.67 0.3 4 WAY
53 Anclote 12/25/97 35,000 3000 Used 5,910,566 449 0.464 0.45 MFM
54 Anclote 2/5/98 1,240 1,240 Used 5,660,000 52 046 04 HOWCO
&
55 Suwannee 2/110/288&6 5,000 1,000 BO]/ZdO TEXPAR
en

* Blended quantities are estimates of used oil portjon
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State of Florids
DEPAHTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATION
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PEid

TO0: B1ll Thomas -

FROM:  Clair Fancy (;{iZj/

DATES: June 9§, 1987

oration (F?C)

808J: TFlorida Power Ccrpo
Sartow Unit Ne. 1, AC 52-83%4&
Jaloa

The construction permi:t lssueéd to FPC Bartow Unit No. 1, AC
1,52-63210, datad March 18, 1981, allows Zor the burning of 100%

T fual oll) without reguiring an BSP on lize, and alsc 2llows fc:
visible emissions upt> 40% cpacity. BSisce the unit can comply
with the applicablae permittad emission limitaticns while burning
10C% Zuel oil and without I5F control, the cperating garmit may
be amended . to allow such operation.

However, Lif. FPC intends toc dismantle (pgrmanently remove) ths
ESP, the Department would reguire a zsonastzruction permit be
issued. This would maks compliance federally enfozcezble. It i
undergtood that burning of coal-oil mix fuel by Bartow Unis No.
will neo longer be permitied.

-
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FPC MEETING WITH THE DEP BUREAU OF AIR REGULATION
Title V Permit Issues: DeBary, Anclote and Bartow Plants
MMay 22,1998 at 10 AM

AGENDA & BACKGROUND

DeBary Facllity Draft Title V Permlt: [t is FPC's understanding that the majority of issues
regarding the DeBary Draf Title V Femit have been resolved, in accordance with FPC's comment
letter dated August 20, 1997, and DEP's responses dated October 2, 1587 and October 21, 1937,
The remaining contested issues, as detailed in the Petition for Administrative Hearing, are
summarized below. These same issues were addressed satisfactorily in FPC's Intercession City
Title V permit. As & procedural note, it is FPC's undarstanding that its Petition on this permit, filed
November 4, 1997, has not yei besn forwarded to DOAH.

. ’ Condition B.S For Units 7 - 10, the unit-specific hours-of-operation limits are inappropriate
and should be deleted. These units are regulated coilsctively and should have an
aggregate hour total. '

. Condition 8.7 through B.12. The unit-spacific tons per vear limitations are inappropriate and
should be deleied. These units are regulated collectively and should have aggregaie ton

per year limits per pollutant..

Anglote Facility Draft Title V Permit: The primary issue on the Anclote Draft Tite V Permit relates

to the use of used oll at this facility, although there are other minoer issues detailed in the Petition for
Administrative Hearing. Procedurally, FPC and DEP currently have a third joint Mation for
Extension of Time pending before DOAH on this matier unti May 31, 1888. By letter dated
February 2, 1898, FPC stated that it intends to metion for DOAH to relinquish jurisdiction, as seon
as it receives confirmation in writing from DEP of the resolution of all of ihe issues, so that DEP can
issue this permit in Proposed and Final form. Finally, as detailed in the February 2 letter, FPC doss
not believe that it is appropriate to require an additional public notice on this permit.

Bartow Draft Title V Permit: Following is a brief summary of the primary issues involved in the
Petition for Administrative Hearing on the Bartow Draft Title V permit. Please refer to FPC's Petition
dated April 30, 1988, FPC's cormment letter dated November 11, 1997, and DEP's response dated
March 27, 1998, for a compiete description of the issues. .

. ESP - There is no appﬁcable requirement, nor underlying permitting raticnale, for retaining

and utilizing the ESF for Unit No. 1. FPC's 1982 State Air Construction Permit required the

use of the ESP only when burning a coal/oil mixture. FPC has not burned this fuel for 11

ears, nor Is it intended t0 be burned In the fuwure. Therefore, the Incluslen of the
raquirement in the Title V permit to maintain and utilize the ESP is in error,

. Condition A.7. (Same comment for Condition A.8.) Regarding specifying the conditions
which indicate the applicable compliance determination methods, other “final" Title V
permits issued by DEP include such clarifications (e.g., FPC's Higgins Final Title V Permit).
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Regarding the clarification that the PM emission limit applies only during steady state
operations, FPC believes that this is a reasonable request. Further the allowable TPY
figures should be revised tc reflect the higher PM emissions allowed during soot blowing
and load changing. At a minimum, Condition A.7. should reference the excess emissions

provisiong under Condition A.8., A.14, - A.16.

Congition £.18. There is no need to require the test method fer VE for Emission Unit 1 to
be based on COMs; the COMs are recuired by Pant 78 only, DEP Method 9 is the
zppropriate test method for DEP's opacity limit.

Condition A. 28, Specifying the pollutants for which annual complience tests are required is
consistent with other DEP Title V permits. For example, FPC's Intercession City parmit and
the City of Vero Beach's final Title V permit contain such clarification.

Condition A.32(c! [t is unnecessary to require the highest concentration of each constituent
of the used oil as determined by any analysis to be assumed to be the conceniration of the

constituent of blended used oil.

Condition A.38. and C.18 [t is inappropriate {o specify the emission factors for calculating
annual emissions because of the continually changing hature of emission factors.

Condition A4.40. The "process parameters” provisions in this condition should be deleted
because they are redundani with other conditions in this Title V permit. Also the last
sentence of this condition should be clarified to state who can request to Inspect the

records.

Condition A. 41. This condition contains an O&M plan for the ESP. Since the ESP should
riot be required, the O&M plan is obsolete and should be deleted.

Condition B.18. and B.20. Paragraphs a.2, £.4.(b), a.4.(c), a.£. and all ot Condition B.20.
should be deleted because they relate to PM testing for a unit that is subject only to a visible

emission and fual sulfur content limit.

Condition C.4! It seems unnecessary o identity the heat input of 714 mmbtu/nr eight
separate fimeg. It should be simplified as a single heat input for all fuel types. Also, a
permitting note should be included indicating that the maximum heat input wiii vary in
accordance with the inlet air temperature (e.g., FPC's Higgins Final Title V permit).

Condition C.10. This "process variable" condition should be deleted because there are no
standards for which process variables are required to be determined. :

Condition C.13. The operating rate during testing should reflect DEP's latest guidance
regarding the use of heat input curves for capacity determination purpeses during testing.

