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May 19, 1999

Timothy Cotner

Plant Director

Cedar Bay Generating Company, L.P.

9640 Eastport Road

Jacksonville, FL 32226

Re:
PROPOSED Title V Permit No.: 0310337-002-AV


Cedar Bay Cogeneration Facility

Dear Mr. Cotner:


One copy of the “PROPOSED PERMIT DETERMINATION” for the Cedar Bay Cogeneration Facility located at 9640 Eastport Road, Jacksonville, Duval County, 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permit will not be issued until the permitting authority receives written notice that the objection is resolved or withdrawn.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 Wendy Alexander, at 850/921-9527.


Sincerely,


C. H. Fancy, P.E.


Chief


Bureau of Air Regulation

CHF/h

Enclosures

Copy furnished to:

Timothy Cotner, Cedar Bay Generating Company

Barry Andrews, P.E., ENSR

Chris Kirts, P.E., DEP, Northeast District Office

Richard Robinson, P.E., Duval County AWQD

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

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

PROPOSED PERMIT DETERMINATION

Cedar Bay Generating Company, L.P.

Cedar Bay Cogeneration Facility

Proposed Permit No.: 0310337-002-AV

I.  Public Notice.

An “INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” to Cedar Bay Generating Company, L.P. for the Cedar Bay Cogeneration Facility located at 9640 Eastport Road, Jacksonville, Duval County was clerked on December 31, 1998.  The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” was published in The Florida Times Union on January 12, 1999.  The DRAFT Title V Air Operation Permit was available for public inspection at the Regulatory and Environmental Services Department’s Air and Water Quality Division and the Department of Environmental Protection’s Northeast District Office 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” was received on January 19, 1999.

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 2 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 comments will not be restated, but are attached and numbered for reference.  Where duplicative comments exist, the original response is referenced.

A.
Letter from Mr. Timothy Cotner, dated February 11, 1999, and received on February 12, 1999.

1. General Permit Comments.

a.
Where possible, the Department has quoted verbatim the applicable federal and state regulations, which are also applicable requirements.  Therefore, no change will be made.

b.
Referencing the PSD permit in a Title V condition is sufficient to provide both a basis and history for the condition.  Therefore, no change will be made.

c.
The Department agrees with the comment and will reduce the justification to only the reference to the PSD permit.

2.
Statement of Basis.

The Department acknowledges the comment.  The Specific Operating Agreement (SOA) between the City of Jacksonville and the State of Florida required adoption of several state rules.  The state rules adopted by JEPB Rule 2: Air Pollution Control are stated in either the specific Title V permit conditions or Appendix TV-2: Core Conditions.  Citation of the specific JEPB provision would be redundant and will not be done.  Therefore no change will be made.

3.
Section I, Subsection A.  

Facility Description.  The Department agrees with the comment and will change the description as follows:


From:

.........The fuel for Boilers B and C can also be supplemented with short fiber recycle rejects received from Stone Container Corporation.  No. 2 fuel oil is used as supplemental fuel in all three boilers for periods of start-up and shutdown.  Also included in this permit are miscellaneous unregulated/insignificant emissions units and/or activities.


To:

.........The fuel for Boilers B and C can also be supplemented with short fiber recycle rejects received from Stone Container Corporation.  No. 2 fuel oil is used as supplemental fuel in all three boilers normally only for start-ups.  Also included in this permit are miscellaneous insignificant emissions units and/or activities.


See response No. 5.c.i. for an explanation of the No. 2 fuel oil language change and response No. 12. for removal of unregulated emissions units and/or activities.  Also, Stone Container Corporation has not changed its legal name.

4.
Section II, Facility-wide Conditions.


a.
Condition 5.
The Department acknowledges the comment.  See response Nos. 11. and 12.

b.
Condition 8.
The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  This condition applies to all emissions units at the facility, including the unregulated and insignificant emissions units/activities with particulate matter and visible emissions that do not have any other unit specific regulatory requirements.


c.
Condition 9.
i.
The Department agrees with the comment and will modify the condition as follows:

From:
9................. 

a)  Unconfined PM related to coal transfer points is controlled by water spray in key locations.

