





Tad Humphreys
President
International Ship Repair and Marine Services, Inc.
1616 Penny Street 
Tampa, FL 33605

Re:	Title V Air Operation Permit Renewal
	Revised DRAFT Permit Project No.: 0570021-012-AV
	International Ship Repair and Marine Services, Inc.

Dear Mr. Humphreys:

	One copy of the Revised DRAFT Permit for the renewal of a Title V Air Operation Permit for International Ship Repair and Marine Services, Inc. located at 1616 Penny Street, Tampa, Hillsborough County, is enclosed.  The permitting authority's “INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” and the “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” are also included.
	An electronic version of the Revised DRAFT Permit will be posted on the Division of Air Resource 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://www.dep.state.fl.us/air/eproducts/ards/default.asp”

	The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” must be published as soon as possible.  Proof of publication, i.e., newspaper affidavit, must be provided to the permitting authority’s office within 7 (seven) days of publication pursuant to Rule 62-110.106(5), F.A.C.  Failure to publish the notice and provide proof of publication within the allotted time may result in the denial of the permit pursuant to Rule 62-110.106(11), F.A.C.

	Please submit any written comments you wish to have considered concerning the permitting authority's proposed action to Diana Lee, P.E., at the above letterhead address.  If you have any other questions, please contact Roger Zhu, at 813/627-2600.

	Sincerely,



	Richard D. Garrity, Ph.D.
	Executive Director

RDG/KRZ/krz

Enclosures



Revised DRAFT Determination

Title V Air Operation Permit Revision
Revised DRAFT Permit Project No.:  0570021-012-AV
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I.  Public Notice.

	An “INTENT TO ISSUE A TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” to International Ship Repair and Marine Services, Inc. located at 1616 Penny Street, Tampa, Hillsborough County is included in this package, along with the “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE A TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL”.  The initial DRAFT Permit has been reissued following comments from the facility as summarized below.  Proof of publication of the “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE A TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” is required as stated within that section.

II.  Permittee Comment(s).

	Comments were received and the DRAFT Permit was changed.  The comments were considered significant enough to reissue the DRAFT Permit.  A Public Notice is required regarding this reissued DRAFT permit.  Comments were received from the permittee in response to the initial issuance of the DRAFT permit.  Listed below is each comment in the chronological order of receipt and a response to each comment in the order that the comment was received.  The changes referenced from the comments apply to initial DRAFT Permit No. 0570021-012-AV issued on November 20, 2009.

ISR’s Comment No.1:
Specific Condition A23. states 'In order to demonstrate compliance with Specific Condition Nos. A2, A3, A4 and A5, the permittee shall maintain monthly records and twelve consecutive month totals on coating (RACT) usage (including thinner and cleanup solvent usage), volatile organic compound usage, volatile organic compound emissions, individual HAP emissions, and total HAP emissions. All cleanup solvents used must be individually tracked and included in the emission totals. The records shall be maintained for a minimum of 5 years.'

The current permit does not require tracking cleanup solvents individually. All solvents used are listed in the daily and monthly records but they are not individually totaled. This requirement is confusing and only adds to the paperwork burden without any additional environmental benefits. ISR requests that this permit condition be changed to the following:

Specific Condition A23. states 'In order to demonstrate compliance with Specific Condition Nos. A2, A3, A4 and A5, the permittee shall maintain monthly records and twelve consecutive month totals on coating (RACT) usage (including thinner and cleanup solvent usage), volatile organic compound usage, volatile organic compound emissions, individual HAP emissions, and total HAP emissions. All cleanup solvents used must be tracked and included in the emission totals. The records shall be maintained for a minimum of 5 years.'

EPC’s Response to Comment No.1:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]ISR’s PTE for VOC and HAPs were calculated at 198 and 162 TPY, respectively.  These emissions were calculated based on an annual average VOC content of 3.5 lb/gal for exterior and interior coating and a usage of 90,000 gal/yr, and an annual average VOC content of 8 lb/gal for thinner and solvent and a usage of 10,000 gal/yr, as well as 82% of HAPs emitted based on the total VOC emissions.  In order to limit the potential to emit and demonstrate compliance with Specific Condition No. A.5., the thinner and solvent usages shall be tracked individually in order to demonstrate compliance with the VOC PTE.   Therefore, no change will be made to Specific Condition No. A.23.           

ISR’s Follow-up Comment to EPC’s Response:
Specific Condition A.23. states 'In order to demonstrate compliance with Specific Condition Nos. A.2, A.3, A.4 and A.5, the permittee shall maintain monthly records and twelve consecutive month totals on coating (RACT) usage (including thinner and cleanup solvent usage), volatile organic compound usage, volatile organic compound emissions, individual HAP emissions, and total HAP emissions. All cleanup solvents used must be individually tracked and included in the emission totals. The records shall be maintained for a minimum of 5 years.'

