	[image: image1.png]



	Florida Department of

Environmental Protection

 Southwest District Office

13051 North Telecom Parkway

Temple Terrace, Florida 33637-0926
	Charlie Crist

Governor

Jeff Kottkamp
Lt. Governor

Mimi A. Drew

Secretary


NOTICE OF FINAL TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT REVISION
In the Matter of an

Application for Permit Renewal

	Mr. Larry Simpson
	Final Permit Project No.:0570008-063-AV

	Plant Manager
	Mosaic – Riverview Facility

	Mosaic Fertilizer, LLC

13830 Circa Crossing Drive
Lithia, FL 33547
	Hillsborough County


Enclosed is the FINAL Permit, No. 0570008-063-AV, for the Title V Air Operation Permit Revision.  The purpose is to incorporate the terms and conditions of the air construction permit, Nos. 0570008-057-AC to add a natural gas burner to Sulfuric Acid Plant Nos. 7, 8 & 9 and 0570008-060-AC to replace process equipment of Sulfuric Acid Plant No. 8.  The facility is located at 8813 U.S. Highway 41 South, Riverview, Hillsborough County.  This permit revision is issued pursuant to Chapter 403, Florida Statures (F.S.).  There were comments received from Region 4, U.S. EPA, regarding the PROPOSED Permit.
Any party to this order (permit) has the right to seek judicial review of it under Section 120.68, F.S., by the filing of a Notice of Appeal, under Rule 9.110 of the Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure, with the Clerk of the Department 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 Department.
Executed in Hillsborough County, Florida.



Sincerely,


________________________________



Mara Grace Nasca



District Air Program Administrator



Southwest District

MGN/qn/pp

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned duly designated deputy agency clerk hereby certifies that this NOTICE OF FINAL TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT REVISION (including the FINAL Determination and the FINAL Permit) was sent by electronic mail (or a link to these documents made available electronically on a publicly accessible server) with received receipt before the close of business on ___________________to the person(s) listed:

Lary Simpson, Plant Manager, Mosaic Fertilizer, LLC (larry.simpson@mosaicco.com)

David Jellerson, Mosaic Fertilizer, LLC (david.jellerson@mosaicco.com)

David Buff, P.E., Golder Associates, Inc. (dbuff@golder.com)

Diana Lee, P.E., HCEPC (lee@epchc.org)

Clerk Stamp

FILING AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT FILED, on this date, pursuant to §120.52(7), Florida Statutes, with the designated Department Clerk, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged.

	(Clerk)
	
	(Date)


In addition, copies of this NOTICE OF FINAL TITLE AIR OPERATION PERMIT REVISION (including the FINAL Title V Air Operation Permit package) were sent electronically as noted to the person(s) listed:

Ms. Barbara Friday (posted electronically on DEP Darm_Common drive by permit engineer and email notification sent to Barbara Friday, BAR [Barbara.Friday@dep.state.fl.us] for posting with Region 4, U.S. EPA)

FINAL Determination

Title V Air Operation Permit Revision
FINAL Permit Project No.:  0570008-063-AV

Revision to Title V Operation Permit No.:  0570008-051-AV

Mosaic Fertilizer, LLC

Riverview Facility

I.  Comment(s).

Significant and general comments were received from the USEPA. The significant comment was addressed below and conveyed to USEPA in an e-mail dated October 01, 2010. The general comments were addressed below. The PROPOSED Permit was changed to accommodate the significant and general comments.  The comments were not considered significant enough to issue a Revised DRAFT Permit and require another public notice.  The changes made are shown below.