To:

8................. 

a)  Unconfined PM related to coal transfer points is controlled by water spray in key locations as necessary.

As noted in the permit, the condition was based on information proposed by the applicant in the initial Title V permit application for prevention of unconfined particulate matter emissions.

ii.
The Department acknowledges this request and will modify the permitting note for the condition as follows (see response No. 10 for replacement of Appendix TV-2 with TV-3):

From:
{Permitting Note:  Condition No. 8 presents the reasonable precautions to be implemented in accordance with Rule 62-296.320(4)(c), F.A.C., in lieu of the requirements of Condition No. 58 of Appendix TV-2.}

To:
{Permitting Note:  This condition presents the reasonable precautions to be implemented in accordance with Rule 62-296.320(4)(c), F.A.C., in lieu of the requirements of Condition No. 58 of Appendix TV-2.}

d.
Condition 11.  See response No. 2.

e.
Condition 14.  The Department agrees with the comment and will remove the condition.

5.
Section III.  Subsection A.


a.
Subpart Da Comment.  The Department agrees that the CFB boilers are subject to Subpart Da and PSD-FL-137(A), as well as applicable state requirements, yet disagrees that the NSPS monitoring recordkeeping, and reporting requirements do not apply to emissions units with BACT limits.  Compliance with the BACT limits ensures compliance with the Subpart Da limits (which represent minimum BACT limits) in 40 CFR 60.42a, 43a, and 44a (including percent reduction requirements).  Therefore, no change will made.


b.
Description.


i.
The Department agrees with the comment and will modify the description as follows:

From:

.......No. 2 fuel oil is used as an auxiliary fuel in all three boilers for periods of start-up and shutdown.

To:

......No. 2 fuel oil is used as an auxiliary fuel in all three boilers normally only for start-ups.

See response No. 5.c.i. for an explanation of the No.2 fuel oil language change.

ii.
The Department agrees with the comment and will change the permitting note as follows:

From:
{Permitting notes:...  The three boilers share a common stack.  Stack height = 403 feet, exit diameter = 13.26 feet, exit temperature = 265 ºF, actual volumetric flow rate = 1,004,000 acfm.}

To:

{Permitting notes:...  The three boilers share a common stack.  Stack height = 403 feet, exit diameter = 13.26 feet, exit temperature = approx. 265 ºF, actual volumetric flow rate = approx. 1,004,000 acfm.}


c.
Condition A.3.(b) 

i.
The Department agrees with the comment and will modify the condition to restate verbatim the language of PSD-FL-137(A) for No.2 fuel oil usage as follows:


From:  A.3.....


(b)  No. 2 Fuel Oil.  Auxiliary fuel burners shall be fueled with only No. 2 fuel oil and shall be used only for start-up and shutdown.


To:  
A.3.....


(b)  No. 2 Fuel Oil.  Auxiliary fuel burners shall be fueled with only No. 2 fuel oil and shall normally only be used for start-ups.

ii.
The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  In addition, the short term maximum oil usage limit of 8,000 gals/hr was stated in permit PSD-FL-137(A) and cannot be removed/relaxed in the Title V permitting process.


d.
Condition A.3.(d)  The Department disagrees with the comment; however, the entire condition will be restructured for clarity as follows:

From:
A.3.
Methods of Operation.

(a)
Coal.  The maximum coal charging rate of each CFB shall neither exceed 104,000 lbs/hr, 39,000 tons per month (30 consecutive days), nor 390,000 tons per year (TPY).  This reflects a combined total of 312,000 lbs/hr, 117,000 tons per month, and 1,170,000 TPY for all three CFBs.
(b)
No. 2 Fuel Oil.  Auxiliary fuel burners shall be fueled with only No. 2 fuel oil and shall be used only for start-up and shutdown.  The maximum oil usage shall not exceed 8000 gals/hr and 1,900,000 gals/year.