Omana Taylor, consultant for International Ship Repair, spoke with Dianna Lee on June 10, 2010 to discuss this new language. During the discussion, Diana Lee agreed to keep the permit language the same as in the existing permit and not use the language listed above.

EPC’s Final Response to Comment No.1:
After discussion with ISR consultant, Omana Taylor, EPC staff agreed that since the daily records already reflect the information for each coating, solvent and thinner (i.e., material name/type, VOC content, density, and usages), then the monthly records only need to reflect an average VOC content and usages for the coating and solvent/thinner used in the month, as well as 12-month rolling total.  Therefore, Specific Condition No. A.23. will be revised as follows:

From:
Specific Condition No. A.23.  In order to demonstrate compliance with Specific Condition Nos. A.2, A.3, A.4 and A.5, the permittee shall maintain monthly records and  twelve consecutive month totals on coating (RACT) usage (including thinner and cleanup solvent usage), volatile organic compound usage, volatile organic compound emissions, individual HAP emissions, and total HAP emissions.  All cleanup solvents used must be individually tracked and included in the emission totals.  The records shall be maintained for a minimum of 5 years.
[Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-213.440(1)(b)2., F.A.C.]    

To:
Specific Condition No. A.23.  In order to demonstrate compliance with Specific Condition Nos. A.2, A.3, A.4 and A.5, the permittee shall maintain monthly records and  twelve consecutive month totals on coating (RACT) usage (including thinner and cleanup solvent usage), volatile organic compound usage, volatile organic compound emissions, individual HAP emissions, and total HAP emissions.  The records shall be maintained for a minimum of 5 years.
[Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-213.440(1)(b)2., F.A.C.] 

ISR’s Comment No. 2:
Specific Condition A.29 mentions Tampa Bay Ship Building and Repair Company. ISR believes that this is a typing error and requests it to be corrected. 

EPC’s Response to Comment No. 2:
The typo in Specific Condition A.29. will be corrected in the revised DRAFT Title V Permit.   



ISR’s Comment No. 3:
Specific Condition B.5.(B). states 'Visible emissions from the abrasive grit storage silos, internal ship blasting, and abrasive blasting of miscellaneous metal parts in the blasting/ coating booth or the blasting/ coating containment area, shall not be greater than 5% opacity.'

The existing permit allows a 20% opacity limit for the blast booth and internal blasting. Even though the blasting activity from the blast booths is vented into a dust collector, it is difficult to achieve the negative pressure needed to keep the opacity at or below 5%. This is mostly due to the age and construction of the buildings. Additionally, the dust collector that is used in Berth 200 is quite old and may not be adequate to control to the new standard without extensive repair or replacement. Based on these conditions ISR may be forced to spend thousands of dollars either upgrading or replacing these buildings and control devices to achieve the 5% opacity. Since 20% opacity is achievable and since ISR has been complying with this limit all along, ISR requests this standard be kept as is in the new permit.

ISR is requesting 20% opacity for internal blasting as well because often times the cargo hold is too large to seal and vent into a control device. When this happens, the emissions are controlled by tarping the top area which is the same as tarping in external blasting. For this reason ISR would like to continue complying with the 20% Opacity that is in the existing permit. In addition, when tanks are blasted the emissions are vented to a portable control device supplied by ISR contractors. Although they are diligent about maintaining the control devices so they operate under the 20% opacity requirement, it would be unreasonable and possibly costly to now force them to ensure that the control devices operate under the 5 % opacity limit.

As explained the new requirement for 5 % opacity will be a financial and operational strain on both International Ship Repair and its contractors that are performing blasting and painting operations. Under the current permit we conduct a daily visual emissions check on internal blasting and if the observed opacity exceeds 20% we must then conduct a 12 minute visible emissions observation. Since the equipment is properly maintained the observed opacity rarely exceeds 20% so the 12 minute visible emissions observation does not have to be conducted which reduces the amount of paperwork that we must produce and keep on record. The provision is also included in the draft permit but wit a 5 % limit.

Since 5% opacity is any observable emission, International Ship Repair will likely have to conduct many more visible emissions tests on internal blasting and therefore will have to generate and keep more paperwork for a permit that already requires copious amounts of
records to be generated and kept on file.

EPC’s Response to Comment No. 3:
During the review and issuance of the DRAFT Title V Permit Renewal, EPC staff acknowledged that the current operating permit specified a 20% opacity limit for all the grit blasting activities including the abrasive grit storage silo, the diesel air compressors and the control equipment utilized for venting internal blasting chambers.  The blasting operation includes external blasting and internal blasting.  The internal blasting is conducted in the internal sections of the ship with a control device or in a selected area surrounded with a tarp enclosure that covers the exhaust points from the blasting of miscellaneous metal parts.  Also, the (2) blasting booths are used for blasting of small miscellaneous parts.  