Condition D.3. The hourly limit on the tranafer of fly ash is inappropriate and should be
deleted because the 5% opacity standard provides sufficient reasonable assurance that the
hourly PM limit is being attained. Moreover, because the use of the ESP should no longer

be required, use of the fly ash system will be unnecessary.
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GCondition D4, For clarification, this condition speclfying a PM IImlt should contain & cross-
reference o condition D.7 which states that the testing requirement for the PM limit is
walved because the permittee has acceptad a 5% opacity limit,

Condition D.6. This "process varable" condition should be deleted because there e no
standards for which process variables are required to be determined.

Condition D11 - D.14. Paragraphs (c),(d) and (e) of Condition D.11, all of condition D. 12,
paragraphs A.4(b) and (¢), B.13(c), and D.14(¢), should all be deleted because they refer to
specltic testing requirements, whereas this unit is only subject to a VE limit.

Condition A.4 (Under the Acid Rain Part). The Department has agresd in ather Title V
permits to move this fasility-wide condition to the {acility-wide section of the Title V permit.

endix U-1. Several of the tanks listed in this appendix for unregulated activities are
duplicated and should be corrected. '



STATE OF FLORIDA
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION

Petitioner,
vs. DOAH Case Nc. 98-00:376

DEP OGC Case No. 97-1835
STATE OF FLORIDA, DEPARTMENT
OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Respondent.

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE JOINT RESPONSE
TO INITTIA]. ORDER

Petitioner Florida Power Corporation (FPC), by and through undersigned counsel, and
| pursuanf to Rule 6OQ-2;016(1), Fla. Admin. Code., hereby moves for an Extension of Time to
file a Joiht Response in the above-styled case until and including September 1, 1998. In support
of this Motion, FPC states the following:
1. FPC is in receipt of the Division’s Initial Order, which requires the filing of a
Joint Response to the Initial Order by June 11, 1998. |

2. Bepresentatives of the parties, FPC and the Department of Environmental

Protection (DEP), have met on several occasions, most recently on May 22, 1998, and have

made substantial progress resolving the primary issues raised in FPC’s Petition.

3. Additicnal discussions between the parties are needed in an attempt to come to

an agreement on all of the issucs raised in the Petition.

nin



4. FPC believes that extending the time until September 1, 1998 to file a Joint
Response to the Initial Order would significantly aid the parties in pursuing their settlement
discussions.

5. FPC has conferred with counsel for DEP regarding this Motion. Counsel for

DEP stated that they will file a separate response.

Wherefore, FPC respectfully requests that this Motion for Extension of Time to File Joint
Response to Initial Order be granted, thereby extending the time for filing a Joint Response until
and including September 1, 1998. If this Motion is not granted, FPC requests an additional 10
days from the date of the denial to submit a Joint Response.

Respectfully submitted this // day of June, 1998.

HOPPING GREEN SAMS & SMITH, P.A.

. Ailod A iy

James S. Alves

Fla. Bar No. 0443750
Robert A. Manning
Fla. Bar Nc. 0035173
Post Office Box 6526
Tallahassee, FL 32314
904/222-7500

Attorneys for FLORIDA POWER
CORPORATION

nu2a



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been mailed to

W. Douglas Beason, Esquire, Florida Department of Environmental Protection, Twin Towers

Office Building, 2600 Blair Stone Road, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400, this [/ day of June,

/MML% Wﬂ/ 2

ATTORNEY

1998.
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55985 Power

CORPORATION

'FAX Transmittal Sheet

FAX #: (727) 826-4216

DATE: Yy

o Rty (89 P11 6977
COMPANY: ﬁ @é il 4ﬂ- é.ﬂ:fmi_

FROM:

A Ve V(F’ho'ne: @ Z'Z) W"‘ hs% )

# OF PAGES" " _4

Please notify _at (727) 826- for any problems

concarning the receipt of this FAX.

COMMENTS:
ﬁ,lg Lo olisSevsey
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e

G ikid\faxsheet.dot
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o ~-¢:  D.T. Buell
EEAC At , W. B. Hicks
: M. E. Meeks
J. M. Kennedy
‘8, H. Oshourn

o Florida | J. L. Tillman
wer J. A, Gridley

COARPORATION R. A. Glenn

Flle:  Air Corresp for AN/BATDER/CR
kiusensoshournt1838\ivres|.doc
527-616000-AIRST/AIRCTY

Octobar 12, 1998

Mr. Scoft Sheplak, P.E.
Bureau of Air Regulation
Florida Departmelit of Environmental Protaction

2600 Blair Stone Rd.
Tallahassee, Florida 32398-2400

Dear Mr. Sheplak: .,
Re:  Status of Title V Permits )

As you know, a meeting was held on August 28, 1998 between: the Depariment and Mr, Scoft
Osbourn of my staff. The purpose of the meeting was to resolve ssveral pending Title V issues in
order to advance these parmits to the "proposed" stage as expsditiously as possible. Based upon
the meeting, tha following is & brief summary of FPC's understanding and position regarding the

siatus of saveral of FFC's Title V permits.
1. Bartow facility (DRAFT Title V Permit No. 1030011-002-AY)

FPC received the Intent to Issue Tille V Air Operation Permit and draft Title V permit for the Bartaw
facility on October 6, 1997. Follewing several extensions of time and discussions with the
Department, FPC filed a Petition for Administrativa Hearing on April 30, 1398 (Petition). Tha primary
issue involved in this Petition is whather FPC is required to ratain an electrostatic precipitator (ESP)
associated with Unit 1, although there are numerous ather less contentious permit issuss that aiso

require resolution.

As detailed in FPC's Novemher 11, 1997 comment letter and FPC's Paition filed April 30, 1998,
FPC maintains that there Is na-factual or legal basis to require FPC ta retain and aperale the
electrostalic’ precipitator (ESP) associated with Bartaw Unit 1. However, in an effort to move the
Title V' permitting ‘process forward, FPC is willing to accept a permit that requires that the ESP be
retained and used. In exchange for accepting such a requirement, FPC requests the inclusion of
additional permit language to clarify this unique situation. Specifically, the ESP utilized at the
Bartow facility was not designed to be operated during fuel oil firing (i.e., the ESF was designed
based on the use of & coalfoil mixture (COM) fuel). The ESP is also reaching the end of its
anlicipated design life. Therefore, significant capital investment will be required to continue Its
operalion. Alsa, because this unit is ail-fired, the ESP is not needed to assurs campliance with the
applicable particulate matter limits. FPC requests that the statement of basis for the Bartow Title V'
ONE POWER PLAZA, 383 - 13th Avenue South, BRI A, 5t Patersburg. FL 337071-3511 »

