October 28, 2002

CERTIFIED MAIL – Return Receipt Requested

Mr. James M. Chansler, P.E., D.P.A.

V.P., Operations & Maintenance and Responsible Official

JEA

21 West Church Street

Jacksonville, Florida  32202

Re:
PROPOSED Title V Permit Renewal No.:  0310047-012-AV


JEA Kennedy Generating Station

Dear Mr. Chansler:


One copy of the “PROPOSED TITLE V PERMIT RENEWAL DETERMINATION” for the JEA Kennedy Generating Station located at 4215 Talleyrand Avenue, Jacksonville, Duval County, is enclosed.  This letter is only a courtesy to inform you that the DRAFT Title V Permit Renewal has become a PROPOSED Title V Permit Renewal.


An electronic version of this determination has been provided to the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Region 4 office for their review.


Pursuant to Section 403.0872(6), Florida Statutes, if no objection to the PROPOSED Title V Permit Renewal is made by the USEPA within 45 days, the PROPOSED Title V Permit Renewal will become a FINAL Title V Permit Renewal no later than 55 days after the date on which the PROPOSED Title V Permit Renewal was mailed (posted) to USEPA.  If USEPA has an objection to the PROPOSED Title V Permit Renewal, the FINAL Title V Permit Renewal will not be issued until the permitting authority receives written notice that the objection is resolved or withdrawn.


If you should have any questions, please contact Bruce Mitchell at 850/413-9198.


Sincerely,


A. A. Linero, P.E.


Bureau of Air Regulation

AAL/rbm

Enclosures

Copy furnished to:

Mr. Bert Gianazza, P.E., JEA Tower 9
Mr. Richard Robinson, AWQD

U.S. EPA, Region 4 (INTERNET E-mail Memorandum)

PROPOSED TITLE V PERMIT RENEWAL DETERMINATION

JEA’s Kennedy Generating Station

PROPOSED Title V Permit Renewal No.:  0310047-012-AV
I.  Public Notice.

An “INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” to JEA for the Kennedy Generating Station located at 4215 Talleyrand Avenue, Jacksonville, Duval County, was clerked on September 11, 2002.  The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” was published in the Florida Times-Union on September 25, 2002.  The DRAFT Permit was available for public inspection at the City of Jacksonville Air & Water Quality Division in Jacksonville and the permitting authority’s office in Tallahassee.  Proof of publication of the “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” was received on October 3, 2002.

II.  Public Comment(s).
Comments were received and the DRAFT Title V Operation Permit Renewal was changed.  The comments were not considered significant enough to reissue the DRAFT Title V Operation Permit Renewal and require another Public Notice, since the permit reflects the federally enforceable applicable conditions from SIP air construction permitting actions.  Comments were received from one respondent (JEA) during the 30 (thirty) day public comment period via e-mail on October 10, 2002, and by phone call on October 24, 2002.  Referenced below is the comment document received and the responses to the comments.  The comment(s) will not be restated.  Where duplicative comments exist, the original response is referenced.

A.  E-mail from Mr. N. Bert Gianazza, P.E., received October 10, 2002.

1.  Statement of Basis and in the Permit.  Section I.  Subsection A.  Facility Description.  The comment was to reflect that the No. 7 CT also fires Natural Gas.

Response:  The comment is noted and the description will be changed to recognize that CT No. 7 also fires Natural Gas.

2.  Permit.

a.  Section III.  Subsection A.  Page 7, General Description.  The question regarded the validity of the direct water spray inlet foggers on the existing three (3) CTs, Nos. 3 thru 5.

Response.  The incorporation of the direct water spray inlet foggers on the existing three (3) CTs, Nos. 3 thru 5, was done in the revision, Project No. 0310047-011-AV, which was effective on April 24, 2002.  Therefore, no change will be made.

b.  Section III.  Subsection A.  Specific Condition A.4.b.  The question related to the maximum operational limit of 399 hours/year/EU while using the direct water spray foggers.

Response.  The hours of limitation, while using direct water spray foggers, were established in a SIP air construction permit, Project No. 0310047-009-AC, and were incorporated into the Title V Air Operation Permit under a revision, Project No. 0310047-011-AV, which was effective April 24, 2002.  Therefore, no change will be made.

c.  Section III.  Subsection A.  Specific Condition A.20.  The question related to the requirement to maintain a log book for the operation of the direct water spray foggers.

Response.  The requirement to maintain a log book for recording the hours of operation using the direct water spray foggers was established in the revision, Project No. 0310047-011-AV, which was effective April 24, 2002.  The rule authority was Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C., for reasonable assurances.  Therefore, no change will be made.

d.  Section III.  Subsection B.  Specific Condition B.1.  Last sentence of the condition.  The issue is whether the corrected manufacturer’s curve is required to be established after each compliance test, or is it only required at the initial compliance test only?