Since ISR is subject to PM RACT pursuant to Rule 62-296.712(2), F.A.C., Miscellaneous Manufacturing Process Operations, both of these sources are subject to a 5% opacity standard as the emission unit emits greater than 15 TPY and 5 lbs/hours of PM emissions.  Also, EPC staff believes that it is reasonable for the facility to comply with the 5% opacity standard for the blasting operation of miscellaneous metal parts that is conducted inside the blasting booth, which is an structure enclosed on four sides with the use of a tarp at the structure entrance.  In addition, the abrasive grit storage silo is controlled by a filter sock.  Therefore, the DRAFT Title V Permit Renewal will require that the facility comply with a 5% opacity standard for the blasting booths and storage silo.  

Similarly, the internal ship blasting operations are also subject to a 5% opacity standard as they can be reasonably controlled with an add-on controlled device or tarps.  However, due to economic hardship currently affecting the ship repair industry as stated by ISR and in order to be consistent with other similar industry facility permits the internal ship blasting operations will now be required to comply with a 20% opacity standard.  Therefore, the specified opacity limit for internal blasting will be revised to 20%.  

Based on the above evaluation, Specific Condition Nos. B.5. and B.7. will be revised as follows to indicate that the opacity limit for internal ship blasting is being revised to 20%.  

From:
Specific Condition No. B.5.  In order to limit the potential to emit (PTE), the following limitations and restrictions shall apply:
[Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-296.320(4)(b)1. and 62-296.712(2), F.A.C., Chapter 1-3.52, Rules of the EPC, AC Permit No. 0570021-008-AC and Title V Permit Renewal Application received on May 5, 2009]

A) Visible emissions from the grit blasting activities (includes external ship blasting operations and the diesel air compressors) shall not be equal to or greater than 20% opacity;
B) Visible emissions from the abrasive grit storage silos, internal ship blasting, and abrasive blasting of miscellaneous metal parts in the blasting/coating booth or the blasting/coating containment area, shall not be greater than 5% opacity.

To:
Specific Condition No. B.5.  In order to limit the potential to emit (PTE), the following limitations and restrictions shall apply:
[Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-296.320(4)(b)1. and 62-296.712(2), F.A.C., Chapter 1-3.52, Rules of the EPC, AC Permit No. 0570021-008-AC and Title V Permit Renewal Application received on May 5, 2009]

C) Visible emissions from the grit blasting activities (includes external ship blasting operations, internal ship blasting and the diesel air compressors) shall not be equal to or greater than 20% opacity;
D) Visible emissions from the abrasive grit storage silos and abrasive blasting of miscellaneous metal parts in the blasting/coating booth or the blasting/coating containment area, shall not be greater than 5% opacity.

From:
Specific Condition No. B.7.  When internal blasting is being performed with displaced air being vented to a portable control device, a visible emissions check shall be performed during the blasting operation.  If any emissions are observed, the permittee shall immediately conduct a 12-minute visible emission observation using EPA Method 9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A..  If any emissions over 5% opacity are observed, the permittee shall initiate immediate corrective action to eliminate excessive visible emissions.  If internal blasting occurs entirely during nighttime hours and VE observations are not practical, detailed records shall be maintained to document the affected vessel and the time of the activity.  Records of the VE checks, VE observations, formal VE tests, nighttime internal blasting and any maintenance performed shall be maintained in conjunction with Specific Conditions B.6 and B.13.
[Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]


To:
Specific Condition No. B.7.  When internal blasting is being performed with displaced air being vented to a portable control device, a visible emissions check shall be performed during the blasting operation.  If any emissions are observed, the permittee shall immediately conduct a 12-minute visible emission observation using EPA Method 9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A..  If any emissions over 20% opacity are observed, the permittee shall initiate immediate corrective action to eliminate excessive visible emissions.  If internal blasting occurs entirely during nighttime hours and VE observations are not practical, detailed records shall be maintained to document the affected vessel and the time of the activity.  Records of the VE checks, VE observations, formal VE tests, nighttime internal blasting and any maintenance performed shall be maintained in conjunction with Specific Conditions B.6 and B.13.
[Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]

ISR’s Follow-up Comments to EPC’s Response:
Specific Condition No. B.5. states 'In order to limit the potential to emit (PTE), the following limitations and restrictions shall apply:

A) Visible emissions from the grit blasting activities (including external ship blasting operations, internal ship blasting operations and the diesel air compressors) shall not be equal to or greater than 20% opacity;
B) Visible emissions from the abrasive grit storage silos and abrasive blasting of miscellaneous metal parts in the blasting/coating booth or the blasting/coating containment area shall not be greater than 5% opacity.