(c)
Short Fiber Rejects.  The maximum charging rate to CFB Boilers B & C of short fiber recycle rejects from the SCC recycling process shall not exceed 210 yd3/day (wet) and 69,588 yd3/yr (wet).  This reflects a combined total of 420 yd3/day (wet) and 139,176 yd3/yr (wet) for the two CFB boilers that fire recycle rejects.  CFB Boiler A will not utilize recycle rejects, nor will it be equipped with handling and firing equipment for recycle rejects.

(d)
Steam Production.  CFB boilers A, B, and C are permitted to operate for the purpose of producing steam.  The steam may be utilized as follows:


1.
To drive a steam turbine generator for the purpose of producing electricity.


2.
For production of electricity while diverting a portion of the steam to SCC.


3.
To satisfy SCC’s steam needs without producing electricity through a process called Full Flow Reheat Bypass (FFRB).

(e)
Other fuels or wastes shall not be burned in the CFB boilers without prior specific written approval of the Secretary of the Department of Environmental Protection.

To:
A.3.
Methods of Operation.

(a)
Operating Scenarios - Steam Production.  CFB boilers A, B, and C are permitted to operate for the purpose of producing steam.  The steam may be utilized as follows:


1.
To drive a steam turbine generator for the purpose of producing electricity.


2.
For production of electricity while diverting a portion of the steam to SCC.


3.
To satisfy SCC’s steam needs without producing electricity through a process called Full Flow Reheat Bypass (FFRB).

(b) Fuels.


1.
Coal.  The maximum coal charging rate of each CFB shall neither exceed 104,000 lbs/hr, 39,000 tons per month (30 consecutive days), nor 390,000 tons per year (TPY).  This reflects a combined total of 312,000 lbs/hr, 117,000 tons per month, and 1,170,000 TPY for all three CFBs.

2.
No. 2 Fuel Oil.  Auxiliary fuel burners shall be fueled with only No. 2 fuel oil and shall normally only be used for start-ups.  The maximum oil usage shall not exceed 8000 gals/hr and 1,900,000 gals/year.


3.
Other.  Other fuels or wastes shall not be burned in the CFB boilers without prior specific written approval of the Secretary of the Department of Environmental Protection.

(c)
Short Fiber Rejects.  The maximum charging rate to CFB Boilers B & C of short fiber recycle rejects from the SCC recycling process shall not exceed 210 yd3/day (wet) and 69,588 yd3/yr (wet).  This reflects a combined total of 420 yd3/day (wet) and 139,176 yd3/yr (wet) for the two CFB boilers that fire recycle rejects.  CFB Boiler A will not utilize recycle rejects, nor will it be equipped with handling and firing equipment for recycle rejects.  This method of operation is valid only after all requirements of specific condition A.64. have been met.


e.
Condition A.5.  

i.
The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  In addition, footnote 3 was stated in permit PSD-FL-137(A), is applicable, and cannot be removed in the Title V permitting process.

ii.
The Department disagrees with the request and no change will be made.  In addition, footnote 1 is applicable, was stated in permit PSD-FL-137(A), and cannot be modified in the Title V permitting process.


f.
Condition A.6.  The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.

g.
Condition A.7.  The condition is a reflection of a permit (PSD-FL-137(A)) requirement.  If the permittee demonstrates compliance differently than what is required by the PSD permit, then the permittee needs to get the PSD permit changed (and the Site Certification, if required).  In addition, compliance with the Title V permit condition(s) shall be determined between the permittee and AWQD.  No change will be made.


h.
Conditions A.9-A.12.  The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  These conditions were in permit PSD-FL-137(A) and are appropriately restated in the Title V permit.


i.
Condition A.13.  The Department acknowledges the comment and no change is required.


j.
Conditions A.22.-A.28.  The Department disagrees with the comment because the permittee accepted the CEMS for compliance purposes in permit PSD-FL-137(A).  Therefore, no change will be made.


k.
Condition A.29.  The Department agrees to modify the condition as follows:

From:
A.29. .....

(1)
Performance Specification 1--Specifications and Test Procedures for Opacity Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems in Stationary Sources.

