








Mr. G. L. Esch


Celotex Corporation


4010 Boy Scout Blvd.


Tampa, FL   33607-5750





RE:	PROPOSED Title V Permit No.:  0310202-002-AV


	Celotex Corporation





Dear Mr. Esch:





One copy of the PROPOSED Title V Air Operation Permit for the Celotex Corporation, gypsum wallboard manufacturing facility, located at 9225 Dames Point Rd., Jacksonville, Duval County, FL, is enclosed. This letter is only a courtesy to inform you that the DRAFT permit has become a PROPOSED permit.





An electronic version of this determination has been posted on the Division of Air Resources Management’s world wide web site for the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Region 4 office’s review.  The web site address is http://www2.dep.state.fl.us/air. 


	


Pursuant to Section 403.0872(6), Florida Statutes, if no objection to the PROPOSED permit is made by the USEPA within 45 days, the PROPOSED permit will become a FINAL permit no later than 55 days after the date on which the PROPOSED permit was mailed (posted) to USEPA.  If USEPA has an objection to the PROPOSED permit, the FINAL permit will not be issued until the permitting authority receives written notice that the objection is resolved or withdrawn.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 Mr. Jerry E. Woosley at  (904) 630-3484.





Very truly yours,








                                                                                      


Richard L. Robinson, P.E., Manager


Air Pollution Permitting Section
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE





The undersigned duly designated deputy agency clerk hereby certifies that this PROPOSED TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT (including the PROPOSED DETERMINATION) and all copies were sent by  U.S. mail before the close of business on ___________________ to the person(s) listed:





Mr. G. L. Esch, Celotex Corporation





In addition, the undersigned duly designated deputy agency clerk hereby certifies that copies of this PROPOSED TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT (including the PROPOSED DETERMINATION) were sent by U.S. mail or Internet E-mail on the same date to the person(s) listed:





c:	Mr. Scott Sheplak, P.E., Bureau of Air Regulation, DEP/Talla (INTERNET E-mail)


	Ms. Carla E. Pierce, USEPA, Region  4 (INTERNET E-mail)


	Ms. Gracey Danois, USEPA, Region 4 (INTERNET E-mail)


	Mr. H. R. Sanders, P.E., Celotex Corporation


	Mr. Alan Elwell, Celotex Corporation, Jacksonville Facility 





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)


�
PROPOSED PERMIT DETERMINATION	
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I.  Public Notice.





An “INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” to the Celotex corporation, located at 9225 Dames Point Rd., Jacksonville, Duval County, FL, was clerked on October 16, 1998.  The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” was published in The Florida Times Union on October 28, 1998.  The DRAFT Title V Air Operation Permit was available for public inspection at the Regulatory and Environmental Services Department, Air and Water Quality Division in Jacksonville, FL.  Proof of publication of the “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” was received on November 5, 1998.





II.  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 ONE (1)  respondent during the 30 (thirty) day public comment period.  Listed below is the comment letter and a response to each comment in the order that the comment was listed.  The comment(s) will not be restated.  Where duplicative comments exist, the original response is referenced.





A.	Letter from Mr. H. R. Sanders, Senior Environmental Engineer, Celotex Corporation, dated November 23, 1998 and received November 25, 1998.





	Comment No. 1 and No. 2:	Statement of Basis and Facility Information





	Response:		Language has been inserted indicating that gypsum may be delivered by truck,  renaming EU Nos. 16 and 18 and clarifying the name of the corporation from The Celotex Corporation to Celotex Corporation.











Comment No. 3		Emission Unit No. 001





Response:		Particulate matter (PM) stack testing once every five years for permit renewal is not a burdensome or overly costly requirement. PM emission limits on numerous emission units were implemented in order to establish, through computer modelling, that the facility did not significantly impact the PM maintenance area, and therefore, was exempt from Reasonably Available Control Technology (RACT) requirements. No change in the PM stack testing requirement is therefore required.
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Comment No. 4		Emission Unit No. 003





Response:		Item a.	The hours of operation have been changed to 8760 hours per year, Item b.	The allowable PM annual emission rate has been changed to 19.9 tons per year.


			Item c.	Please see response to comment No. 3


			Item d.	The requirement to record the operating hours has been deleted since the operating hours are not restricted.	





As a result of this comment Specific Condition No. 2 is hereby changed:





From:	This EU shall be allowed to operate 5824 hours per year.





To:	This EU shall be allowed to operate continuously; ie: 8760 hours per year.





As a result of this comment Specific Condition No. 4 is hereby changed:





From:	PM emissions shall be limited to 0.04 gr/dscf [4.54 lbs/hr and 21.90 TPY], at the applicants request. 	[Rule 62-296.700(2)(b), FAC, and Rule 2.1001, JEPB]





To:	PM emissions shall be limited to 0.04 gr/dscf [4.54 lbs/hr and 19.90 TPY], at the applicants request. 	[Rule 62-296.700(2)(b), FAC, and Rule 2.1001, JEPB]





As a result of this comment Recordkeeping Requirements and Specific Condition No. 9 are deleted.





Comment Nos. 5 and 6		Emission Unit Nos. 004 and 005 





Response:			See response to Comment No. 3.





Comment No. 7		Emission Unit No. 007


 


Response:			Appropriate changes have been made to the EU Description.





As a result of this comment the Emission Unit Description is hereby changed:





	From:	Each burner fires natural gas to provide heat to the calcining kettles. Products of combustion do not come into contact with the process material.