The existing permit allows a 20% opacity limit for the blast booth and internal blasting. Even though the blasting activity from the blast booth is vented into a dust collector, it is difficult to achieve the negative pressure needed to keep the opacity at or below 5%. This is mostly due to the age of the building. Additionally, the dust collector that is used in Berth 200 is quite old and may not be adequate to control to the new standard without extensive repair. Since 20% opacity is achievable and since ISR has been complying with this limit all along, ISR requests this standard be kept as is in the new permit.

There would be an undue financial hardship to International Ship Repair to redesign and modify these existing structures to achieve negative pressure. The department has consistently maintained that this standard is in place for the other shipyards in Hillsborough County however the other shipyards upgraded their systems before the 5% opacity limit was put in place so there is no financial hardship put upon those shipyards to meet this new requirement. Based on these conditions, ISR would like the department to grant them an extension to meet the 5% opacity rule for the blasting booths. ISR would consider a plan to improve the blast booth in the main yard and at berth 200 so during the next permit renewal ISR would be able to achieve compliance with the 5% opacity limit for internal blasting on the blast booths.

EPC’s Final Response to Comment No.3:
EPC staff agrees to include a Compliance Plan in this Title V permit renewal that will require IRS to make improvements to the blast/coating booths in the main yard and at Berth 200 to comply with the 5 % opacity standard of PM-RACT Rule 62-296.712(2), F.A.C., prior to renewal. The Compliance Plan, under Appendix CP-1, requires that, within 2 ½ years, the facility will be in compliance.  This Compliance Plan will be a condition requirement under Section II, Facility-wide Condition No. 21 and Appendix CP-1 of the Title V permit.   

ISR’s Comment No.4:
Specific Condition B.9. states 'Compliance with Specific Condition B.5. Shall be determined using EPA Method 9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Rule 62-297, F.AC. Specific observations shall be conducted during the dry blasting of the exterior hull, the deck and superstructure of a marine vessel.' 

On July 9, 2009, Omana and I attended a meeting at the EPC's office with Dianna Lee, Chief, Industrial Permitting and Roger Zhu, Permit Engineer, Our meeting was to address the letter ISR received from Roger Zhu after he conducted an inspection of the shipyard. During the meeting I asked the EPC if it would be possible to change the language addressing the annual compliance test in ISR's permit. ISR's current permit reads:

'B.9. Compliance with Specific Condition B.5. shall be determined using EPA Method 9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Rule 62-297, F.A.C. Specific observations shall be conducted during the dry blasting of the exterior hull, deck, and superstructure of a marine vessel. All EPA Method 9 compliance testing observation periods shall be at least thirty (30) minutes in duration, unless specifically defined by another condition within Subpart B of this permit. The observation point for each blasting operation test shall be at the point of maximum opacity leaving the dry dock enclosure, tarp enclosure, or wind screens, whichever is applicable.  The minimum requirements for stack sampling facilities, source sampling and reporting, shall be in accordance with Rule 62-297, F.A.C. and 40 CPR 60, Appendix A.
[Rules 62-296.320(4)(b)4. and 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]’

I requested that the language for the underlined sentence be changed to 'Specific observations shall be conducted during the dry blasting of the exterior of a marine vessel.' During this meeting the department seemed willing to make this change because the requirement for completely enclosing a vessel for blasting had changed since this initial language was put in the permit. Since the permit requires that we completely enclose, with tarps, the exterior of the vessel before we blast any part it should not make a difference for ISR's compliance test if we are blasting the hull or the hull, deck and superstructure. Dianna did tell me during this meeting that she would
need to speak with Air Compliance to get their feedback on this change but she did not think it would be an issue.

On approximately September 9th 2009 I called Jason Waters, Chief, Industrial Compliance to discuss ISR's annual compliance testing. Per the current permit, ISR must complete a compliance test on interior blasting of a marine vessel and the exterior hull, deck and superstructure of a marine vessel during each federal fiscal year (October 1st to September 30th). This year and in other years ISR has been late in conducting the annual testing because we don't always have customers that blast the hull deck and superstructure, most only blast the hull. I mentioned to Jason that I asked Dianna if we could change the permit to say that we would test blasting on the exterior of a marine vessel as apposed to saying hull, deck and superstructure. Jason was fine with this provision when I spoke to him and he said that he would speak with Dianna about the
language in the permit.

The draft permit that we received on November 23rd does not reflect the change that we requested and were told would be acceptable. The permit language remains the same but the EPC has added the following paragraph:

'If the permittee does not perform blasting on the superstructure of a marine vessel during a federal fiscal year cycle, then the permittee shall submit a letter to the Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County stating that no blasting operations have been performed on a superstructure during the specific federal fiscal year cycle. However, the permittee shall ensure that a visible emissions test is conducted on the first occasion that a superstructure is blasted, following the federal fiscal year that the test was not performed.
[Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-296.320(4)(b)4., F.A.C., AC Permit No. 0570021-008-AC and Title V
Permit Renewal Application received on May 5, 2009]'

ISR is requesting that the EPC change the permit so we can conduct our annual compliance test on an exterior blast without adding that is must be done on the hull, deck and superstructure. Since we completely tarp any areas that are being blasted there is no difference in a ship that is only have the hull blasted verses a ship that is having the hull, deck and superstructure blasted. The provision only makes it more difficult for ISR to maintain compliance with the permit and it has no added environmental benefit.