(2)
Performance Specification 2--Specifications and Test Procedures for SO2 and NOX Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems in Stationary Sources.

(3)
Performance Specification 3--Specifications and Test Procedures for O2 and CO2 Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems in Stationary Sources.

To:

A.29. .....

(1)
Performance Specification 1--Specifications and Test Procedures for Opacity Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems in Stationary Sources.

(2)
Performance Specification 2--Specifications and Test Procedures for SO2 and NOX Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems in Stationary Sources.

(3)
Performance Specification 3--Specifications and Test Procedures for O2 and CO2 Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems in Stationary Sources.

(4)
Performance Specification 4--Specifications and Test Procedures for Carbon Monoxide Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems in Stationary Sources or


Performance Specification 4A--Specifications and Test Procedures for Carbon Monoxide Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems in Stationary Sources.


l.
Condition A.32.  The Department disagrees with the comment.  Public notice of Site certification document PA 88-24(A) established federal enforceability of the requirement stated in the condition.


m.
Condition A.33.  The Department acknowledges the request and will change the condition as follows:

From:

A.33.
 ............

Purpose / Substance
Test Methods

.
.

.
.

Pb
EPA Method 12

.
.

.
.

Hg
EPA Method 101A

Be
EPA Method 104

.
.

.
.

[Rules 62-213.440, and 62-297.401, F.A.C.; 40 CFR 60 and 61; PSD-FL-137 (A); and, initial Title V permit application received 6/14/96]

To:

A.33.
 ............

Purpose / Substance
Test Methods

.
.

.
.

Pb
EPA Method 12 or 29

.
.

.
.

Hg
EPA Method 101A or 29

Be
EPA Method 104 or 29

.
.

.
.

[Rules 62-213.440, and 62-297.401, F.A.C.; 40 CFR 60 and 61; PSD-FL-137 (A); initial Title V permit application received 6/14/96; and, applicant request in Title V Draft Permit Comments received 02/12/99]

In addition, EPA Method 3B will not be granted because it has not been adopted as a compliance test method in Rule 62-297.401, F.A.C.


n.
Conditions A.36.-A.37.  The Department disagrees with the comment.  The appropriate test methods for demonstrating compliance with the cited requirements are clearly stated in conditions A.36. and A.37.  The references to Florida, federal, and PSD permit requirements simply establish the authority for placing these conditions in a federally enforceable Title V permit.


o.
Conditions A.43. and A.45.  The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  NSPS sources are not exempt from state requirements; however, more stringent NSPS test requirements would supercede Rule 62-297.310, F.A.C., General Compliance Test Requirements.


p.
Condition A.45.  The Department acknowledges the request; however, no change will be made.  The Department and AWQD are both responsible for air resource issues in Jacksonville, Florida/Duval County.


q.
Condition A.46.  The Department agrees with the request and will change the condition as follows:

From:
A.46.
If the permittee wants the CEMs RATA tests for SO2 and NOX to be considered as formal compliance tests, then the permittee must satisfy all of the requirements (i.e., prior notification, submittal requirements, etc.) of Rule 62-297.310, F.A.C.

[Rules 62-297.310(7) and 62-213.440, F.A.C.]

To:
A.46.
If the permittee wants the CEMs RATAs for SO2, NOX, and CO to be considered as formal compliance tests, then the permittee must satisfy the applicable notice and submission requirements of Rule 62-297.310(7)(a)9. & (8), F.A.C. (See specific conditions A.45. and A.48.).  If Performance Specification 4A of 40 CFR 60, Appendix B is used for CO (See specific condition A.29.), a cylinder gas audit shall not be used in place of the RATA to determine compliance.