A.  EPA Significant Comment
According to 40 C.F.R. 70.6(a)a(1)(i) (Rule 62-213.400(1), Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.), the permit shall specify and reference the origin of and authority for each term and condition, and identify any difference in form as compared to the applicable requirements upon which the term and condition is based.  An acceptable citation must include the underlying applicable requirement for the condition (i.e., a State Implementation Plan (SIP) approved, preconstruction, or operating permit and/or a federally approved-SIP rule or federal regulation with section identified) in which it is based.  The definition for applicable requirement can be found in 40 CFR 70.2 (Rule 62-210.200(29), F.A.C.
The citation included in the permit for Condition A.3 cites the amended operating permit application as the authority for the condition.  This condition limits the total amount of fuel usage per 12-consecutive months for the natural gas burner associated with SAPs No. 7, 8, and 9.  The condition 6 of construction permit 0570008-057-AC issued for this unit by FDEP contains a different limitation.  Upon further inquiry, FDEP learned that the facility installed a smaller unit than the one described in the construction permit.  The applicant submitted a revised operating permit application and requested a change in the construction permit conditions addressing the unit.
It appears that the FDEP is using this revision of the operating permit for the facility as the opportunity to incorporate the modified requirements without having modified the construction permit.  Rule 62-210.300(1)(b)1., F.A.C., specifies that “limitations and requirements included in the air operating permit can be changed, and thereby superseded, through the issuance of an air construction permit, federally enforceable state operating permit, federally enforceable air general permit, or Title V air operation permit.”  Since the permit is incorporating conditions from a new construction permit, using the operating permit process to change those conditions is not the appropriate mechanism to achieve the change.  However, as Rule 62-210.300(1)(b)2., F.A.C., specifies, once the conditions are incorporated in the operating permit, they can be modified having the same force and effect “as if such change were made to the original air construction permit.”
Since the construction permit for this unit has not been modified to reflect the appropriate limitations, FDEP needs to provide a regulatory citation that provides the state with adequate authority to process this change during the revision of the operating permit for this facility.  A comprehensive explanation for the change in limitation of the fuel usage must be included as part of the permit, possibly in the form of a note underneath Condition A.3.  The SOB must also provide an explanation of these changes to the permit.
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As we have stated before, we believe that the process being used (i.e., changing limitations through a title V revision permit application and incorporating them into an operating permit) is not the appropriate mechanism to make these changes.  EPA strongly believes that the way to address this discrepancy would be to first modify the construction permit to reflect the actual conditions of the unit constructed and then, incorporate those requirements in to the operating permit for the unit.

RESPONSE:
1. Regulatory citations have been provided for Specific Condition A.3 in the final permit. The reference to the Title V Application has been removed.  A comprehensive explanation for the change in limitation of the fuel usage to a lower quantity is included in the final permit as a permitting note under Specific Condition A.3. Specific Condition A.3. has been changed

FROM:


A.3.  Fuel Usage – The natural fuel usage shall not exceed 30,000,000 standard cubic feet of natural gas

 per 12 consecutive month period based on a natural gas heat content of 1,020 Btu/standard cubic foot.

[Rule 62-210.200, F.A.C., Definitions (PTE); Title V Revision Application dated 12/04/2009]


TO:

A.3.  Fuel Usage – The natural fuel usage shall not exceed 30,000,000 standard cubic feet of natural gas 

per 12 consecutive month period based on a natural gas heat content of 1,020 Btu/standard cubic foot.

[Rules 62-213.440(1) and 62-210.200, F.A.C., Permit Content and Definitions (PTE), F.A.C.]

{Permitting Note:  The Construction Permit No. 0570008-057-AC authorized Mosaic Fertilizer to install a single 225 MMBtu/hour natural gas burner.  The facility installed a smaller unit of 153 MMBtu/hour natural gas burner.  The natural gas usage is reduced from 44,120,000 standard cubic feet per 12 consecutive month period to 30,000,000 standard cubic feet per 12 consecutive month period because of the change to a smaller natural gas burner.  Please refer to statement of basis for more detailed information.}

2. The Statement of Basis now includes an explanation of the change in limitation of the fuel usage as shown in the response to item B.1) below.
B.  EPA General Comments:
1)  Statement of Basis (SOB)
     Per the Volume 40, Part 70, Section 7 of the Code of Federal Regulation (CFR),