EPC’s Response to Comment No. 4:
In order to provide operational flexibility to the facility and taking into consideration that the hull, deck and superstructure are required to be totally enclosed with tarps during blasting operations, and are all part of Emission Unit No. 001, EPC staff will accept annual VE tests on the hull and the deck to demonstrate compliance with the 20% opacity standard.   However, EPC staff believes that the superstructure is a potential source for visible emissions being that it is the tallest structure of the ship, which can result in possible difficulties in reaching and blasting this area, and therefore, will require that the superstructure be tested once every five (5) years.  This is consistent with other similar industry facility permits.  Therefore, Specific Condition B.9. will be revised as follows to require at least one VE test on the superstructure once every 5-years, during the five year Title V operating permit cycle. 

From:
Specific Condition No. B.9.  Compliance with Specific Condition B.5. shall be determined using EPA Method 9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Rule 62-297, F.A.C.  Specific observations shall be conducted during the dry blasting of the exterior hull, the deck and superstructure of a marine vessel.  All EPA Method 9 compliance testing observation periods shall be at least thirty (30) minutes in duration, unless specifically defined by another condition within Subpart B of this permit.  The observation point for each blasting operation test shall be at the point of maximum opacity leaving the dry dock enclosure, tarp enclosure, or wind screens, whichever is applicable.  The minimum requirements for stack sampling facilities, source sampling and reporting, shall be in accordance with Rule 62-297, F.A.C. and 40 CFR 60, Appendix A.  

To:
Specific Condition No. B.9.  Compliance with Specific Condition B.5. shall be determined using EPA Method 9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Rule 62-297, F.A.C.  Specific observations shall be conducted during the dry blasting of the exterior hull, the deck and superstructure of a marine vessel.  At least one visible emission test must be performed on the superstructure of a ship during each 5-year permit renewal cycle.  All EPA Method 9 compliance testing observation periods shall be at least thirty (30) minutes in duration, unless specifically defined by another condition within Subpart B of this permit.  The observation point for each blasting operation test shall be at the point of maximum opacity leaving the dry dock enclosure, tarp enclosure, or wind screens, whichever is applicable.  The minimum requirements for stack sampling facilities, source sampling and reporting, shall be in accordance with Rule 62-297, F.A.C. and 40 CFR 60, Appendix A.  

ISR’s Follow-up Comments to EPC’s Response:
Specific Condition B.9. states 'Compliance with Specific Condition B.5. Shall be determined using EPA Method 9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Rule 62-297, FAC. Specific observations shall be conducted during the dry blasting of the exterior hull, the deck and superstructure of a marine vessel. At least one visible emissions test must be performed on the superstructure of a ship during each 5-year permit renewal cycle.'  ISR is requesting that this sentence be changed
from: 'Specific observations shall be conducted during the dry blasting of the exterior hull, the deck and superstructure of a marine vessel'.
To: 'Specific observation shall be conducted during the dry blasting of the exterior of a marine vessel.'

ISR still has concern with the current language because it still requires an annual test on the hull and deck. Based on discussions during the 6-8-10 meeting, ISR feels the department has a misconception about normal blasting operations because most vessel owners only blast the hull of the vessel when they are in drydock. The deck and the superstructure are very rarely blasted by the vessel owners because the crew can easily maintain those parts of the vessels coatings. Also, this requirement for testing the hull, deck and superstructure is a leftover requirement from the time when full enclosure of blasting was not required.

Since we must completely tarp a vessel with 100% containment when we are blasting, the language should be changed to an annual test of dry grit blasting of the exterior of a marine vessel. The department is concerned that ISR could have emissions that exceed the 20% opacity limit if we don't complete a test on the deck and superstructure annually but when a vessel is blasted the entire area being blasted must be contained 100% by tarps. Therefore specific observations on deck and superstructure are not necessary to demonstrate compliance. Ultimately ISR must always maintain compliance with the 20% opacity limit so even if we complete an annual test with a high number of blast nozzles that does not mean that we will conduct blasting operations with that same number of nozzles. Operations always adjust based on the size, shape and extent of blasting upon a vessel so we can meet the 20% opacity limit. Under the current language ISR will still struggle each year to conduct an annual test because most vessel owners are not blasting the deck and superstructure when they come into drydock. The owners will almost always blast the hull of a vessel so we have ample opportunity to conduct the required annual compliance testing during the fiscal year so that ISR will be in compliance with the permit. Since all of the ship is enclosed a single emissions test on the enclosure appears more appropriate.