[Rules 62-297.310(7)(a)4.b., 9. & (8) and 62-213.440, F.A.C.; and, 40 CFR 60 Appendix B and Appendix F]


r.
Condition A.47.  The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  The reporting requirements in the condition apply to all regulated emissions units, including, but not limited to, NSPS type emissions units.


s.
Condition A.48.  The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  See response No. 5.r.

t.
Conditions A.49.-A.56.  The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  Condition A.56. refers to both state and federal requirements for quarterly excess emissions reporting.  Conditions A.49.-A.55. state the required content of the quarterly excess emissions reports for emissions units subject to 40 CFR 60, Subpart Da.


u.
Condition A.58.  The Department acknowledges the comment and will add a permitting note for clarity as follows:

{Permitting Note:  An operation log must be kept at all times, using any combination of manually and computer generated records that indicates the state of compliance.}

v.
Condition A.63.  The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  As noted in the condition, no additional technology is currently required to control mercury emissions from the CFB boilers.  This is contingent upon staying below the mercury emissions limit, as demonstrated by compliance testing.

6.
Section III, Subsection B.


a.
Description.  The Department agrees with the comment and will change the table as follows:


From: .....

E.U. ID No.
Brief Description:  

Material Handling Systems and Treatment Operations
Nonstack Emission Point Height (ft)
Exit Temp. ((F)
Actual Volumetric Flow Rate (acfm)
Maximum Process or Through-put Rate

(acfm)

.
.
.
.
.
.

.
.
.
.
.
.

-xxx
Pulverized Limestone Feeders (6)
?
?
?
?


To: .....

E.U. ID No.
Brief Description:  

Material Handling Systems and Treatment Operations
Nonstack Emission Point Height (ft)
Exit Temp. ((F)
Actual Volumetric Flow Rate (acfm)
Maximum Process or Through-put Rate

(acfm)

.
.
.
.
.
.

.
.
.
.
.
.

-xxx
Pulverized Limestone Feeders (6)
50
77
N/A
365


b.
Emissions Units Comment.  The Department acknowledges the comment and no change is required.


c.
Condition B.2.  The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  The condition is an intentional redundancy.  The cross-reference to the “Operating Rate During Testing” condition clarifies that a difference can exist between the permitted operating capacity before and after testing.


d.
Condition B.4.a.  The Department acknowledges this comment, but no change will be made.  From telephone conversations on March 25 and 26, 1999 with the permittee, it was determined that a facility PSD and Site Certification modification would be required to accommodate both No. 2 fuel oil and kerosene.

or:

The Department and the Siting Coordination Office agree with the comment and will allow the ADS-1 and ADS-2 dryers to fire kerosene as well as previously authorized No. 2 fuel oil.  Kerosene is only authorized as a one-to-one substitute for No. 2 fuel oil and is subject to all previous regulations for No. 2 fuel oil.  The addition of kerosene as a permitted fuel affected specific conditions B.4, B.7., B.17., and B.26.  For these conditions, the phrase “No. 2 fuel oil” was replaced with “ No. 2  fuel oil or kerosene” and the following permitting note was included for clarity:

{Permitting Note:  For the purposes of consumption, kerosene will be considered as a one-to-one substitute for No. 2 fuel oil.}


e.
Condition B.17.  The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  See response No. 5.n.


f.
Condition B.23.  The Department acknowledges the comment, but no change will be made.  See response No. 5.p.


g.
Condition B.24.  The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  See response No. 5.r.

h.
Condition B.25.  The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  See response No. 5.s.

i.
Condition B.26.  The Department acknowledges the comment and will add a permitting note after the condition for clarity.  See response No. 5.u.

j.
Condition B.27.  The Department agrees with the comment and no change is required.

7.
Section III, Subsection C.

a.
Condition C.2.  The Department disagrees with the comment and no change will be made.  See response No. 6.c.
b.
Condition C.6.b.  The Department acknowledges the comment and no change is required.

c.
Condition C.20.  The Department acknowledges the request and no change will be made.  See response No. 5.p.
8.
Table 1-1.  The Department acknowledges the comment and no change is required.  The table summarizes information for convenience purposes only and does not supersede any of the terms or conditions of the permit; however, the Department agrees to review the calculations with the permittee.