P.O.Box 14042, BR1A « 5t. Palersiourg » F.olda 33733-3042 « (727) 833-31461
A flotida Prograss Compony
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permit recognize these facts, in arder la ensure that the Credible Evidence rule and the Compliance
Assurance Manitoring {CAM) rule, to the extent they may be triggarad for Unit 1, are appropriatzly
implamented. Specifically, Ihe final CAM rule (40 CFR Part 84.2(b)(ii), Contral Devices Criterion)
applies only to pallutant-specific emissions units that rely on a control device to achieve compliance.
In this regard, FPC requests that the description/statement af basis for Unit 1 be revised as follows:

UnitTisa. ... Pariculate matter emissions are controlled by & General Electric Services,
Inc. Model 1-BAB1.2X37(8)36.0-434-4.3P electrostatic precipitator (ESP) consisting of five
fields in depth. This ESP was designed lo operate when utilizing a coal/oil mixture, whish is

no longer~burped by FPC. Moraover, hecause Unit 1 is oil-fired, this unit js capable of
m_ul__gghcable.ee ing the a MMM&L&MMMMMMQA&
KN butthe use of the 5 ‘

In addmon FPC submmed an application to the Department requesting a permit amendment for
modification of the fly ash collection system associated with the ESP. The Department has
rasponded that this request is acceptable and that operating permits AO52-233149 and -232464
(for Unit 1 and the fly ash system, respectively) will be amended. Thereforse, saveral Title V
canditions ralating to operation of the fly ash system will need to be revised. The current request for
an extension of time in which to file a petition for an administrative hearning expires on October 15,
1998. In order to properly address the abave issues, FPC has raquested a further extension until

Navember 15, 1998.
2, Anclote facility (Draft Title V Permit No. 1010017-003-AV)

Although thers are several issues involved with this permit, the provision regarding used oil appears
' to be the primary issue, This permit is under Patition for Administrative Hearing with DOAH, to
which we currently have an extension of time until Decembsr 1, 1898. In order to withdraw its
Petition for Administrative Hearing, FPC needs to receive a document from DEP reflecting revised

language to which both parties agree.

In this regard, FPC has provided DEP with additional data regarding how other states have
authorized faciiities to utilize on- speciflcation used oll. None of the examples found thus far have
expressed any concern regarding lead emissions; in fact, the lead eriteria for "on-specification” used
oil was establ:shed at a lavel exprassly designed to protect the National Ambient Air Quality

Standard fardaad:’
3. DeBary facility (Praft Title V parmit No. 1270028-001-AV)

FPC understands that the issuaes involvad with this permit were resolved at our August 28, 1998
mesting. As requested by the Department during our mesting, aitached Is a summary of
combustion twurbine operating hours far 1997 and 1956. We appreciate the Department's efforts to
reach this agrasment and look forward to withdrawing our Perition tor Administrative Hearing after
_facaiving a documant from the Department reflacting the revised canditions.
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4. Crystal River tacllity (Draft TitleV Permit Na. 1270920-001-AV)

FPC received a revised draft permit from the Department on October 5, 1988, and the issues
involved with this permit have largely been resolvad. The Notice of Intant to Issue Title V Permit was
published on Octaber 12, 1988. In order to properly review the revised draft permit, FPC has
requestad an extension of time in which to file a petition for an adiministrative hearing until
November 12, 1988.

5. Perlodic Monitorlng

By letter dated August 27, 1998 (attached), FPC requested specific language to be added to FPC's

‘penmts'regardmg heat input. FPC specifically reiterates this request for the four permits discussed

ahove. FPOhas® stm not finalized its pasitien on other periodic monitoring issuss.

Thank you for your artentlon and cooperatlon in issuing Title V permits to FPC's tacilities. If the
ahove information is not consistent with your understanding, or we need to discuss any of these
issugs or deadlines further, please contact either Mr. Scatt Osbourn at (727) 826-4258 or me at
(727) 826-4301 at your earliest canveniance. Again, it is FPC's dasire to advance these Titla V
permits to the "final" stage as expeditiously as possible.

Sincerely,

W. Jeffrey Pardue, C.E.P.
Directer, Environmantal Services
FPC Respansible Official

Attachments

ce.  Clair Fancy, DEF BAR
.Robert Manning, Esg., HGS&S
Ken J(osky P.E. GolderA5805|ates
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October 12, 1998

Mr. Scott Sheplak, P.E.

Bureau of Air Regulation

Florida Department of Environmental Protection
2600 Blair Stone Rd.

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Dear Mr. Sheplak:
Re: Status of Title V Permits

As you know, a meeting was held on August 28, 1998 between the Department and Mr. Scott
Osboum of my staff. The purpose of the meeting was to resolve several pending Title V issues in
order to advance these permits to the "proposed” stage as expeditiously as possible. Based upon
the meeting, the following is a brief summary of FPC's understanding and position regarding the
status of several of FPC's Title V permits.

1. BafeWtacility (DRAFT Title VV Permit No. 1030011-002-AV)

FPC received the Intent to Issue Title V Air Operation Permit and draft Title V permit for the Bartow
facility on October 6, 1897. Following several extensions of time and discussions with the
Department, FPC filed a Petition for Administrative Hearing on April 30, 1998 (Petition). The primary
issue involved in this Petition is whether FPC is required to retain an electrostatic precipitator (ESP)
associated with Unit 1, although there are numerous other less contentious permit issues that also
require resoluticn.

As detailed in FPC's November 11, 1997 comment letter and FPC's Petition filed April 30, 1998,
FPC maintains that there is no factual or legal basis to require FPC to retain and operate the
electrostatic precipitator (ESP) associated with Bartow Unit 1. However, in an effort to move the
Title V permitting process forward, FPC is willing to accept a permit that requires that the ESP be
retained and used. In exchange for accepting such a requirement, FPC requests the inclusicn of
additional permit language to clarify this unique situation. Specifically, the ESP utilized at the
Bartow facility was not designed to be operated during fuel oil firing (i.e., the ESP was designed
based on the use of a coal/oil mixture (COM) fuel). The ESP is also reaching the end of its
anticipated design life. Therefore, significant capital investment will be required to continue its
operation. Also, because this unit is oil-fired, the ESP is not needed to assure compliance with the
applicable particulate matter limits. FPC requests that the statement of basis for the Bartow Title V

ONE POWER PLAZA, 263 ~ 13th Avenue South, BB1A, St, Petersburg, FL 33701-5511 «
P.O. Box 14042, BB1A « St. Petersburg e Florida 33733-4042 » (727) 866-5151
A Florida Progress Company
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permit recognize these facts, in order to ensure that the Credible Evidence rule and the Compliance
Assurance Monitoring (CAM) rule, to the extent they may be triggered for Unit 1, are appropriately
implemented. Specifically, the final CAM rule (40 CFR Part 64.2(b)(ii), Control Devices Criterion)
applies only to pollutant-specific emissions units that rely on a control device to achieve compliance.
In this regard, FPC requests that the description/statement of basis for Unit 1 be revised as follows:

Unit1isa.... Particulate matter emissions are controlled by a General Electric Services,
Inc. Model 1-BAB1.2X37(9)36.0-434-4.3P electrostatic precipitator (ESP) consisting of five
fields in depth. This ESP was designed to operate when utilizing a coal/oil mixture, which is
no longer burned by FPC. Moreover, because Unit 1 is oil-fired, this unit is capable of
meeting the applicable pariculate matter and opacity limits in Conditions A.7 and A.8
without the use of the ESP and, therefore, the provisions of 40 CFR Part 64 do not apply..