The permitting authority shall provide a statement that sets forth the legal and factual basis for the draft 


permit conditions (including the references to the applicable statutory or regulatory provisions).  The 


permitting authority shall send this statement to the EPA and to any other person who requests it.  40 CFR 


70.7(a)(5)(2009)

EPA recommends the permitting authority revise the SOB considering the following elements:

a) The first sentence on the SOB seems to be unrelated to the current permitting action, which is to revision of 


air operation permit 0570008-051-AV.

b) The processing schedule and related documents such as application for the revision and Requests for 


Additional Information (RAI) and the applicant’s responses to them with date included.
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c) The applicability of the Title IV, Title V, Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM), the Prevention of 


Significant Deterioration (PSD), and any other federal regulations to the facility and/or emission units.  For 


CAM, please provide an explanation on why is the facility subject, what emission unit(s) and pollutant(s) 


need emission control, and which control device(s) were installed.  Refer to the fourth paragraph in Section I, 


Subsection A of the revised permit; perhaps it is descriptive enough to include all the regulations that apply 


to the facility.
d) The appendices and attachments that underwent changes such as Table 1-1 and Table 2-1 should be 


mentioned along with Section III, Subsection A as part of the permit that changed.
e) A conclusion summarizing key points of this permit action.
Response:  The SOB was revised and the change in the SOB is shown as below:

FROM:

STATEMENT OF BASIS
Mosaic Fertilizer, LLC

Riverview Facility

Facility ID No.:  0570008

Hillsborough County

Title V Air Operation Permit Revision

Draft/Proposed Permit Project No.:  0570008-063-AV

Revision to Title V Air Operation Permit No. 0570008-051-AV

The initial Title V Renewal Air Operation Permit No. 0570008-014 045-AV was issued/effective on April 28, 1999 May 31, 2006.  This Title V Air Operation Permit Revision is issued under the provisions of Chapter 403, Florida Statutes (F.S.), and Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) Chapters 62-4, 62-210, and 62-213.  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 permitting authority, in accordance with the terms and conditions of this permit.

The subject of this permit revision is to incorporate the terms and conditions of the Construction Permit Nos. 0570008-057-AC and 0570008-060-AC.  The permit revision incorporates the following:  

1. Replacement of Converter, Superheater No. 3 and Cold Interpass Exchanger in Sulfuric Acid Plant No. 8 (E.U. No. 005),

2. Installation of a 153 MMBtu/hr natural gas burner in the sulfuric acid plant area.  The installation of the natural gas burner will be in addition to an existing 140 MMBtu/hour oil burner that is fired with No. 2 fuel oil with a maximum sulfur content of 0.5%.  Either the oil burner or the natural gas burner (removable auxiliary burner) provides the necessary heat during the cold startup of any of the Sulfuric Acid Plant Nos. (SAP) 7, 8 or 9.  

The subsection changed as a result of this revision is as follows:

Section III.  Subsection A.  Sulfuric Acid Plant Nos. 7, 8 and 9 (E.U. Nos. 004, 005 & 006)
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For detailed changes see attached Draft/Proposed Title V Revision Permit No. 0570008-063-AV.

CAM does apply to the facility.

Also included in this permit are miscellaneous unregulated emission units and/or activities.

Based on the initial Title V Air Operation Permit application received on 6/14/1996, this facility is a major source of hazardous air pollutants (HAPs).


TO:
STATEMENT OF BASIS
Mosaic Fertilizer, LLC

Riverview Facility

Facility ID No.:  0570008

Hillsborough County

Title V Air Operation Permit Revision

Final Permit Project No.:  0570008-063-AV

Revision to Title V Air Operation Permit No. 0570008-051-AV

The purpose of this permitting project is to revise the existing Title V Permit No. 0570008-051-AV for the above referenced facility.  This Title V Air Operation Permit Revision is issued under the provisions of Chapter 403, Florida Statutes (F.S.), and Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) Chapters 62-4, 62-210, and 62-213.  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 permitting authority, in accordance with the terms and conditions of this permit.