9.
Table 2-1.  The Department agrees with the comment and will correct the table.

10.
Appendix TV-2, Condition 52.  The Department agrees with the comment and will change Appendix TV-2, Condition 52., as follows:

From:

52.
Statement of Compliance.  The permittee shall submit a statement of compliance with all terms and conditions of the permit.  Such statement shall be submitted to the Department and EPA annually, or more frequently if specified by Rule 62-213.440(2), F.A.C., or by any other applicable requirement.  The statement of compliance shall include the identity of each term or condition of the permit for which each unit has remained in compliance during the period covered by the statement.  The statement shall include identification of all methods used to demonstrate compliance and identification of each term or condition of the permit for which any unit has not remained in compliance during the period covered by the statement.  For each term or condition for which the source has not remained in compliance during the period covered by the statement, the statement shall also identify each unit not in compliance and each term and condition with which the unit was not in compliance and state  the inclusive dates that the source was not in compliance, the actions taken to achieve compliance and the method used to demonstrate compliance.  Such statement shall be accompanied by a certification by a responsible official, in accordance with Rule 62-213.420(4), F.A.C.

To:

52.
Statement of Compliance.  

(a)
For each applicable requirement, the permit shall contain:

1.
A provision for assessing or monitoring compliance for each unit within the source;

2.
A provision that the source submit a statement of compliance with all terms and conditions of the permit.  Such statements shall be submitted to the Department and EPA annually, or more frequently if specified by Rule 62‑213.440(2), F.A.C., or by any other applicable requirement.  Such statements shall be accompanied by a certification in accordance with Rule 62‑213.420(4), F.A.C.;

3.
A requirement that the statement of compliance status include all the provisions of 40 CFR 70.6(c)(5)(iii), incorporated by reference at Rule 62-204.800, F.A.C.  Such statement shall be accompanied by a certification by a responsible official, in accordance with Rule 62‑213.420(4), F.A.C.

(b)
For purposes of the Statement of Compliance required at Rule 62-213.440(3)(a), F.A.C., the responsible official may treat compliance with all other applicable requirements as a surrogate for compliance with Rule 62-296.320(2), Objectionable Odor Prohibited.

The Department agrees with the comment and will replace Appendix TV-2 (version dated 11/10/98) with Appendix TV-3 (version dated 04/30/99).  This attachment has been updated to reflect rule changes to date and comments from EPA.
11.
Appendix I-1.  The Department agrees with the comment and will modify Appendix I-1 as follows:

From:
.........

Brief Description of Emissions Units and/or Activities:

.

14. Maintenance (Cleaning, Welding, Non-Asbestos Removal).

.

20. Diesel Fuel Pump.

.

57. Soda Ash Storage Silo (Vent Filter)

To:
.........

Brief Description of Emissions Units and/or Activities:

.

14. Maintenance (Cleaning, Metalworking, Soldering, Welding, Non-Asbestos Removal).

.

20. (2) Diesel Fuel Fired Pumps (emergency fire pump and boiler feed pump) collectively firing less than 16,000 gals of diesel fuel per year.

.
57. Soda Ash Storage Silo (Vent Filter)

58. Parts Washers

59. Cooling Tower

12.
Appendix U-1.  The Department agrees with the comment and will replace “diesel fuel pump” with “diesel fuel fired pump” in Appendix I-1 (see response No. 11.) and remove “fire pump diesel engine” from Appendix U-1 as follows:

From:

............

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
Fire Pump Diesel Engine

-xxx
General Purpose Internal Combustion Engine.  Located for use at this source is a diesel fuel fired internal combustion engine used to drive an emergency fire pump.

To:

............

No unregulated emissions units have been identified.  Appendix U-1 will be deleted.

B.
Memorandum from Mr. Jeff Walker, dated February 11, 1999, and received on February 12, 1999.

1.
Section III, Subsection B.


Emissions Unit List.  The Department agrees with the comment and will change the list.  See response No. C.2.b. for changes.

C.
Letter from Mr. Timothy Cotner, dated March 3, 1999, and received on March 5, 1999.

1.
Truck Loadout.  The letter received March 5, 1999 satisfies the Department’s request for information about the purpose, process, and impact of dry ash truck loadout.  The Department will therefore allow dry ash loading of trucks as an alternate method of operation in the Title V permit.