In addition, FPC submitted an application to the Department requesting a permit amendment for
modification of the fly ash collection system associated with the ESP. The Department has
responded that this request is acceptable and that operating permits AO52-233149 and -232464
{for Unit 1 and the fly ash system, respectively) will be amended. Therefore, several Title V
conditions relating to operation of the fly ash system will need to be revised. The current request for
an extension of time in which to file a petition for an administrative hearing expires on October 15,
1998. In order to properly address the above issues, FPC has requested a further extension until
November 15, 1998.

2. Anclote facility (Draft Title V Permit No. 1010017-003-AV)

Although there are several issues involved with this permit, the provision regarding used oil appears
to be the primary issue. This permit is under Petition for Administrative Hearing with DOAH, to
which we currently have an extension of time until December 1, 1998. In order to withdraw its
Petition for Administrative Hearing, FPC needs to receive a document from DEP reflecting revised
language to which both parties agree.

In this regard, FPC has provided DEP with additional data regarding how other states have
authorized facilities to utilize on-specification used oil. None of the examples found thus far have
expressed any concern regarding lead emissions; in fact, the lead criteria for "on-specification” used
oil was established at a level expressly designed to protect the National Ambient Air Quality
Standard for lead. »

3. DeBary facility (Draft Title V permit No. 1270028-001-AV)

FPC understands that the issues involved with this permit were resolved at our August 28, 1998
meeting. As requested by the Department during our meeting, attached is a summary of
combustion turbine operating hours for 1997 and 1998. We appreciate the Department's efforts to
reach this agreement and look forward to withdrawing our Petition for Administrative Hearing after
receiving a document from the Department reflecting the revised conditions.
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4. Crystal River facility (Draft TitieV Permit No. 1270020-001-AV)

FPC received a revised draft permit from the Department on October 5, 1998, and the issues
involved with this permit have largely been resolved. The Notice of Intent to Issue Title V Permitwas
published on October 12, 1998. In order to properly review the revised draft permit, FPC has
requested an extension of time in which to file a petition for an administrative hearing until
November 12, 1998.

5. Periodic Monitoring

By letter dated August 27, 1998 (attached), FPC requested specific language to be added to FPC's
permits regarding heat input. FPC specifically reiterates this request for the four permits discussed
above. FPC has still not finalized its position on other periodic monitoring issues.

Thank you for your attention and cooperation in issuing Title V permits to FPC's facilities. If the
above information is not consistent with your understanding, or we need to discuss any of these
issues or deadlines further, please contact either Mr. Scott Osbourn at (727) 826-4258 or me at
(727) 826-4301 at your earliest convenience. Again, it is FPC's desire to advance these Title V
permits to the “final" stage as expeditiously as possible.

Sincerely,

L

W. Jeffrey Pardue, C.E.P.
Director, Environmental Services
FPC Responsible Official

Attachments

cc: Clair Fancy, DEP BAR
Robert Manning, Esq., HGS&S
Ken Kosky, P.E., Golder Assosiates
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October 12, 1998

Mr, Scott Sheplak, P.E.
Bureau of Air Regulalion
Florida Departmefit of Environmental Protectian

2600 Blair Stene Rd.
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Dear M. Sheglak: .
Re:  Status of Title V Parmits ,

As you knaw, a meeting was held on August 28, 1958 hetween the Department and Mr. Scott
Osbourn of my staff. Tha pumpose of the meeting was {o resclve several pending Title V issues in
order to advance thess parmits to the "proposed” stage as expeditiously as passibie. Based upon
the meeting, the following is & brief summary of FPC's understanding and position regarding the
siatus of several of FFC's Title V permits, _

1. Bartow facility (DRAFT Title V Permit No. 1030011-00z-AV)

FPC received the Intent to Issus Tile V Air Operation Permit and draft Title V permit for the Bartaw
facility on October 6, 1997. Followiny several extensions of time and discussions with the
Pepartment, FPC filed a Pstition for Adminisirative Hearing on April 30, 1398 (Petition). The primary
issue involved in this Petition is whether FPC is required to retain an elecirostatic precipitator (ESP)
associated with Unit 1, alihough there are numerous ather less contentious permit issuas that also

require resolution. :

As detailed in FPC's November 11, 1957 comment leker and FPC's Petition filed Aprll 30, 1898,
FPC maintalns that there Is na factual or lega! basis ta require FPC to retain and aperate the
eiectrostalic’ precipitator (ESP) associated with Bartow Unit 1. However, in an effort to move the
Title V. permitting process forward, FPC is willing to accept a permit that requires tha! the ESP ba
retained and used. In exchange for accepting such a requirement. FPC requests the inclusion of
additional permit language to clarify this unique situation. Specifically, the ESP utilized at the
Bartow facility was not designed to be operated during fuel oil firing (i.e., the ESP was designed
baser on the use of a coallojl mixture (COM) fuel). The ESP is also reaching the end of its
anlicipated design life. Therefore, significant capital invesiment will be requlred lo continug Its -
operation. Also, because this unit is oil-fired, the ESP is not needed tc assurs compliance with the
applicable particulate matter fimits. FPC requests that the statement of basi: tor the Bartow Title V

ONE POWER PLAZA, 743 - 13th Avenzea South, BRIA, St Petaisburg, FL 3370)-35)7 »
P.O. Box 14042, BR) A » St Pelarsburg « FOrNga 33733-3042 « (727) 853-5151
A Florido Progiass Compony
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/ %ce rule and the Compliance .

permit recognize these facts, in order to ensyre that the Credible

Assurance Monitoring (CAM) rule, to the/extent they may ba’fnggered for Unit 1, are appropriately
implemented. Specifically. lhe final GAM rule (40 CFR PArt B4.2(b)(ii), Contral Devices Criterion)
applies only {o pallutant- specmc emiissians units that rely on a control davice to achieve compliance.

