
CERTIFIED MAIL  7000 0600 0027 7981 6168

RETURNED RECEIPT REQUESTED

NOTICE OF FINAL PERMIT
In the Matter of an

Application for Permit by:

Mr. Hardy Johnson



FINAL Permit No.:
0250020-002-AV

Vice President, Florida Division

Tarmac Pennsuco

Tarmac America, Inc.



Effective Date: October 26, 2000

455 Fairway Drive



Expiration Date: October 25, 2005

Deerfield Beach, Florida 33441

Dear Mr. Johnson:


Enclosed is FINAL Permit Number 0250020-002-AV for the operation of the Tarmac Pennsuco facility located at 11000 NW 121 Way, Medley, Miami-Dade County, issued pursuant to Chapter 403, Florida Statutes (F.S.).


Any party to this order (permit) has the right to seek judicial review of the permit pursuant to Section 120.68, F.S., by the filing of a Notice of Appeal pursuant to Rule 9.110, Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure, with the Clerk of the permitting authority in the Legal Office; 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 (thirty) days from the date this Notice is filed with the Clerk of the permitting authority.


Executed in Miami, Florida.

Miami-Dade County Department of Environmental Resources Management


___________________________


H. Patrick Wong, Chief


Air Quality Management Division
FINAL Permit No.:
0250020-002-AV 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned duly designated clerk hereby certifies that this NOTICE OF FINAL PERMIT (including the FINAL permit) was sent by certified mail (*) and copies were mailed by U.S. Mail before the close of business on ______________ to the person(s) listed or as otherwise noted:

Hardy Johnson*

David Buff, P.E., Golder Associates

Scott Sheplak, Bureau of Air Regulation (INTERNET E-mail Memorandum)
Ms. Carla E. Pierce, USEPA, Region 4 (INTERNET E-mail Memorandum)

Ms. Yolanda Adams, USEPA, Region 4 (INTERNET E-mail Memorandum)


Clerk Stamp


FILING AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT FILED, on


this date, pursuant to Section 120.52(7), Florida Statutes,


with the designated agency Clerk, receipt of which is 


hereby acknowledged.


____________________________________ ___________


(Clerk)
(Date)

FINAL PERMIT DETERMINATION
FINAL Permit No.: 0250020-002-AV
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I.  Comment(s).
A.
Comments were received from Mr. Scott Quaas, Environmental Manager of Tarmac America Inc., via an E-mail message received on September 11, 2000 and the PROPOSED Title V permit was changed. The comments were not considered significant enough to reissue a PROPOSED Title V permit and require another public notice. The changes made are shown below.

1) Compliance Plan

No need for inclusion of kiln #1, if kiln #1 is not a source in permit then there is no compliance issues

Response:  Item b. (Kiln No. 1) of the compliance plan was deleted according to the comment.  This item was removed because the condition regarding Kiln No.1 is repeated in facility-wide condition #6.

2) Statement of Basis 

a) Front Sheet – “cement” block should be “concrete” block
b) Clinker Handling

i) line 3 – baghouse referenced wrong; should be 11-BE-88 unit
ii) clinker silo 11,19,20 – baghouse referenced wrong; should be HE-2-6 unit
c) Slag Dryer – remove “10,000 gallon fuel storage tank” - does not exist; remove “dried” from 4th line and add “cement” after ground slag on 4th line.

Response:  The above comments refer to the Statement of Basis, which are not included in the Final Permit.

3)
Permit

a) Subsection A source descriptions should match Subsection B source descriptions

Response:  Subsections A and B were reviewed and changes were made to match the Subsections.

b) A.5. – ***The coal used to fuel kiln No. 2 shall have sulfur content of less than not to exceed 1.75 percent . . . [wording from construction permit]



Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

c) A.23. –“and reported quarterly to the DERM Air Facilities Section.” [40 CFR 60.63(a) does not require such reporting]

Response:  The condition (renumbered as A.22) was revised as follows:  "... rates shall be recorded.  Such records shall be made available to the DERM upon request."

d) B.3. – Kiln No.2 and Cooler No.2 maximum annual rate clinker produced in tons should be “197,100"

Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

e) B.6.

i) Emission Limit/Standard are not listed for all pollutants

Response:  The column title "Emissions Limit/Standard" was replaced with "Regulatory Citation" in tables A.4, A.5, B.6, and B.7 to better reflect the intended purpose and content of the information contained in that column.  In addition the "Process Weight" column was removed because not all pollutant "maximum allowable emissions" are determined by process weight standards and the blank data boxes created confusion.  The process weight information was added in brackets under the regulatory citation. 

ii) ***The coal used to fuel kiln No. 2 . . . – see A5. above


Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

iii) ****Dioxins/Furans – wrong reference to Subpart LLL; the system is not an “in-line kiln/raw mill”


Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

f) B.8. – Visible Emission Limits are listed twice and should be “20%”

Response:  There are two columns in the table, one for kilns and the other for clinker coolers.  In accordance with 40 CFR 63 Subpart LLL, visible emissions limits for kilns and clinker coolers are 20% and 10%, respectively.  No change was made to the permit.

g) B.9.

i) (a) –  . . . temperature limit specified in paragraph 40 CFR 63.1344(b).


Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

ii) (a) –  remainder of paragraph incorrect reference – the system is not an “in-line kiln/raw mill” 


Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment. 
iii) (b) –  incorrect reference to Subpart LLL – should be [40 CFR 63.1344(a) and (b)]


Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.
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h) B.12.

i)  “ . . . The permittee shall annually . . . conduct performance test . . .”; Dioxin/Furans only require initial test then every 30 months.

Response:  The paragraph was changed as follows:  "...The permittee shall test annually, unless otherwise indicated, conduct performance...".  The 30-month testing requirement is stated in footnote (2).

ii) Dioxin/Furans under pollutant column need footnote “ (2)”


Response:  The footnote was moved to "Dioxins/Furans" for clearer understanding.

i)
B.13.

i) (b)(1) –  remove reference to in-line kiln/raw mill – the system is not an “in-line kiln/raw mill”


Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

ii) (b)(1) –  where is paragraph “(b)(1)(v)” referenced at end of paragraph (b)(1)


Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

iii) (b)(1) – Qsd = “as determined by Method 5"; Method 5 not used to determine flow and 40 CFR 63.1349(b)(1)(iii) does not include this language


Response:  The permit was changed to quote 40 CFR 63 Subpart LLL verbatim.

iv) (b)(1) – P = “as confirmed by material balance over the production system”; where is this material balance defined additionally 40 CFR 63.1349(b)(1)(iii) does not include this language


Response:  The permit was changed to quote 40 CFR 63 Subpart LLL verbatim.

v) (b)(2) – where is section “B.17.(b)(1)”

Response:  "B.17." was deleted and the sentence now reads.."...not subject to (b)(1) of this section..".

vi) (b)(2) – this section does not fully state the reference to 40 CFR 63.1349(b)(2); section should include reference to reduction of 3-hour Method 9 test if condition of paragraphs (b)(2)(i) through (ii) apply

Response:  The permit was changed to include the entire 40 CFR 63.1349(b)(2) paragraph.
vii) (b)(3) –   remove reference to in-line kiln/raw mill – the system is not an “in-line kiln/raw mill”


Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.
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viii) (b)(3)(iv) – reference to B.13.b; what is this


Response:  B.13.b was deleted and replaced by "..specific condition B.9.b."


j)
B.23.(e)(5) –   remove reference to in-line kiln/raw mill – the system is not an “in-line kiln/raw mill”



Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

k) B.29.(a) – why is reference to 40 CFR 63.1355 changed to require on-site record retention to 5 years; permit must be consistent with Subpart LLL requirements

Response:  The permit was changed to reflect the requirements of 40 CFR 63.1355 as follows:

"At a minimum, the most recent two years of data shall be retained on site.  The remaining three years of data may be retained off site."
l) Subsection C.

i) Clinker Handling

· line 3 – baghouse referenced wrong; should be 11-BE-88 unit




Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

· clinker silo 11,19,20 – baghouse referenced wrong; should be HE-2-6 unit




Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

ii) Slag dryer

· remove “10,000 gallon fuel storage tank” - does not exist




Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.
· remove “dried” from 4th line and add “cement” after ground slag on 4th line




Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

iii)
Insufflation Systems

· Kiln 2 Waste Bin should be Kiln 3 for baghouse ID K-396




Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.
m) C.2.


Permitted Capacity for Ready Mix Plant should be “. . . production of cement concrete is 



Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.
n) Subsection D

i) Clinker Handling

· line 3 – baghouse referenced wrong; should be 11-BE-88 unit




Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.
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· clinker silo 11,19,20 – baghouse referenced wrong; should be HE-2-6 unit




Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.


ii)
Slag dryer

· remove “10,000 gallon fuel storage tank” - does not exist




Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

· remove “dried” from 4th line and add “cement” after ground slag on 4th line




Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.

iii) Insufflation Systems

· Kiln 2 Waste Bin should be Kiln 3 for baghouse ID K-396




Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.
o) D.3. 

– Permitted Capacity for Ready Mix Plant should be “. . . production of cement concrete is . . 




Response:  The permit was changed according to the comment.
p) D.26.

 – why is reference to 40 CFR 63.1355 changed to require on-site record retention to 5 years; permit must be consistent with Subpart LLL requirements.

Response: The permit was changed to reflect the requirements of 40 CFR 63.1355 as follows:  At a minimum, the most recent two years of data shall be retained on site.  The remaining three years of data may be retained off site.
B. The following changes were made based on a review of the proposed permit by Department staff.

1) Appendix E was removed from the "Table of Contents" and "Referenced attachments made a part of this permit", page i and 1 respectively.  Appendix E, 40 CFR 63, Subpart A, General Provisions for Subpart LLL, Portland Cement Plants was a duplicate of Appendix A.

2) Specific Condition A.9. was changed as follows: "...periods of excess emissions that shall be reported are defined as all 6-minute periods during which the average opacity exceeds 1020% opacity."
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3) The following cross-references in Specific Condition B.13.(b)2 were changed:
a)
"...Performance test shall be conducted under the conditions that exist when the affected source is operating at the highest load or capacity level reasonably expected to occur (See Specific Condition B.2315.).

b)
"See Specific Conditions B.118. and B.1917."

II.  Conclusion.
The permitting authority hereby issues the FINAL Title V permit, with any changes noted above.
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