EPC’s Final Response to ISR’s Comment No.4:
As stated in the ISR comment, ISR must completely tarp a vessel with 100% containment when they are blasting.  Also, after considering the fact of that the requirement for testing the hull, deck and superstructure has been carried over from the time when full enclosure of blasting was not required, EPC agreed to revise to Specific Condition No. B.9. as follows:

From:
Specific Condition No. B.9.  Compliance with Specific Condition B.5. shall be determined using EPA Method 9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Rule 62-297, F.A.C.  Specific observations shall be conducted during the dry blasting of the exterior hull, the deck and superstructure of a marine vessel.  At least one visible emission test must be performed on the superstructure of a ship during each 5-year permit renewal cycle.  All EPA Method 9 compliance testing observation periods shall be at least thirty (30) minutes in duration, unless specifically defined by another condition within Subpart B of this permit.  The observation point for each blasting operation test shall be at the point of maximum opacity leaving the dry dock enclosure, tarp enclosure, or wind screens, whichever is applicable.  The minimum requirements for stack sampling facilities, source sampling and reporting, shall be in accordance with Rule 62-297, F.A.C. and 40 CFR 60, Appendix A.

To:
Specific Condition No. B.9.  Compliance with Specific Condition B.5. shall be determined using EPA Method 9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Rule 62-297, F.A.C.   Specific observation shall be conducted during the dry blasting of the exterior of a marine vessel.  All EPA Method 9 compliance testing observation periods shall be at least thirty (30) minutes in duration, unless specifically defined by another condition within Subpart B of this permit.  The observation point for each blasting operation test shall be at the point of maximum opacity leaving the dry dock enclosure, tarp enclosure, or wind screens, whichever is applicable.  The minimum requirements for stack sampling facilities, source sampling and reporting, shall be in accordance with Rule 62-297, F.A.C. and 40 CFR 60, Appendix A.

ISR’s Comment No.5:
Specific Condition No.B.10 is confusing in its mentioning of 16 nozzles for internal and external blasting operations. ISR requests the insertion of the language to clarify the fact that when a test is done with lower number of nozzles, that limitation is applicable to 'per ship' and not for all of the ships being blasted at the facility. ISR has the following suggested language:

Blasting operations are individually limited to a maximum of 16 external blasting nozzles and 16 internal blasting nozzles in operation on a single ship at any time. The facility may operate up to 16 internal or external blasting nozzles at one time; however, no more than the maximum number as demonstrated by the latest compliance test can be operated on a single ship.

EPC’s Response to Comment No. 5:
Based on the Facility Description and Specific Condition No. B.3.D), no more than 16 blasting nozzles shall be in use at any given time.  This facility description and permit condition clearly state that the total blasting nozzles shall not exceed 16 blasting nozzles, for both external and internal blasting operations.  However, a permitting note will be added to Specific Condition No. B.10. to provide clarification as follows:

B.10.  Compliance testing shall be conducted with the source operating at capacity.  Capacity is defined as 90-100% of rated capacity, meaning the uninterrupted operation of sixteen abrasive blasting nozzles (90% rated capacity is represented by fifteen nozzles).  If it is impracticable to test at capacity, then the source may be tested at less than capacity; in this case subsequent source operation is limited to 110% of the test load until a new test is conducted.  Once the unit is so limited, then operation at higher capacities is allowed for no more than fifteen days for purposes of additional compliance testing to regain the rated capacity in the permit, with prior notification to the Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County.  Failure to submit the input rates and actual operating conditions, including the number of nozzles that operated, may invalidate the test.  Ambient wind speed and direction shall be reported with the test.
[Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-297.310(2), F.A.C.]

{Permitting Note:  The number of blasting nozzles used during the annual compliance testing will establish the maximum number of nozzles allowed, plus 10%, per ship, up to a maximum of 16 facility-wide.  As an example, if the facility tests a ship with 12 nozzles, then the maximum number of nozzles that can be used on any single ship is 13 nozzles (110% of the original 12).  The facility would be able to use any combination of nozzles on any number of ships, as long as no more than 13 nozzles are used on any single ship, and no more than 16 nozzles can be in operation across the facility at any one time.  Additional testing with 15 nozzles could be done to achieve the maximum 16 nozzles for a single ship, if necessary, with prior notice to EPC}.

ISR’s Comment No. 6:
Insignificant activities list two diesel compressors. This should be changed to two electric compressors.  



EPC’s Response to Comment No. 6:
Appendix I-1, List of Insignificant Emissions Units and/or Activities, will be revised to reflect the two electric compressors in the revised DRAFT Title V Permit Renewal.