2.
Section III, Subsection B.

a.
Description.  The Department agrees with the comment and will change the description as follows:

From: ........

Either ash loadout or ash pelletizing operations are used to process the fly ash and the bed ash generated by the three fluidized bed boilers.  Dry ash loadout refers to the loading of dry fly ash and bed ash onto rail cars.  Boiler bed ash is discharged into a surge hopper with overflow going to wheelbarrows.  The fly ash is discharged from the boiler flue gas baghouses into hoppers.  The bed ash and fly ash are transferred in separate streams through dry cyclone separator/collectors that discharge into silos.  The ash may be loaded into railcars from these silos...........

To: ........

Either ash loadout or ash pelletizing operations are used to process the fly ash and the bed ash generated by the three fluidized bed boilers.  Dry ash loadout refers to the loading of dry fly ash and bed ash onto rail cars or sealed trucks.  Boiler bed ash is discharged into a surge hopper with overflow going to wheelbarrows.  The fly ash is discharged from the boiler flue gas baghouses into hoppers.  The bed ash and fly ash are transferred in separate streams through dry cyclone separator/collectors that discharge into silos.  The ash may be loaded into railcars or sealed dry bulk trailer trucks from these silos...........

b.
Emissions Units List.  The Department agrees with the comment and will change the list as follows:

From:
E.U. ID No.
Brief Description:  

Material Handling Systems and Treatment Operations

.
.

.
.

-012, -026
Fly Ash Separators (1 & 2)

-013
Bed Ash Receiver Bin

-014
Fly Ash Receiver Bin

.
.

-030
Dry Ash Rail Car Loadout

.
.

-xxx
Bed Ash Silo

-xxx
Fly Ash Silo

To:
E.U. ID No.
Brief Description:  

Material Handling Systems and Treatment Operations

.
.

.
.

-012, -026
Fly Ash Separators/Collectors (1 & 2)

-013
Pelletizer Bed Ash Receiver Bin

-014
Pelletizer Fly Ash Receiver Bin

.
.

-030
Dry Ash Rail Car/Truck Loadout

.
.

-xxx
Bed Ash Silo Vent (for transfers to silo and emissions control for truck loadout)

-xxx
Fly Ash Silo Vent (for transfers to silo and emissions control for truck loadout)

c.
Condition B.4.b.  The Department agrees with the comment and will change the condition as follows:

From:

B.4.
Methods of Operation.

..................

b.
Ash Handling.

.........................

4.
The dry ash and pelletized ash shall be loaded only onto rail cars for removal.  Removal of bottom and fly ash from the CBCF site by any means other than by rail shall require the prior approval of the Department and AWQD of the method of fugitive emissions control.

5.
The dry ash and pelletized ash may be loaded onto open or closed rail cars.

[a.:  Rule 62-213.410, F.A.C.; and, PSD-FL-137(A); b.:  PSD-FL-137(C)]

To:

B.4.
Methods of Operation.

..................

b.
Ash Handling.

.........................

4.
The dry ash and pelletized ash shall be loaded only onto rail cars or sealed trucks for removal.  Removal of bottom and fly ash from the CBCF site by any means other than by rail or sealed trucks shall require the prior approval of the Department and AWQD of the method of fugitive emissions control.

5.
The dry ash and pelletized ash may be loaded onto open or closed rail cars.

[a.:  Rule 62-213.410, F.A.C.; and, PSD-FL-137(A); b.:  PSD-FL-137(C) and applicant request in letter received March 5, 1999]

D.  Documents on file with the permitting authority:
-Letter received February 12, 1999, from Mr. Timothy Cotner.

-Memorandum received February 12, 1999, from Mr. Jeff Walker.

-Letter received March 5, 1999, from Mr. Timothy Cotner.

III.  Conclusion.
The enclosed PROPOSED Title V Air Operation Permit includes the aforementioned changes to the DRAFT Title V Air Operation Permit.

The permitting authority will issue the PROPOSED Permit No.:  0310337-002-AV, with the changes noted above.
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