In this regard, FPC requests thaf the descrnptnon/stat?ment of basis for Unit 1 be revised as follows B L,' T

Inc. Mode! 1-BAB1.2X37(9)36. 0-434-4.3° electrostatic pracipitator (ESP) consnstmg of five
fields in depth. Fhis ESP was/desuoned o operate when utilizina a coal/on rmxture which is
no longar~byred by FPC. *Moraover, because Up lS 0|| f| =) As capable_of

meezmg the applicaple pgmggla AC its |t| and_A.8

Ahe use of the

Unittisa.. /{G’amculate matter grhissians are controlied by a General Electric Serwces
B

[ 'addition; FPC submirted an application to the Department requesting a permit amendment for
modification of the fly ash collection sysiem associated with the ESP. The Depanment has
rasponded that this request is accepiable and that operating permits AO52-233149 and -23R464
(for Unit 1 and the fly ash system, respectively) will be amsnded. Therafora, saveral Title V
conditions raiating te operation of the fly ash systam will need to be revised. The current request for
an extension of time in which to file a petition for an administrative hearing expires on Octaober 15,
1998. In order to properly address the above issues, FPC has requested a further extension until
November 15, 1998,

V2. Anclote facility (Draft Title V Permit No. 1010017-003-AV)

Althaugh there are several issues invalved with this permit, the provision regarding used oil appears
' to be the primary issue. This permit is under Petition for Administrative Hearing with DOAH, to
which we currently have an extsnsion of time until December 1, 1998. In order to withdraw its
Petition for Administrative Hearing, FPC needs 1o receive a document from DEF reflecting revised

language to which both parties agree.

In this regard, FPC has provided DEP with additional data regarding how other states have
authorized faciiities to utliiza on- speciﬂcalion used oll. Nans of the examples found thus far have
expressed any concem regarding lead emissions: in fact, the lead criteria for "on-specification” used
oil was establlshed at a Isvel expressly designed to protect the Nationai Ambient Air Quality

Standard forfaad:” _
. / 3. DeBary facility (Draft Title V permit No. 1270028-001-AV)

FPC understands that the issues involvad with this parmit were resolved at our August 28, 1998
meeling. As requested by the Department during our meeting, attached Is a summary of
combustion turbine operating hours for 1997 and 1898. We appreciate the Department’s efforts to
reach this agresment and look forward to withdrawing our Fetilion tor Administrative Hearing after
racaiving a document from lhs Daepartment reflacting the revised conditions.

Cloa
A g /OLQ
Bedn
Cnl.SL/ R,
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4, Crystal River facillty (Draft TitleV Permit No. 1270020-001-AV)

FPC raceived a revised draft permit from the Departmant on October 5, 1898, and the issues
involved with this permit have largely been resolvad. The Notice of Intant to Issue Title V Permit was
published an Octeber 12, 1988. In order to properly review the revised draft permit, FPC has
requested an extension of time in which to file a petition for an administrative hearing until
November 12, 1998,

5. Perlodic Monitorlng

By Iatter dated August 27, 1998 (attached), FPC requested specific language to be added to FRC's
parmits regarding heat input. FPC specifically reiterates this request for the four permits dlscussed
above.” FPC'has sti!l not finalized its pasition on sther periodic monitoring issuss.

Thank you far your attention and cooperation in fssufng Title V permits ta FPC's tacilities. If the
abave information is not consistent with your understanding, or we need o discuss any of these
issues or deadlines further, please contact either Mr. Scott Osbourn at (727) 826-4258 or me at
(727) 826-4301 at your earliest convenience. Again, it is FPC's desire to advance these Title V

permits to the "final" stage as expaditiously as possible.

Sincerely,

W. Jeffrey Pardue, C.E.P.
Director, Environmanial Servicas
FPC Hespansible Official

Attachments
cc.  Clair Fancy, DEP BAR

,Robert Manning, Esg., HGS&S
“Ken Kosky, P.E., Golder Assosiates



Department of
Envircnmental Protection

Twin Towers Office Building _
Jeb Bush . 2600 Blair Stone Road David B. Swruhs
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400 Secreary

Governor

January 25, 1999

Mr. W. Jeffrey Pardue, C.E.P

Director, Environmental Szrvices
- Florida Power Corporation

P.O. Box 14042

St. Petersburg, FL 33733

Re: Response to Comments
File No. 1030011-002-AV
Bartow Plant, Pinellas County

Dear Mr. Pardue:

We have reviewed your comments contained in a letter dated October 13, 1998 on the Draft Title V permit
for the Bartow Plant. The Department’s position on the electrostatic precipitator was stated in a letter
dated June 24, 1996. “The subject of the letter is “PSD Apphcabxl ty Determination - Bartow Unit No. 1
PSD”. This position has not changed. The electrostatic precipitator shall be retained, operated and
maintained in accordance with Department rules.

Prior to 1ssuing the PROPOSED Title V permit, the applicable requirements for the modification to the fly
ash system will be incorporated.

If you have any questions or require any additional information, please call me at 850/921-9532 or Edward
J. Svec at 850/921-8985.

Sincerely,
A
L
Scott M. Sheplak, P.E.
Administrator
Title V Section
SMS/es
copy to:

Ken Kosky, P.E., Golder Associates
Mr. Bill Thomas, P.E., DEP Scuthwest District, Air Scctlon
Mr. Gary Robbms,. PCDEM, Air Quality Division

“Protect, Conserve and Manage Florida's Environment ang Neatural Resources”

Printed on recycled paper.
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February 24, 1998

Mr. Scott Sheplak, P.E.

Bureau of Air Regulation

Florida Department of Environmental Protection

280 Blair Stone Rd. .
Tallahassee, Florida 32398-2400

Dear Mr. Sheplak:

R.e: FPC's Bartow Facility
DRAFT Title V Permit No. 1030011-002-AV

Fiorida Power Corporation (FPC) received the Intent to Issue Title V Air Operation Permit and
Draft Title V permit for the Bartow facility on October 6, 1957. Following several extensions of
time and discussions with the Department, FPC filed a Petition for Administrative Hearing on
April 30, 1998 (Petition). In the Petition, FPC maintained that there was no factual or legal
basis to require FPC to retain and operate the electrostatic precipitator (ESP) associated with -

Bartow Unit 1.

