
WRITTEN NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE AIR PERMIT
Christopher G. Swanberg
Vice President, Environmental, Health & Safety
EnviroFocus Technologies dba Gopher Resources, LLC
6505 Jewel Ave.
Tampa, FL 33619

Re:	Permit No. 0570057-031-AV
EnviroFocus Technologies
DRAFT/PROPOSED Title V Air Operation Permit Renewal

Dear Mr. Swanberg:
Enclosed is the replacement draft/proposed permit package to renew the Title V air operation permit for EnviroFocus Technologies dba Gopher Resources, LLC, EnviroFocus Technologies facility.  This action re-issues and replaces the Notice of Intent to Issue Air Permits that was issued on July 17, 2015, for this project in order to address comments that were received on the original Notice of Intent. This facility is located in Hillsborough County at 1901 N 66th Street, Tampa, FL 33619.  The permit package includes the following documents:
· The Statement of Basis, which summarizes the facility, the equipment, the primary rule applicability and the changes since the last Title V renewal.
· The draft/proposed Title V air operation permit renewal, which includes the specific permit conditions that regulate the emissions units covered by the proposed project.
· The Written Notice of Intent to Issue Air Permit provides important information regarding:  the Permitting Authority’s intent to issue an air permit for the proposed project; the requirements for publishing a Public Notice of the Permitting Authority’s intent to issue an air permit; the procedures for submitting comments on the draft/proposed permit; the process for filing a petition for an administrative hearing; and the availability of mediation.
The Public Notice of Intent to Issue Air Permit is the actual notice that you must have published in the legal advertisement section of a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected by this project.  The Public Notice of Intent to Issue Air Permit must be published as soon as possible and the proof of publication must be provided to the EPCHC within seven days of the date of publication.  Because this permit is being processed as a combined draft/proposed permit in order to reduce processing time, a duplicate copy of the proof of publication must also be transmitted by electronic mail within seven days of the date of publication to Ms. Ana Oquendo at EPA Region 4 at the following addresses:  Oquendo.Ana@epa.gov 
If you have any questions, please contact Sahand Nasseri, P.E. by telephone at 813-627-2600 or by email at nasseris@epchc.org.
Sincerely,

			
Janet L. Dougherty		Date
Executive Director
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REVISED DRAFT/PROPOSED Title V Air Operation Permit Renewal No.:  0570057-031-AV

I.  Public Notice.

	An “INTENT TO ISSUE A TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” to Envirofocus Technologies, LLC dba Gopher Resources, located at 1901 N 66th Street, Tampa, Hillsborough County, Florida, 33619 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” is required as stated within that section.

II.  Public Comment(s).

Draft Permit No. 0570057-031-AV was issued on July 17, 2015.  On August 5, 2015, EnviroFocus Technologies LLC dba Gopher Resources (EFT) and EPC staff had a meeting to discuss the Draft/Proposed permit. 

On August 12, 2015, Ms. Angela Fogarty, Environmental Health Manager, submitted comments on the Draft/Proposed permit in word document with Track Changes. 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 comment(s) will not be restated but are summarized.  Where duplicative comments exist, the original response is referenced.  

Comment 1: EFT provided minor editorial changes to the facility description in Section A., and to the process description in each emission unit section. 

Response: The minor editorial changes were made in Section A., and in the process description section of the emission units, as requested.

Comment 2: EFT requested clarification on the temperature monitoring requirement of the furnaces’ afterburner specified in Specific Condition B.25., and whether it applies to both pollutants, VOC and D/F.