Response.  The language will be changed to reflect what was established in the SIP AC, Project No. 0310047-002-AC.  Therefore, in the last sentence of the condition, “any” will be changed to “the initial”.

e.  Section III.  Subsection B.  Specific Condition B.24.  Request the language established in the air construction permit, Project No. 0310047-007-AC, and the Title V revision, Project No. 0310047-008-AV.

Response.  The Department agrees with the request and the following is changed:


FROM:

Testing Procedures.  Testing of emissions shall be conducted with the CT operating at permitted capacity.  Permitted capacity is defined as 95-100 percent of the maximum heat input rate allowed by the permit, corrected for the average turbine inlet temperature during the test (with 100 percent represented by a curve depicting heat input vs. ambient temperature).  If it is impracticable to test at permitted capacity, the source may be tested at less than permitted capacity.  In this case, subsequent operation is limited by adjusting the entire heat input vs. turbine inlet temperature curve downward by an increment equal to the difference between the maximum permitted heat input (corrected for ambient temperature) and 105 percent of the value reached during the test until a new test is conducted.  Once the unit is so limited, operation at higher capacities is allowed for no more than 15 consecutive days for the purposes of additional compliance testing to regain the permitted capacity.  Test procedures shall meet all applicable requirements (i.e., testing time frequency, minimum compliance duration, etc.) of Rule 62-204.800, F.A.C.

{Permitting Note: Attached (GE Heat Input Curves) are the manufacturer’s heat input curves that are nominal values to be used to aid in defining “full load” for stack testing purposes and do not constitute a limit on heat input.}

[0310047-002-AC]


TO:


Testing Procedures.  Compliance testing of emissions shall be conducted with the CT operating at permitted capacity.  Permitted capacity is defined as 90-100 percent of the manufacturer’s rated heat input achievable for the average compressor inlet conditions during the test.  If it is impracticable to test at permitted capacity, then combustion turbines may be tested at less than permitted capacity.  In such cases, the entire curve or table shall be adjusted downwards by the increment which reflects the reduced rate of operation at which compliance was demonstrated.  This increment is equal to the difference between the manufacturer’s heat input or fuel usage value and 110 percent of the value reached during the test.  In this case, the data and calculations necessary to demonstrate the heat input or fuel usage rate correction shall be submitted to the Department with the compliance test report.  Test procedures shall meet all applicable requirements (i.e., testing time frequency, minimum compliance duration, etc.) of Rule 62-204.800, F.A.C.

{Permitting note: Attached (GE Heat Input Curves) are the manufacturer’s heat input curves that are nominal values to be used to aid in defining “full load” for stack testing purposes and do not constitute a limit on heat input.}

[0310047-007-AC; and, 0310047-008-AV]

f.  Section III.  Subsection B.  Specific Condition B.25.  The issue is whether or not the AWQD office should be notified for anything relating to compliance issues, instead of the Department.

Response.  The “AWQD office” is the compliance and enforcement authority.  Therefore, no change will be made.

g.  Section III.  Subsection B.  Specific Condition B.30.  The request is to change “Kennedy Center Station” to “Kennedy Generating Station”.

Response.  The Department agrees with the request and the change will be made.

h.  Section III.  Subsection B.  Specific Conditions B.35. and B.40.

Response.  See “Response” 2.f., above.

i.  Section IV.  Subsection A.  Acid Rain Part.


(1)  General Description and Specific Condition A.2..  Request is to delete all references to EUs 8, 9 and 10, since they no longer exist.


Response.  The Department agrees with the request and the references will be deleted.


(2)  Specific Condition A.5.  Request is to specify Mr. James Chansler as the Designated Representative.


Response.  Mr. James M. Chansler is specified in this condition as the new Designated Representative.  However, the reference will be deleted because we have the documents on file as to who the Designated Representative is or Designated Representative and Alternate Designated Representatives are for the facility.

3.  Appendix I-1, List of Insignificant Emissions Units/Activities.

a.  Part B.  Request is to delete all references to EUs 8, 9 and 10, since they no longer exist.

Response.  The Department agrees with the request and the references will be deleted.

B.  Phone call from Mr. David Norse on October 24, 2002.

1.  Appendix U.  The request was to remove Storage Tanks Nos. 2 and 3, since they are no longer in use.  The request is acceptable and they will be removed from Appendix U.

III.  Conclusion.

The permitting authority will issue the PROPOSED Title V Operation Permit Renewal, No. 0310047-012-AV, with any changes noted above, and with one minor change due to a permit format modification, as noted below:

1.  The Department has recently revised the format for Title V permits that has eliminated Subsection D.  Miscellaneous of Section I.  Facility Information.

This Subsection in the DRAFT permit contained the following statement:

The use of “Permitting Notes” throughout this permit are for informational purposes only and are not permit conditions.