III.  Conclusion.

The permitting authority hereby reissues the Revised DRAFT Permit, with the changes noted above.
























































In the Matter of an
Application for Permit Renewal by:

Tad Humphreys	Revised DRAFT Permit Project No.:  0570021-012-AV
1616 Penny Street	International Ship Repair and Marine Services, Inc.
Tampa, FL 33605	Hillsborough County
______________________________/	


INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL

	The Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County (permitting authority) gives notice of its intent to issue a Title V Air Operation Permit Renewal (copy of Revised DRAFT Permit attached) for the Title V source detailed in the application specified above, for the reasons stated below.
	The applicant, Tad Humphreys/ International Ship Repair and Marine Services, Inc., applied on May 5, 2009, to the permitting authority for a Title V Air Operation Permit Renewal for International Ship Repair and Marine Services, Inc. located at 1616 Penny Street, Tampa, Hillsborough County.
The permitting authority has permitting jurisdiction 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.  This source is not exempt from Title V permitting procedures.  The permitting authority has determined that a Title V Air Operation Permit Renewal is required to  continue operations at the described facility.
	The permitting authority intends to issue this Title V Air Operation Permit Renewal based on the belief that reasonable assurances have been provided to indicate that operation of the source will not adversely impact air quality, and the source will comply with all appropriate provisions of Chapters 62-4, 62-204, 62-210, 62-212, 62-213, 62-256, 62-257, 62-281, 62-296, and 62-297, F.A.C.
	Pursuant to Sections 403.815 and 403.087, F.S., and Rules 62-110.106 and 62-210.350(3), F.A.C., you (the applicant) are required to publish at your own expense the enclosed “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL.”  The notice shall be published one time only as soon as possible in the legal advertisement section of a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected.  For the purpose of these rules, "publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected" means publication in a newspaper meeting the requirements of Sections 50.011 and 50.031, F.S., in the county where the activity is to take place.  If you are uncertain that a newspaper meets these requirements, please contact the permitting authority at the address or telephone number listed below.  The applicant shall provide proof of publication to the Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County, 3629 Queen Palm Drive, Tampa, FL 33619 (Telephone:  813/627-2600; Fax:  813/627-2660), within 7 (seven) days of publication pursuant to Rule 62-110.106(5), F.A.C.  Failure to publish the notice and provide proof of publication may result in the denial of the permit pursuant to Rule 62-110.106(11), F.A.C.


	The permitting authority will issue the PROPOSED Permit, and subsequent FINAL Permit, in accordance with the conditions of the attached Revised DRAFT Permit. 


	Executed in Tampa, Florida.

						Environmental Protection Commission 
of Hillsborough County


	___________________________
	Richard D. Garrity, Ph.D.
	Executive Director

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

	The undersigned duly designated deputy agency clerk hereby certifies that this INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL (including the PUBLIC NOTICE and the Revised DRAFT Permit package) and all copies were sent by certified mail or electronically (with Received Receipt) before the close of business on ___________________ to the person(s) listed:

Tad Humphreys

	In addition, the undersigned duly designated deputy agency clerk hereby certifies that copies of this INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL (including the PUBLIC NOTICE and the Revised DRAFT Permit) were sent by U.S. mail or electronically (with Received Receipt) on the same date to the person(s) listed or as otherwise noted:

Omana S. Korah, P.E.

	In addition, the undersigned duly designated deputy agency clerk hereby certifies that copies of this INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL (including the Revised DRAFT Permit package) were sent by U.S. mail or electronically (with Received Receipt) on the same date to the person(s) listed:

Barbara Friday, BAR [barbara.friday@dep.state.fl.us] (for posting with Region 4 , U.S. EPA)



	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)
DRAFT Permit No.:  0570021-012-AV
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PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL

Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County

Revised DRAFT Permit Project No.:  0570021-012-AV
 International Ship Repair and Marine Services, Inc.
Hillsborough County