In an effort to move the Title V permitting process forward and, provided that permit language
is included that clarifies this unique situation, FPC has indicated a willingness to accept a
permit that requires that the ESP be retained and used. In a letter dated October 12, 1888,
FPC requested that the description/statement of basis for Bartow Unit 1 be revised as follows:

Unit 1 is a .... Particulate matter emissions are controlled by a General Electric
Services, Inc. Model 1-BAB1.2x37(9)36.0-434-4.3P electrostatic precipitator (ESP)
consisting of five fields in depth. This ESP was required and designed as part of a unit
modification to accommgdate the firing of a coal-oil mixture (COM) fuel, which_is no
longer burned by FPC.lJhe permittée claims, moreover, because Unit 1 is oi!-ﬁreathis
unit is capable of meeting the applicable particulate matter and cpacity limits in
Conditions A.7 and A.8 without the use of the ESP. Therefore, the provisions of 40
CFR Part 64 do not apply.,A Durag Model 281 Continuous Emissions Monitor for
opacity with a recorder is us*for continual observation of stack op=city. Unit 1 began

commercial service in 1858, - - —
b~ CZW—LJG/\JJ«‘K C»»'F& o FKR

- zg)m}(
Coitiol Perreiz, Ovderion

One Power Plaza « 263 - 13" Avenue South « St. Petersburg, Florida 33701-5511
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A Flonda Progress Company



Mr. Sheplak
February 24, 1859
Page 2

FPC would like to have this clarifying language included in order to ensure that the Credible
Evidence rule anc the Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) rule, to the extent that they
may be triggered for Unit 1, are appropriately implemented. Specifically, the final CAM rule (40
CFR Part 64.2(b)(ii), Control Devices Criterion) applies only to pollutant-specific "emissions
units that rely on a control device to achieve compliance.

Finally, as you had previously requested, enclosed is a copy of the original construction permit
(AC 52-36102) for the modification to accommodate COM fuel. Note the language in the Final
Determination and Specific Condition 1 that states that use of the ESP is not required when
burning 100 percent fuel oil. If the above information is not consistent with your understanding
or we need to discuss this issue further, please do not hesitate to contact me at (727) 826-

4258.

| Sincerely,

e

Scott H. Osbourn
Senior Environmental Engineer

Enclosure

cc: Clair Fancy, DEP BAR
Robert Manning, HGS&S



Appendix H-1, Permit History/ID Number Changes

Florida Power Corporation ‘ PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
P. L. Bartow Facility ID No.: 1030011

Permit History (for tracking purposes):

E.U.
IDNo Description Permit No. Issue Date Expiration Date  Extended Date® Revised Date(s)
-001 Bartow Plant Unit #1 AO52-233149  12/29/93 12/28/98 02/19/97
-002 Bartow Plant Boiler #2 AO52-216412  01/26/93 09/16/98 02/19/97
-003 Bartow Plant Boiler #3 AO52-216413 01/27/93 09/16/98 08/16/95
. 02/19/97
-004 Bartow Pipeline Heater Boiler A052-244478 04/18/94  04/18/99 .
-005 Gas Turbine Peaking Unit #P-1 A052-253215 11/23/94 11/01/99 01/13/97
-006 Gas Turbine Peaking Unit #P-2 AO52-253216 11/23/94 11/01/99 01/13/97
-007 Gas Turbine Peaking Unit #P-3 AO052-253217 11/23/94 11/01/99 01/13/97
-008 Gas Turbine Peaking Unit #P-4 A052-253218 11/23/94 11/01/99 : 01/13/97
-009 Flyash Storage Silo w/Baghouse = A052-232464 08/30/93 08/26/98 09/04/98

-xxx  Relocatable Diesel Generator(s)  A009-205952 - 103/31/97

(if applicable) ID Number Changes (for tracking purposes):
From: Facility ID No.: 40PNL520011

To: Facility ID No.: 1030011

Notes: : :

1 - AO permit(s) automatic extension(s) in Rule 62-210.300(2)(a)3.a., F.A.C., effective 03/21/96.

2 - AC permit(s) automatic extension(s) in Rule 62-213.420(1)(a)4., F.A.C., effective 03/20/96.

{Rule 62-213.420(1)(b)2., F.A.C., effective 03/20/96, allows Title V Sources to operate under existing valid permits}
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Appendix U-1, List of Unregulated Emissions Units and/or Activities.

Florida Power Corporation PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Bartow Plant Facility ID No.: 1030011

Unregulated Emissions Units and/or Activities. An emissions unit which emits no “emissions-limited
pollutant” and which is subject to no unit-specific work practice standard, though it may be subject to
regulations applied on a facility-wide basis (e.g., unconfined emissions, odor, general opacity) or to
regulations that require only that it be able to prove exemption from unit-specific emissions or work
practice standards.

The below listed emissions units and/or activities are neither ‘regulated emissions units’ nor ‘insignificant
emissions units’. :

E.U. ID

No. Brief Description of Emissions Units and/or Activity

-XXX General Boiler Building - Emergency diesel generator (basement) - 300 gallon fuel oil tank
-XXX North Terminal - Diesel engine - Cummings 175 hp - 150 gallon No. 2 oil tank
-XXX South Terminal - Gasoline tank, filling station

-XXX South Terminal - No. 2 oil storage tank

-XXX Turbine - Solvent Storage - Navee cleaner storage tank (4X4X4)

~XXX Gas Turbine 1, 2, 3, and 4 - Lube oil vent with demister

-XXX Gas Turbine 1, 2, 3, and 4 - Underground 2,600 gallon lube oil storage tank
-XXX Gas Turbine 1, 2, 3, and 4 - 500 gallon waste oil storage tank

-XXX Fuel Storage - Tank No. 1,2 and 3 - 150,000 bbls No. 6 fuel oil

-XXX Fuel Storage - Tank No. 4 and 5 - 200,000 bbls No. 6 fuel oil

-XXX Fuel Storage - Tank No. 6 - 100,000 bbls No. 2 fuel oil

-XXX Fuel Storage - Tank No. 7 and 8 - 259,000 bbls No. 6 fuel oil

-XXX Flyash Handling System - Flyash disposal

-XXX General Site - Two, 500 gallon propane gas tanks for Unit 2 and 3 ignitors
-XXX Tank No. CT#01(2R), CT#02(3R), and CT#03(4R), CT#04(5R) - 5,509 gallons waste oil
-XXX Tank No. CT#6(11) - 4,118,142 gallons No. 2 fuel oil

-XXX Tank No. #1(1R) - 1,008 gallons unleaded gasoline

-XXX Tank No. #2(16) - 34,128 gallons No. 2 fuel oil

-XXX Tank No. #4(7) - 6,354,768 gallons No. 6 fuel oil

-XXX Tank No. #12 - 100 gallons diesel - emergency fire pump

-XXX Tank No. #13 - 200 gallons diesel - emergency generator

-XXX Tank No. #15(6) - 550 gallons diesel - vehicle

-XXX Tank No. #16(19) - 65,460 gallons fuel additive

-XXX Tank No. Boiler Day Tk(15) - 18,675 gallons No. 2 fuel oil

-XXX Tank No. Terminal #1(9) - 6,329,232 gallons No. 6 fuel oil

-XXX Tank No. Terminal #2(10) - 8,447,544 gallons No. 6 fuel oil

-XXX Tank No. Terminal #3(12) - 10,540,740 gallons No. 6 fuel oil

-XXX Tank No. Terminal #4(13) - 10,542,294 gallons No. 6 fuel oil

-XXX Tank No. Substation #1 and Substation #2 - 16,002 gallons cable oil

[electronic file name: 1030011u.doc]
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Appendix I-1, List of Insignificant Emissions Units and/or Activities.