Application for a Title V Air Operation Permit Revision was received on 12/04/2009.

Request for Additional Information (RAI-1) was issued on 01/28/2010.

Response to request for additional information (RAI-1) received on 03/22/2010.

Request for Additional Information (RAI-2) was issued on 04/13/2010.

Response to request for additional information (RAI-2) received on 05/19/2010.

Based on the Title V Air Operation Revision application received on 12/04/2009, this facility continues to be a major source of hazardous air pollutants (HAPs).  This facility is classified as a PSD major facility.  This facility is subject to the MACT (Maximum Achievable Control Technology) standards of 40 CFR 63, Subpart A – General Provisions, Subpart AA – National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants from Phosphoric Acid Manufacturing Plants and Subpart BB – National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants from Phosphate Fertilizers Production Plants.  The facility is also subject to the new source performance standards (NSPS) of 40 CFR 60, Subpart A – General Provisions, and 40 CFR 60, Subpart H – Standards of Performance for Sulfuric Acid Plants.  This facility is not subject to Title IV (Acid Rain Program).  This facility is subject to the CAM (Compliance Assurance Monitoring) standards of 40 CFR 64.
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CAM applies to each pollutant-specific emission unit (PSEU) that meets the following:

· Located at a Title V Source

· Subject to an emission limit

· Uses a control device to meet the limit

· Pre-control emissions are at least 100 percent of the major source threshold

· The emission unit is not otherwise exempt (NSPS/NESHAP/Acid Rain Units/Emission Cap/Continuous Compliance Method specified in permit).

Emission Unit No. 007 cooler meets all the above mentioned criteria and therefore subject to CAM for particulate matter (PM).  The cooler uses a venturi scrubber to control the PM.

Please refer to Table CAM-1, Summary of CAM Applicability Determination for further details.

The subject of this permit revision is to incorporate the terms and conditions of the Construction Permit Nos. 0570008-057-AC and 0570008-060-AC.  The permit revision incorporates the following:

1. Replacement of Converter, Superheater No. 3 and Cold Interpass Exchanger in Sulfuric Acid Plant No. 8 (E.U. No. 005) (Ref. Construction Permit No. 0570008-060-AC)

2. Installation of a 153 MMBtu/hr natural gas burner in the sulfuric acid plant area.  The installation of the natural gas burner will be in addition to an existing 140 MMBtu/hour oil burner that is fired with No. 2 fuel oil with a maximum sulfur content of 0.5%.  Either the oil burner or the natural gas burner (removable auxiliary burner) provides the necessary heat during the cold startup of any of the Sulfuric Acid Plant Nos. (SAP) 7, 8 or 9. (Ref: Construction Permit No. 0570008-057-AC).

Note:
The construction permit No. 0570008-057-AC authorized Mosaic Fertilizer to install a single 225 MMBtu/hour natural gas burner to provide necessary heat during the cold startup of any of the Sulfuric Acid Plants (SAPs) 7, 8 & 9 (Emission Unit Nos. 004, 005 & 006).  The specific condition No. 5 allowed the natural gas burner to operate no more than 200 hours per year.  The specific condition No. 6 allowed natural gas used not to exceed 44,120,000 standard cubic feet (scf) per 12 consecutive month period based on a natural gas heat content of 1,020 British Thermal Unit (BTU)/scf.

The Title V Revision application project No. 0570008-063-AV provided information that Mosaic Riverview Facility installed a 153 MMBtu/hour (a smaller natural gas burner, as constructed).  Accordingly, the natural gas usage was reduced to 30,000,000 scf per 12 consecutive month period based on the hours of operation of 200 hour per year that remained unchanged.

This modified fuel usage limitation is more restrictive and federally enforceable.