Response: After review of the NESHAP 40 CFR 63- Subpart X, it was verified that the temperature monitoring requirement applies to both VOC and D/F. Therefore, Specific Condition B.26. (formerly Specific Condition B.25.) has been revised as follows:

From:
B.26.  Temperature Monitoring of Afterburner:  The permittee shall monitor and record the temperature of the afterburner at least every 15 minutes during the annual VOC and D/F compliance test and determine an arithmetic average for the recorded temperature measurements.  If the 3-hour average temperature falls more than 50° F below the 3-hour average temperature during the previous annual VOC compliance demonstration, it shall constitute a violation of the applicable emission standard for VOC listed in this permit.  [40 CFR 63.548(j)(1)]

To:
B.26.  Temperature Monitoring of Afterburner:  The permittee shall monitor and record the temperature of the afterburner at least every 15 minutes during the annual VOC and D/F compliance test and determine an arithmetic average for the recorded temperature measurements.  If the 3-hour average temperature falls more than 50° F below the 3-hour average temperature during the previous annual VOC and D/F compliance demonstration, it shall constitute a violation of the applicable emission standard for VOC and D/F listed in this permit.  [40 CFR 63.548(j)(1)]



In addition to the comments submitted on August 12, 2015, EFT submitted additional comments on August 13, 2015.  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 comment(s) will not be restated but are summarized.  Where duplicative comments exist, the original response is referenced.  

Comment 1: On Page 3 of 28, replace the “TPH” with the “TPD” reference except for the compliance testing monitoring requirements.

Response: The emission unit description for the Battery Breaking Area is being revised to reflect the daily throughput rate, as requested. The hourly rate was replaced with the daily rate as follows:

From:
Battery breaking area including a 60 ton per hour (TPH) hammer mill, separation equipment, wet impingement scrubber and a 130 ft stack.

To:
Battery breaking area including a 1,440 TPD  hammer mill, separation equipment, wet impingement scrubber and a 130 ft stack.

Comment 2:  Facility-wide Condition FW.5. requires EFT to arrange to have CSX truck pad and 62nd street vacuumed weekly with a HEPA filter. 62nd Street has not been used by EFT truck traffic since 2011, and the CSX truck pad is not owned or operated by EFT and therefore cannot be properly considered the same “stationary source” as EFT. As a consequence, a permit condition requiring EFT to vacuum the CSX truck as a condition is beyond the scope of the permit. Any such requirement, would require EFT to enter into an agreement with CSX for access to its site.  

Response: Based on the fact that EFT needs to enter into an agreement with CSX, and also since the monitoring station nearby the 62nd street has not reported high lead (Pb) readings, EPC staff agrees to remove this requirement from the permit with the understanding that if the monitor shows elevated Pb readings in the future, this requirement will be re-evaluated. The changes are as follows:

From:
FW5.  Unconfined Particulate Matter.  No person shall cause, let, permit, suffer or allow the emissions of unconfined particulate matter, including emissions of lead, from any activity, including vehicular movement; transportation of materials; construction; alteration; demolition or wrecking; or industrially related activities such as loading, unloading, charging, melting, tapping, casting, storing or handling; without taking reasonable available control technology (RACT) and maximum achievable control technology (MACT) to prevent such emissions.  RACT and MACT measures shall include, but not be limited to, the following::

	a. Paving, curbing, and maintaining roads, parking areas and yards which are routinely used by vehicular  
            traffic.
	b.  Minimize vehicular traffic on unpaved areas.
	c.  EFT shall arrange to have the CSX truck pad and the 62nd Street vacuumed weekly with a HEPA filter.
	d.  Maintain vegetation coverage on all of the unpaved plant grounds.
	d.  Two times daily, regardless of plant operation, wet vacuum paved traffic areas using a HEPA filter 
           equipped wet vacuum, except when natural precipitation makes it impractical. 
	e.  Maintain the sprinkler system and operate it in accordance with the sprinkler plan as detailed in the SOP   
           for the Control of Fugitive Emissions During Operation (attached appendix FDCO).
	f.  Maintain records of all wet suppression, pavement cleaning and vehicle washing activities as per the SOP 	for  
           the Control of Fugitive Emissions During Operation.
	g. Using hoods, fans, filters, and similar equipment as detailed in the permitting applications to capture, 		    
           contain, and control lead and particulate matter emissions.
	h. Apply water or chemicals to control emissions from such activities as demolition of buildings, grading 	
           roads, construction, and land clearing.
	i.  Using walls or windbreaks to contain lead-bearing scrap, products, or raw materials.	
  	