Florida Power Corporation PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Bartow Plant Facility ID No.: 1030011

The facilities, emissions units, or pollutant-emitting activities listed in Rule 62-210.300(3)(a), F.A.C.,
Categorical Exemptions, are exempt from the permitting requirements of Chapters 62-210 and 62-4,
F.A.C.; provided, however, that exempt emissions units shall be subject to any applicable emission limiting
standards and the emissions from exempt emissions units or activities shall be considered in determining
the potential emissions of the facility containing such emissions units. Emissions units and pollutant-
emitting activities exempt from permitting under Rule 62-210.300(3)(a), F.A.C., shall not be exempt from
the permitting requirements of Chapter 62-213, F.A.C., if they are contained within a Title V source;
however, such emissions units and activities shall be considered insignificant for Title V purposes provided
they also meet the criteria of Rule 62-213.430(6)(b), F.A.C. No emissions unit shall be entitled to an
exemption from permitting under Rule 62.210.300(3)(a), F.A.C., if its emissions, in combination with the
emissions of other units and activities at the facility, would cause the facility to emit or have the potential
to emit any pollutant in such amount as to make the facility a Title V source.

The below listed emissions units and/or activities are considered insignificant pursuant to Rule 62-
213.430(6), F.A.C.

Brief Description of Emissions Units and/or Activities

Water Laboratory solvent use and hood-chemical analyses for water

Water Laboratory flammable chemical storage cabinet

Machine Shop sand blaster, drill press, welding, lathes, hand-held tools, ect.
General Boiler Building fire protection equipment

North Terminal - Diesel fire pump building flammable liquid cabinet

North Terminal - Foam Building Nat. foam XL - 3%; 2,600 gallons

South Terminal - Machine Shop sand blaster, drill press, welding, lathes, hand-held tools, ect.
Turbine - Fire Protection CO2 fire system

Fuel Storage foam fire protection system

General Site surface coating <6.0 gallons per day

General Site brazing, soldering and welding

_—e D 00 N1 N RN —,
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Table 1-1, Summary of Air Pollutant Standards and Terms

Florida Power Corporation
Bartow Plant

PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Facility ID No.: 1030011

This table summarizes information for convenience purposes only, This table does not supersede sny of the terms or conditions of this permit.

E.U. ID No. Brief Description
[-001] No. 1 Unit, Fossil Fuel Fired Steam Generator with Electrostatic Precipitator
[-002] No. 2 Unit, Fossil Fuel Fired Steam Generator
[-003] No. 3 Unit, Fossil Fuel Fired Steam Generator
Allowable Emissions

Pollutant Name Fusl(s) Hours/Year Standard(s) Ibs./hour Regulatory Citation(s} See permit condition{s)
PM [EU-001] All 8,760(0.1 Ib/MMBtu 122.0 Rules 62-296.405(1}(b), 62-296.700({4)(b)} & 62-296.702(2){e} A.7.
PM [EU-002] All 8,760(0.1 Ib/MMBtu 131.7 Rules 62-296.405(1}{b), 62-296.700{4)(b} & 62-296.702{2){a) A.7.
PM {EU-003} All 8,760(0.1 Ib/MMBtu 22191 Rules 62-296.405(1)(b), 62-296.700{4){b} & 62-296.702(2){a) A7,
PM [EU-001) All 8,760(0.3 Ib/MMBtu 366.0 Rules 62-210.700(3) & 62-296.700(4)(b} A.B.
PM [EU-002} All 8,760(0.3 1b/MMBtu 395.1 Rules 62-210.700(3) & 62-296.700(4){b} A.8.
PM [EU-003]) All 8,760(0.3 1b/MMBtu 663.3 Rules 62-210.700(3) & 62-296.700(4)(b} A.B.
S0, [EU-001) Liquid 8,760(2.75 1b/MMBtu Rule 62-296.405{1}c) 1.j. A9,
S0, [EU-002) Liquid 8,760|2.75 Ib/MMBtu Rule 62-296.405(1}{c)1.]. A9.
S50, [EU-003) Liquid 8,760]|2.75 Ib/MMBtu Rule 62-296.405(1}(c)1.]. A9. |
80, Liquid 8,760|2.5% by weight sulfur Rule 62-296.405(1}{e}3. A10.
VE All 8,760]|40% opacity Rule 62-296.405(1}{s) & OGC Orders 86-1577 & 87-1261 A5,
VE All 3 hr/f24 br 60% opacity Rule 62-210.700(3) " |A.6.
Notes:

* The "Equivalent Emissions” listed are for informstional purposes only.
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Table 1-1, Summary of Air Pollutant Standards and Terms

Florida Power Corporation PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Bartow Plant Facility ID No.: 1030011

This table summarizes information for convenience purposes only. This table does not superseds any of the terms or conditions of this permit.

E.U. ID No. Brief Description
[-004] Bartow-Anclote Pipeline Heating Boiler
Allowable Emissions

Pollutant Name Fuel(s} Hours/Year Standard(s) Ibs./hour TPY Regulatory Citation{s) See parmit condition(s)
S0, Liquid 8,760(0.5% by weight sulfur ule 62-296.406(3) B.7.
VE All 8,760(20% except 40% 2 min/hr ule 62-296.406(1) B.5.
VE All 3 hr/24 hr 60% opacity ule 62-210.700(3) B.6.
Notes:

* The "Equivalent Emissions" listed are for informational purposes only.
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Table 1-1, Summary of Air Pollutant Standards and Terms

Florida Power Corporation ) PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Bartow Plant . Facility ID No.: 1030011

This table summarizes information for convenience purposes only. This table does not supersede any of the terms or conditions of this permit.

E.U. ID No. Brief Description

[-0051] Gas Turbine Peaking Unit #P-1

[-006] Gas Turbine Peaking Unit #P-2

[-007] Gas Turbine Peaking Unit #P-3

[-008] Gas Turbine Peaking Unit #P-4 ,

Allowable Emissions £
Poliutant Name Fuel(s) Hours/Year Standard(s) Ibs./hour TPY Regulatory Citation(s) See permit condition{s)

S0, Liquid 8,760|0.5% by weight sulfur A052-253215A, 253216A, 253217A & 253218A C.6.

VE All 8,760(20% opacity Rule 62-296.320(4)(b}1. : C.b.