The changes as a result of this revision are as follows:

Section III.  Subsection A.  Sulfuric Acid Plant Nos. 7, 8 and 9 (E.U. Nos. 004, 005 & 006); Table 1-1
and Table 2-1.

For detailed changes see attached Final Title V Revision Permit No. 0570008-063-AV.

Also included in this permit are miscellaneous unregulated emission units and/or activities.
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2)  Section III, Subsection A
a) The Condition A.11 seems to be missing the requirement of the facility to show compliance with the emission limitations using EPA Method 4 as is originally required in Condition 16 of construction permit 0570008-060-AC.  The permitting authority should revise this inconsistency and either correct the citation to include EPA Method 4 as a compliance testing method or provide an explanation in the SOB for not requiring it show compliance.
Response:  The Specific Condition A.11 was revised and the change in the Specific Condition A.11 is shown as below:

FROM:

A.8 11.  Compliance with the emission limitations of Specific Conditions A.2, A.3, A.4, and A.5 A.4., 

A.5., A.7 and A.8. shall be determined in accordance with 40 CFR 60.85 using EPA Methods 1, 2, 3, 8 and 

9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Chapter 62-297, F.A.C.  The minimum 

requirements for stationary point source emissions test procedures and reporting shall be in accordance 

with Chapter 62-297, F.A.C. and 40 CFR 60, Appendix A.

[Chapter 62-297, F.A.C.]


TO:

A. 11.  Compliance with the emission limitations of Specific Conditions A.4., A.5., A.7 and A.8. shall be 

determined in accordance with 40 CFR 60.85 using EPA Methods 1, 2, 3, 4, 8 and 9 contained in 40 CFR 

60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Chapter 62-297, F.A.C.  The minimum requirements for 

stationary point source emissions test procedures and reporting shall be in accordance with Chapter 62-

297, F.A.C. and 40 CFR 60, Appendix A.

[Chapter 62-297, F.A.C.]

b) The conditions A.12 and A.13 were labeled as “not federally enforceable” because their origin is the Rules of the Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County.  However, since they were included as part of the requirements of the SIP-approved construction permits incorporated into the permit, they would be incorporated as federally enforceable.  Please revise the conditions and cite the appropriate underlying applicable requirement.
Response:  No change was made to the Specific Conditions A.12 and A.13 since they were not included as part of the requirements of the SIP-approved construction permits incorporated into the permit.

c) In Condition A.14, EPA found that some continuous monitoring requirements in Condition 17 of 0570008-060-AC and Condition 11 of PSD-FL-250 were not included.  Please provide EPA the reasons for not including those requirements in the operation permit.
The permitting authority might consider adding 40 CFR 60 Appendix B to the citations of this condition and consider deleting citation to Rule 62-297.500 since those requirements were repealed.

Response:  The Specific Condition A.14 was revised and the change in Specific Condition A.14 is shown as 


below. The Specific Condition A.14 and Specific Condition Nos. A.15, A.19 and A.20 that were part of the 


Draft/Proposed Permit include all the continuous monitoring requirements of Specific Condition 11 of PSD-


FL-250.  The remaining narratives of condition 11 of PSD-FL-250 are from 40 CFR 60.7, 60.13, 60.84, and 

40 CFR 60 Appendices B and F, which are cited in the rule reference.
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FROM:

A.11 14.  SO2 CEMS Compliance Demonstration – For these plants this plant, a continuous emission 

monitoring system for the measurement of sulfur dioxide shall be calibrated, maintained and operated as 

specified in 40 CFR 60.84.  The span value of the continuous monitor shall be set at 1000 ppm.  The 

CEMS shall be certified to meet Performance Specification 2 in Appendix B of 40 CFR 60 and the quality 

assurance procedure specified in Appendix F of 40 CFR 60.