	[Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-296.320(4)(c), and 62-296.601(2), F.A.C., 40 CFR 63 Subpart X]

To:
FW5. Unconfined Particulate Matter.  No person shall cause, let, permit, suffer or allow the emissions of unconfined particulate matter, including emissions of lead, from any activity, including vehicular movement; transportation of materials; construction; alteration; demolition or wrecking; or industrially related activities such as loading, unloading, charging, melting, tapping, casting, storing or handling; without taking reasonable available control technology (RACT) and maximum achievable control technology (MACT) to prevent such emissions.  RACT and MACT measures shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

	a. 	Paving, curbing, and maintaining roads, parking areas and yards which are routinely used by vehicular  
            traffic.
	b.  Minimize vehicular traffic on unpaved areas.
	c.  Maintain vegetation coverage on all of the unpaved plant grounds.
	d.  Two times daily, regardless of plant operation, wet vacuum paved traffic areas using a HEPA filter 
           equipped wet vacuum, except when natural precipitation makes it impractical. 
	e.  Maintain the sprinkler system and operate it in accordance with the sprinkler plan as detailed in the SOP   
           for the Control of Fugitive Emissions During Operation (attached appendix FDCO).
	f.  Maintain records of all wet suppression, pavement cleaning and vehicle washing activities as per the SOP 	for the Control of Fugitive Emissions During Operation.
	g. 	Using hoods, fans, filters, and similar equipment as detailed in the permitting applications to capture, 		contain, and control lead and particulate matter emissions.
	h. Apply water or chemicals to control emissions from such activities as demolition of buildings, grading 	roads, construction, and land clearing.
	i.  	Using walls or windbreaks to contain lead-bearing scrap, products, or raw materials.	
  	
	[Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-296.320(4)(c), and 62-296.601(2), F.A.C., 40 CFR 63 Subpart X]

Comment 3: EFT recommends the following clarification and/or changes to the Facility-wide Condition FW.19.:
-Containers of lead bearing materials that are stored outside will be covered at all times and not exposed to the atmosphere.
-Any potentially contaminated soils will be covered. During any excavation of potentially contaminated soils, the soils will be under wet suppression until the soil can be covered.

Response: Based on our review, EPC staff agrees with EFT’s changes, and therefore, FW.19. is being revised as follows:

From:
FW.19. The permittee shall not store lead ingots outdoors. Also, the permittee shall ensure that lead containing waste stored outdoors is not exposed to the atmosphere. In addition, the permittee shall ensure that any contaminated soils stored outdoors are covered and wetted. [Rules 62-4.070(3)]




To:
FW.19. The permittee shall not store lead ingots outdoors. Also, the permittee shall ensure that all lead bearing materials that are stored outdoors are placed in containers and are covered at all times.  In addition, the permittee shall ensure that any contaminated soils stored outdoors are covered and wetted. [Rules 62-4.070(3)]

Comment 4: Change the first sentence of FW.21. to also include a reference to Appendix CP-2.

Response: A reference to Appendix CP-2 has been inserted in the rule citation section at the end of FW.21.

From:
FW.21. In order to demonstrate compliance with the dioxins and furans emissions limits specified in Specific Condition B.15, the permittee shall conduct the initial performance or compliance test as specified under Appendix CP-1.  Following the initial compliance test, the permittee must conduct a performance test for dioxins and furans emissions from each process vent that has established limits for dioxins and furans at least once every 6 years following the previous compliance test. [Rule 62-4.070(3); 40 CFR 63.543(i)]

To:
FW.21. In order to demonstrate compliance with the dioxins and furans emissions limits specified in Specific Condition B.15, the permittee shall conduct the initial performance or compliance test as specified under Appendix CP-1.  Following the initial compliance test, the permittee must conduct a performance test for dioxins and furans emissions from each process vent that has established limits for dioxins and furans at least once every 6 years following the previous compliance test. [Rule 62-4.070(3); 40 CFR 63.543(i); Appendix CP-2]