	To:	Each burner fires natural gas to provide heat to the calcining kettles. Products of combustion do not come into contact with the process material. Emissions from each burner are exhausted through a separate stack. 
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Comment No. 8		Emission Unit No. 008





Response:			Appropriate changes have been made to the EU Description.





As a result of this comment the Emission Unit Description is hereby changed:





From:		Four zone natural gas fired dryer. The four zones are collectively exhausted in a single stack. Products of combustion do not come into contact with the process material.





To:		Four zone natural gas fired dryers. The four zones are collectively exhausted in a single stack. Products of combustion are circulated through the dryer in direct contact with the gypsum wallboard.








Comment No. 9		Emission Unit No. 009





Response:			Appropriate changes have been made to the EU Description.





As a result of this comment the Emission Unit Description is hereby changed:





From:		Gypsum rock is unloaded from ships onto conveyor nos. JBC-1 or the new conveyor directly. Gypsum rock from Mexico which contains more fines is unloaded into hopper nos. 1 and 2 located on the new conveyor. The new conveyor feeds onto the conveyor JBC-1 which feeds onto conveyor JBC-2 which feeds the gypsum rock onto the storage pile.





To:		Gypsum rock is unloaded from ships onto conveyor nos. JBC-1 or the new conveyor directly. Gypsum rock from Mexico which contains more fines is unloaded into hopper nos. 1 and 2 located on the new conveyor. The new conveyor feeds onto the conveyor JBC-1 which feeds onto conveyor JBC-2 which feeds the gypsum rock onto the storage pile. Gypsum rock may also be delivered by truck and is unloaded directly onto the storage pile.





 Comment No. 10		Emission Unit No. 016





Response:			Appropriate changes have been made to the EU name. PM testing frequency has been changed from annually to required for permit renewal in order to be consistent with other EUs at the facility. 





As a result of this comment the Emission Unit name is hereby changed:





From:		Gypsum Handling and Drying system (Impact Mill, Dryer, and bucket elevator)





To:		BPG/Reclaim Drying and Milling System
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As a result of this comment Specific Condition No. 8 is hereby changed:





From:			PM testing and  VE testing shall be conducted concurrently and annually from the date of November 1, 1997. VE testing shall be conducted for a minimum period of 30 minutes.


		[Rule 62-297.310(4)(a)2., FAC, and Rule 2.1101, JEPB]


 


To:			VE testing shall be conducted annually from the date of November 1, 1997. VE testing shall be conducted for a minimum period of 30 minutes. PM testing shall be conducted within 225 days prior to the permit expiration date.


		[Rule 62-297.310(4)(a)2., FAC, and Rule 2.1101, JEPB]





Comment No. 11		Emission Unit No. 017





Response:		PM testing frequency has been changed from annually to required for permit renewal, in order to be consistent with other EUs at the facility. 





As a result of this comment Specific Condition No. 8 is hereby changed:





From:			PM testing and  VE testing shall be conducted concurrently and annually from the date of November 1, 1997. VE testing shall be conducted for a minimum period of 30 minutes.


		[Rule 62-297.310(4)(a)2., FAC, and Rule 2.1101, JEPB]


 


To:			VE testing shall be conducted annually from the date of November 1, 1997. VE testing shall be conducted for a minimum period of 30 minutes. PM testing shall be conducted within 225 days prior to the permit expiration date.


		[Rule 62-297.310(4)(a)2., FAC, and Rule 2.1101, JEPB]








Comment No. 12		Emission Unit No. 018


		


Response:		Appropriate changes have been made to the EU name. The emission limiting standard applicability has been clarified, and the emissison points which require VE testing have been specified. 





As a result of this comment the Emission Unit name is hereby changed:





From:		Gypsum Handling and Drying system (Material Receiving, Storage, and Conveying)





To:		BPG/Reclaim Handling and Storage System
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As a result of this comment Specific Condition No. 3 is hereby changed:





From:			VE from the receiving, storage and handling (conveying systems) shall be limited to 10% opacity. 


		[40 CFR 60.672(b),  Rule 62-204.800(7), FAC and Rule 2.201, 	JEPB]





To:			VE from the BPG/Reclaim Storage and Handling System shall be limited to 10% opacity. It is noted that truck dumping of non-metallic minerals into any screening operation, feed hopper, or crusher is exempt from the 10% opacity requirement. 


[40 CFR 60.672(b) & (d),  Rule 62-204.800(7), FAC and Rule 2.201, JEPB]





As a result of this comment Specific Condition No. 5 is hereby changed:





From:			VE testing shall be conducted annually from the date of November 1, 1997. VE testing shall be conducted for a minimum period of 30 minutes at each 	emission point. 


		[Rule 62-297.310(4)(a)2., FAC, and Rule 2.1101, JEPB]





To:			VE testing shall be conducted annually from the date of November 1, 1997. VE testing shall be conducted for a minimum period of 30 minutes at each 	of the following emission points: (a) Reclaim hopper feed onto the reclaim conveyor; (b) BPG hopper feed onto the No. 104 conveyor; (c) Top of screener;  (d) Screener feed onto the No. 104 conveyor;  (e) No. 104 conveyor transfer point onto No. 106 conveyor;  (f) No. 106 conveyor feed into the BPG/Reclaim hopper.   


		[Rule 62-297.310(4)(a)2., FAC, and Rule 2.1101, JEPB]








B.	Document on file with the permitting authority:





Letter from Mr. H. R. Sanders, P.E., Senior Environmental Engineer, Celotex Corporation, dated November 23, 1998 and received November 25, 1998.





III.  Conclusion.





The permitting authority hereby issues the PROPOSED Permit No.: 0310202-002-AV, with the changes noted above.
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