[Rules 62-296.800 and 62-297.500, F.A.C., and 40 CFR 60.84, Title V Permit No. 0570008-040-AV Air Construction Permit Nos. 0570008-025-AC/PSD-FL-250 and 0570008-060-AC]

{See Condition 11 of Air Construction Permit 0570008-025-AC/PSD-FL-250.}


TO:

A. 14.  SO2 CEMS Compliance Demonstration – For each of these plants, a continuous 


emission monitoring system (CEMS) for the measurement of sulfur dioxide (SO2) emissions shall be 


calibrated, maintained and operated as specified in 40 CFR 60.84.  The CEMS will be used to determine 


compliance with the 24-hour average emission limit for SO2.  The span value of the continuous monitor 


shall be set at 1000 ppm of SO2.  The CEMS shall be certified to meet Performance Specification 2 in 


Appendix B of 40 CFR 60 and the quality assurance procedure specified in Appendix F of 40 CFR 60.

[40 CFR 60 Appendices B and F, 40 CFR 60.7, 60.13, 60.84; Air Construction Permit Nos. 0570008-025-AC/PSD-FL-250 and 0570008-060-AC]

d) The Condition A.18 is missing the requirement to complete daily records within five business days, which was required in Condition 20 of 0570008-060-AC.  The permitting authority must revise the condition and the underlying applicable requirement and include the recording period as appropriate or explain in the SOB the reasons for not including those requirements in the operation permit.
Response:  The Specific Condition A.18 was revised and the change in the Specific Condition A.18 is shown as below:

FROM:

A.14 18.  In order to document ongoing compliance with the emission limitations of Specific Condition 

A.4 7 and A.8., the permittee shall maintain monthly records onf the Sulfuric Acid Plants. sulfur dioxide 


(SO2) emissions for each plant.  The records shall include, but not limited to, the following for each day of 


the month:

a. Facility Name, Facility ID No. (0570008), Emission Unit ID No. 005, and Description;

b. Date;


Daily

c.
hours operated; While operating, record the hours of operation;


d.
daily acid When operating, record the H2SO4 production (in tons as 100% H2SO4);


e.
While operating, record the H2SO4 production rate, in tons per hour (daily average);

c.
3-hour and 24-hour average of SO2 emissions (lb/ton as 100% H2SO4) using the 3-hour



and 24-hour average or 3-hour and 24-hour block average as appropriate;

d.
daily average pounds/ton and pounds/hour of SO2 and sulfuric acid mist emissions 



(pounds/hour);


Monthly (Rolling 12-month period) –  Total H2SO4 production (tons), total emissions of SO2 and sulfuric acid mist (tons).


[Rule 62-213.440(1), F.A.C., Air Construction Permit No. 0570008-060-AC]
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TO:

A. 18.  In order to document ongoing compliance with the emission limitations of Specific Conditions
A.7. and A.8., the permittee shall maintain records on the Sulfuric Acid Plants.  The records shall include, but not limited to, the following:

a. Facility Name, Facility ID No. (0570008), Emission Unit ID No. 005, and Description;

b. Date;


Daily


c.
While operating, record the hours of operation;


d.
While operating, record the H2SO4 production (in tons as 100% H2SO4);


e.
While operating, record the H2SO4 production rate, in tons per hour (daily average);


f.
3-hour and 24-hour average of SO2 emissions (lb/ton as 100% H2SO4) using the 3-hour



and 24-hour average or 3-hour and 24-hour block average as appropriate;


g.
daily SO2 and sulfuric acid mist emissions (pounds/hour);


Daily records shall be completed within 5 business days of the day of operation.


Monthly (Rolling 12-month period)



Total H2SO4 production (tons), total emissions of SO2 and sulfuric acid mist (tons).


Monthly record shall be completed by the 15th day of the following month.


[Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-213.440(1), F.A.C., Air Construction Permit No. 0570008-060-AC]

3)  Section III, Subsection T
a) The permitting authority should revise the notes included in Conditions T.1, T.2, T.3 and T.7.  They seem to have a typographical error.  The reference to 40 CFR Subpart A, should read Attached 60-A, and not Attached 60-H.
Response:  The typographical error in notes included in Conditions T.1, T.2, T.3 and T.7 have been corrected and shown as below:

FROM:

{Note: For emissions units 004, 005, and 006 (for acid mist), see related applicable NSPS 


requirements in 40 CFR 60.8(f) found in the Attached 60-H, 40 CFR 60 Subpart A – General 


Provisions. For emissions units 007, 022, 023, 024, 055, and 073, see related applicable NESHAP 


requirements in 40 CFR 63.7(e)(3) found in Subsection Q. NESHAP Common Conditions.}


TO:

{Note: For emissions units 004, 005, and 006 (for acid mist), see related applicable NSPS 


requirements in 40 CFR 60.8(f) found in the Attached 60-A, 40 CFR 60 Subpart A – General 


Provisions. For emissions units 007, 022, 023, 024, 055, and 073, see related applicable NESHAP 


requirements in 40 CFR 63.7(e)(3) found in Subsection Q. NESHAP Common Conditions.}

b) The language in Condition T.4(a)(2)b., was changed from its original form as set forth in the Rule 62-297.310(4).  It reads “to properly establish the relationship between a DRAFT surrogate standard and an existing mass emission standard.”  The permitting authority should provide EPA with a clarification on why the language was changed from Proposed to Draft and if it would be more stringent requirement.
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RESPONSE:  This typographical error occurred when the Microsoft Word “Find” “Replace” functions were applied to the entire permit for changes in the Header of the word document.  The error is corrected and shown as below:

FROM:
b. The observation period for special opacity tests that are conducted to provide data to establish a surrogate standard pursuant to Rule 62-297.310(5)(k), F.A.C., Waiver of Compliance Test Requirements, shall be established as necessary to properly establish the relationship between a DRAFT surrogate standard and an existing mass emission limiting standard.


TO:
b. The observation period for special opacity tests that are conducted to provide data to establish a surrogate standard pursuant to Rule 62-297.310(5)(k), F.A.C., Waiver of Compliance Test Requirements, shall be established as necessary to properly establish the relationship between a proposed surrogate standard and an existing mass emission limiting standard.

c) The language in Condition T.7(a)3., reads differently than in the Rule 62-297.310(8).  It reads “the Department shall not require submission of emission compliance test results for any emission unit that, during the year prior to Revision.”  The permitting authority should provide EPA with a clarification on why the language was changed from Renewal to Revision and if it would be a more stringent requirement.
RESPONSE:  This typographical error occurred when the Microsoft Word “Find” “Replace” functions were applied to the entire permit for changes in the Header of the word document.  The error is corrected and shown as below:

FROM:
3. The owner or operator of an emissions unit that is subject to any emission limiting standard shall 
conduct a compliance test that demonstrates compliance with the applicable emission limiting standard 
prior to obtaining a renewed operation permit. Emissions units that are required to conduct an annual compliance test may submit the most recent annual compliance test to satisfy the requirements of this provision. In renewing an air operation permit pursuant to sub-subparagraph 62-210.300(2)(a)3.b., c., or d., F.A.C., the Department shall not require submission of emission compliance test results for any emissions unit that, during the year prior to Revision:


TO:
3. The owner or operator of an emissions unit that is subject to any emission limiting standard shall conduct a compliance test that demonstrates compliance with the applicable emission limiting standard prior to obtaining a renewed operation permit. Emissions units that are required to conduct an annual compliance test may submit the most recent annual compliance test to satisfy the requirements of this provision. In renewing an air operation permit pursuant to sub-subparagraph 62-210.300(2)(a)3.b., c., or d., F.A.C., the Department shall not require submission of emission compliance test results for any emissions unit that, during the year prior to renewal:

II.  Conclusion.

In conclusion, the changes that have been made are insignificant in nature and do not impose additional public noticing requirements.  The permitting authority hereby issues the FINAL Permit, with any changes noted above.
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