Notes:

* The "Equivalent Emissions" listed are for informational purposes only.
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Table 1-1, Summary of Air Pollutant Standards and Terms

Florida Power Corporation : PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Bartow Plant Facility ID No.: 1030011

This table summarizes information for convenience purposes only, This table does not supersede any of the terms or conditions of this permit.

E.U. ID No. Brief Description
[-009] Flyash Silo with Baghouse
Allowable Emissions
Pollutant Name Fuel(s) Hours/Year Standard(s) Ibs./hour TPY Regulatory Citation(s} See permit condition(s)
PM 8,760 w/ 700 transferring 1.0 0.35 Applicant request & A052-232464 D.4.
VE 8,760(5% opacity Applicant request & A052-232464 D5,
Notes:

* The "Equivalent Emissions” listed are for informational purposes only.

[electronic file name: 10300111.xlIs]

Page 4 of 6




Table 1-1, Summary of Air Pollutant Standards and Terms

Florida Power Corporation PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Bartow Plant Facility ID No.: 1030011

This table summarizes information for convenience purposes only. This table does not supersede any of the terms or conditions of this permit.

E.U. ID No. Brief Description
[-xxx] Relocatable Diesel Fired Generator(s)
Allowable Emissions
Pollutant Name Fuel[s) Hours/Year Standard(s) Ibs./hour TPY Regulatory Citation(s} See permit condition(s)
S0, Liquid 2,970|0.5% by weight Sulfur pplicant request & AC09-202080 E.4. & E.6.
VE All 2,970[20% opacity pplicant request & A00S-205952 E.5.
Notes:

* The "Equivalent Emissions™ listed are for informational purposes only.
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Table 2-1, Summary of Compliance Requirements

Florida Power Corporation PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV

Bartow Plant

Facility ID No.: 1030011

This table summarizes information for convenience purposes only. This table does not supersede any of the terms or conditions of this permit.

E.U. ID No. Brief Description
[-001]} No. 1 Unit, Fossil Fuel Fired Steam Generator with Electrostatic Precipitator
[-002] No. 2 Unit, Fossil Fuel Fired Steam Generator
[-003] No. 3 Unit, Fossil Fuel Fired Steam Generator
Testing Frequency Min. Compliance
Pollutant Name Compliance Time Base Test
or Parameter Fuel(s} Method Frequency Date * Duration CMS*+ See permit condition(s)
VE EU[-001] All EPA Method 9 6 months 3/16 & 9/16 60 min Yes A.19., A.29.and A.30.
VE EU[-002 & -003] All EPA Method 9 Annual 5/28 & 4/28 60 min A.19.and A.30.
PM EU(-001] All EPA Method 17, 5, 58 or 5F 6 months 3/16 & 9/16 1 hr A.20,, A.29.and A.31.
PM EU[-002 & -003] All EPA Method 17, 5, 58 or 5F Annual 5/28 & 4/28 1 hr A.20.and A.31.
SO, Liquid EPA Method 6, 6A, 68, or 6C; or fuel analysis Annual w/ PM test 1hr A.21.and A.22.
Used oil On-specification EPA SW-846 each batch A.11,A.12,A. 13, & A.32.
Notes:

* The frequency base date is established for planning purposes only; see Rule 62-297.310, F.A.C.

**CMS [=] continuous monitoring system
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Table 2-1, Summary of Compliance Requirements

Florida Power Corporation
Bartow Plant

PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV

Facility ID No.:

1030011

This table summarizes information for convenience purposes only. This table does not supersede any of the terms or conditions of this permit.

E.U. ID No. Brief Description
[-004] Bartow-Anclote Pipeline Heating Boiler
Testing Frequency Min. Compliance
Pollutant Name Compliance Time Base Test
or Parameter Fuel(s) Method Frequency Date * Duration CMS** See permit condition(s)
VE All DEP Method 9 Annual 31-May|30 min B.12. & B.13.
S0, Liquid ASTM Methods each delivery B.14. & B.15.
Notes:

* The frequency base date is established for planning purposes only; see Rule 62-297.310, F.A.C.

**CMS [=] continuous monitoring system
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Page 2 of b




Table 2-1, Summary of Compliance Requirements

Florida Power Corporation

Bartow Plant

PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Facility ID No.: 1030011

This table summarizes information for convenience purposes only. This table does not supersede any of the terms or conditions of this permit.

E.U. ID No. Brief Description
[-005] Gas Turbine Peaking Unit #P-1
[-0086] Gas Turbine Peaking Unit #P-2
[-007]) Gas Turbine Peaking Unit #P-3
[-008] Gas Turbine Peaking Unit #P-4
Testing Frequency Min. Compliance
Pollutant Name Compliance Time Base Test
or Parameter Fuel(s) Method Frequency Date * Duration CMS** See permit condition(s)
VE All EPA Method 9 Annual 1-Feb |30 min C.11. & C.16.
S0, Liquid ASTM Methods each delivery c.12.
Notes:

* The frequency base date is established for planning purposes only; see Rule 62-297.310, F.A.C.
¥ *CMS [ =] continuous monitoring system
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Table 2-1, Summary of Compliance Requirements

Florida Power Corporation PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Bartow Plant Facility ID No.: 1030011

This table summarizes information for convenience purposes only. This table does not supersede any of the terms or conditions of this permit.

E.U. ID No. Brief Description
[-009] Flyash Storage Silo with Baghouse
Testing Frequency Min. Compliance
Pollutant Name Compliance Time Base Test
or Parameter Fuel(s) Method Frequency Date * Duration CMS** See permit condition(s)
PM EPA Method 5 Renewal 16-Mar|1 hr D.7.
VE EPA Method 9 Annual 16-Mar|30 min D.8.
Notes:

* The frequency base date is established for planning purposes only; see Rule 62-297.310, F.A.C,
**CMS [ =] continuous monitoring system
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Table 2-1, Summary of Compliance Requirements

Florida Power Corporation PROPOSED Permit No.: 1030011-002-AV
Bartow Plant Facility ID No.: 1030011

This table summarizes information for convenience purposes only. This table does not supersede any of the terms or conditions of this permit.

E.U. ID No. Brief Description
[-xxx] Relocatable Diesel Fired Generator(s)
Testing Frequency Min. Compliance
Pollutant Name Compliance Time Base Test
or Parameter Fuel(s} Method Frequency Date * Duration CMS** See permit condition(s)
VE EPA Method 9 Annual 30 days from startup 30 min E.11.
S0, Liquid ASTM Methods each delivery E.12.
Notes:

* The frequency base date is established for planning purposes only; see Rule 62-297.310, F.A.C.
**CMS [ =] continuous monitoring system
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