Comment 5: In regards to FW.23., EFT has the following comments:
-EFT has installed spark coolers on Torit ABC.
-EFT has installed a spark arrester on the refining hooding ductwork to the hygiene stack.
-EFT has installed a spark cooler on the furnace charging and tapping ductwork to the hygiene stack.
-EFT will evaluate the necessity and feasibility of a spark arrester/cooler, detection and quench system for the dryer baghouse ductwork. The material fed to the dryer is 12-18% moisture where we dry it down to approximately 1.5% moisture. The exhaust from the dryer is transferred to a cyclone which acts as a spark arrester/cooler. The temperature exiting the dryer cyclone is approximately 188 F before it enters the dryer baghouse.
-EFT will evaluate the necessity and feasibility of a spark arrester/cooler, detection and quench system for the Torit D & E ductwork as the hoods are only on the penthouse (roof of the furnace area and roof of the containment room) and not in close proximity to the emission units. They are for the heat removal to reduce heat stress and added negative pressure on the enclosure.
- We will evaluate the necessity and feasibility of a spark arrester/cooler, detection and quench system for the process baghouse ductwork to the process stack. The process flue gases flow through a water cooled afterburner, through four dropout hoppers before entering the baghouse and then through a wet scrubber before exiting to the stack.

In addition to this comment, EFT submitted a response to the Notice of Intent to Initiate Enforcement Action on August 27, 2015 in which they stated that the installation of spark arrester/cooler, detection and quench system was not necessary on the on the process baghouse, feed dryer baghouse and Torits D and E since there is no potential of experiencing a spark or a burning ember on these baghouses. 

Response: Subsequent to these comments, EPC staff and EFT had a conference call on September 16, 2015, in which EFT agreed to install a spark detection system only on Torit E, which has a pick up point above the furnace area. Upon further review, the permit will be revised to only require the spark detection system on Torit E, as follows:   

From:
FW23.  The permittee shall install, operate and maintain a spark detection and quench system (or other fire suppression system) in all dust collectors, except for the Alkaline Reagent Silo (EU #028), at the facility, in order to reduce the risk of ductwork and dust collector fires. [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]

To: 
FW23.  The permittee shall install, operate and maintain a spark arresting system for Baghouse Torit E within 180 days of the issuance of this permit. [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]

Comment 6: Change FW.24. to reflect the Appendix SIP is in effect if the requirement is triggered.

Response: As requested, FW.24. has been revised to include language that Appendix SIP will be in effect if the requirement is triggered, as follows:

From:
FW24.  The permittee shall implement additional contingency measures, as reflected in Appendix SIP of this permit.  [40 CFR Part 52, Florida State Implementation Plan, as amended in 80 FR 20443]

To:
FW24.  The permittee shall implement additional contingency measures, as reflected in Appendix SIP of this permit if the requirement is triggered.  [40 CFR Part 52, Florida State Implementation Plan, as amended in 80 FR 20443]

Comment 7: Change the Compliance Monitoring Procedure in Specific Condition A.15. and throughout the permit to reflect that EFT can utilize automated means to record the operating rate.

Response: In order not to limit the facility to only manually record the operating rate, Specific Condition A.15., B.34. (formerly Specific Condition B.33.) and C.21. (formerly Specific Condition C.20.) have been revised as follows:

From:
A.15.	Compliance Monitoring Procedure:  During compliance testing required in the subsection, the permittee shall monitor the battery input rate to the battery breaking process during testing manually with an employee standing at the pallet dumper at the apron feeder to count the pallets fed to the feeder during the compliance test.  The hourly feed rate shall not exceed 60 TPH.  [Rules 62-212.400(BACT) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.; and Permit No. 0570057-030-AC]

B.34.	Monitoring Procedure:  During compliance testing required in the subsection, the permittee shall manually monitor the process rates and burner firing rates during compliance stack testing.  The permittee shall monitor the process rates for the furnaces and feed dryer by manually reading and recording meter readings and monitor the system with employees at each unit.  The hourly maximum processing capacities of lead-bearing feed material for reverb furnace and blast furnace are 40 TPH and 7.5 TPH, respectively.  For the purposes of this condition, the fluxes and associated materials, including but not limited to coke, cast iron, silica, limerock, and shredded steel, shall not be considered lead-bearing feed material.  For the feed dryer, the maximum charge rate of the dryer is 40 TPH.  [Rules 62-212.400(BACT) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.; and Permit No. 0570057-030-AC]