	The Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County (permitting authority) gives notice of its intent to issue a Title V Air Operation Permit Renewal to International Ship Repair and Marine Services, Inc. located at 1616 Penny Street, Tampa, Hillsborough County.  The applicant’s name and address are:  Tad Humphreys/ International Ship Repair and Marine Services, Inc.; 1616 Penny Street, Tampa, FL 33605.
	The permitting authority will issue the PROPOSED Permit, and subsequent FINAL Permit, in accordance with the conditions of the DRAFT Permit unless a response received in accordance with the following procedures results in a different decision or significant change of terms or conditions.
	The Permitting Authority will accept written comments concerning the DRAFT Permit for a period of thirty (30) days from the date of publication of the “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL.”  Written comments must be post-marked and all facsimile comments must be received by the close of business (5:00 pm), on or before the end of this 30-day period, by the Permitting Authority at 3629 Queen Palm Drive, Tampa, FL 33619 or facsimile 813/627-2660.  As part of his or her comments, any person may also request that the Permitting Authority hold a public meeting on this permitting action.  If the Permitting Authority determines there is sufficient interest for a public meeting, it will publish notice of the time, date, and location on the Department’s official web site for notices at http://tlhora6.dep.state.fl.us/onw and in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected by the permitting action.  For additional information, contact the Permitting Authority at the above address or phone number.  If written comments or comments received at a public meeting result in a significant change to the DRAFT Permit, the Permitting Authority shall issue a Revised DRAFT Permit and require, if applicable, another Public Notice.  All comments filed will be made available for public inspection.
	A person whose substantial interests are affected by the proposed permitting decision may petition for an administrative hearing in accordance with Sections 120.569 and 120.57 of the Florida Statutes (F.S.).  The petition must contain the information set forth below and must be filed (received) in the Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County’s Legal Office, 3629 Queen Palm Drive, Tampa, FL 33619 (Telephone:  813/627-2600; Fax:  813/627-2602).  Petitions filed by any persons other than those entitled to written notice under Section 120.60(3), F.S., must be filed within fourteen days of publication of the public notice or within fourteen days of receipt of the notice of intent, whichever occurs first.  Under Section 120.60(3), F.S., however, any person who asked the permitting authority for notice of agency action may file a petition within fourteen days of receipt of that notice, regardless of the date of publication.  A petitioner shall mail a copy of the petition to the applicant at the address indicated above, at the time of filing.  The failure of any person to file a petition within the applicable time period shall constitute a waiver of that person’s right to request an administrative determination (hearing) under Sections 120.569 and 120.57, F.S., or to intervene in this proceeding and participate as a party to it.  Any subsequent intervention will be only at the approval of the presiding officer upon the filing of a motion in compliance with Rule 28-106.205 of the Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.).
	A petition that disputes the material facts on which the permitting authority’s action is based must contain the following information:
	(a) The name and address of each agency affected and each agency’s file or identification number, if known;
	(b) The name, address and telephone number of the petitioner; name address and telephone number of the petitioner’s representative, if any, which shall be the address for service purposes during the course of the proceeding; and an explanation of how petitioner’s substantial rights will be affected by the agency determination;
	(c) A statement of how and when the petitioner received notice of the agency action or proposed action;
	(d) A statement of  all disputed issues of material fact. If there are none, the petition must so state;
(e) A concise statement of the ultimate facts alleged, as well as the rules and statutes which entitle petitioner to relief;
	(f) A statement of the specific rules or statutes the petitioner contends require reversal or modification of the agency’s proposed action; and,
(g) A statement of the relief sought by the petitioner, stating precisely the action petitioner wishes the agency to take with respect to the agency’s proposed action.
	A petition that does not dispute the material facts upon which the permitting authority’s action is based shall state that no such facts are in dispute and otherwise shall contain the same information as set forth above, as required by Rule 28-106.301, F.A.C.
	Because the administrative hearing process is designed to formulate final agency action, the filing of a petition means that the permitting authority’s final action may be different from the position taken by it in this notice of intent.  Persons whose substantial interests will be affected by any such final decision of the permitting authority on the application have the right to petition to become a party to the proceeding, in accordance with the requirements set forth above.
	Mediation is not available for this proceeding.
	In addition to the above, pursuant to 42 United States Code (U.S.C.) Section 7661d(b)(2), any person may petition the Administrator of the EPA within 60 (sixty) days of the expiration of the Administrator's 45 (forty-five) day review period as established at 42 U.S.C. Section 7661d(b)(1), to object to issuance of any Title V permit.  Any petition shall be based only on objections to the Title V permit that were raised with reasonable specificity during the 30 (thirty) day public comment period provided in this notice, unless the petitioner demonstrates to the Administrator of the EPA that it was impracticable to raise such objections within the comment period or unless the grounds for such objection arose after the comment period.  Filing of a petition with the Administrator of the EPA does not stay the effective date of any Title V permit properly issued pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 62-213, F.A.C.  Petitions filed with the Administrator of EPA must meet the requirements of 42 U.S.C. Section 7661d(b)(2) and must be filed with the Administrator of the EPA at: U.S. EPA, 401 M Street, S.W., Washington, D.C.  20460.
	A complete project file is available for public inspection during normal business hours, 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, except legal holidays, at:

Permitting Authority:
Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County
3629 Queen Palm Drive
Tampa, FL 33619
Telephone:  813/627-2600
Fax:  813/627-2660

	The complete project file includes the Revised DRAFT Permit, the application for renewal, and the information submitted by the responsible official, exclusive of confidential records under Section 403.111, F.S.  Interested persons may contact Diana Lee, P.E. at the above address, or call 813/627-2600, for additional information.
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