C.21.	Monitoring Procedure:  During compliance testing required in the subsection, the permittee shall monitor the throughput rate at which the refined lead is cast.  The maximum casting rate shall not exceed 66 TPH.  To ensure that there is a representative load on furnace tapping and charging during stack tests, the permittee shall manually measure the casting rate to ensure it does not exceed the 66 TPH limit. [Rules 62-212.400(BACT) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.; and Permit No. 0570057-030-AC]

To:
A.15.	Compliance Monitoring Procedure:  During compliance testing required in the subsection, the permittee shall monitor the battery input rate to the battery breaking process during testing manually with an employee standing at the pallet dumper at the apron feeder to count the pallets fed to the feeder or by automated means to record the operating rate during the compliance test.  The hourly feed rate shall not exceed 60 TPH.  [Rules 62-212.400(BACT) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.; and Permit No. 0570057-030-AC] 

B.34.	Monitoring Procedure:  During compliance testing required in the subsection, the permittee shall manually or by automated means monitor the process rates and burner firing rates during compliance stack testing.  The permittee shall monitor the process rates for the furnaces and feed dryer by manually reading and recording meter readings and monitor the system with employees at each unit or by automated means.  The hourly maximum processing capacities of lead-bearing feed material for reverb furnace and blast furnace are 40 TPH and 7.5 TPH, respectively.  For the purposes of this condition, the fluxes and associated materials, including but not limited to coke, cast iron, silica, limerock, and shredded steel, shall not be considered lead-bearing feed material.  For the feed dryer, the maximum charge rate of the dryer is 40 TPH.  [Rules 62-212.400(BACT) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.; and Permit No. 0570057-030-AC]

C.21.	Monitoring Procedure:  During compliance testing required in the subsection, the permittee shall monitor the throughput rate at which the refined lead is cast.  The maximum casting rate shall not exceed 66 TPH.  To ensure that there is a representative load on furnace tapping and charging during stack tests, the permittee shall manually or by automated means measure the casting rate to ensure it does not exceed the 66 TPH limit. [Rules 62-212.400(BACT) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C.; and Permit No. 0570057-030-AC]

Comment 8: Change the On-Going Compliance Monitoring Procedure in Specific Condition A.16. and throughout the permit to reflect that EFT can utilize automated means to record the operating rate.

Response: In order not to limit the facility to only manually record the operating rate, Specific Condition A.16. has been revised as follows:

From:
A.16.	On-Going Compliance Monitoring Procedure:  Ongoing production monitoring will be accomplished on a daily basis by manually counting pallets per day to estimate the amount of batteries broken and shall not exceed 1,440 TPD in a 24 hour period.  [Rules 62-212.400(BACT) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C., and Permit No. 0570057-030-AC]

To:
A.16.	On-Going Compliance Monitoring Procedure:  Ongoing production monitoring will be accomplished on a daily basis by manually counting pallets per day or by automated means to estimate the amount of batteries broken and shall not exceed 1,440 TPD in a 24 hour period.  [Rules 62-212.400(BACT) and 62-210.200(PTE), F.A.C., and Permit No. 0570057-030-AC]

Comment 9: EFT recommends that the individual emission limitations of NOx in Specific Condition B.12 be removed since compliance will be “demonstrated by a combined 30-day rolling CEMS average.”

Response: Since the individual emission limitation of NOx for each furnace has been established by the PSD Permit No. 0570057-030-AC, this request cannot be effected through this Title V operating renewal permit, and therefore, Specific Condition B.12. will remain unchanged.

Comment 10: On Page 14 of 28, Specific Condition B.13.a. and b., regarding the SO2 emission standard, EFT is requesting relief from the requirements of Specific Condition B.14. since the system is monitored by a CEMS for the process stack. The facility has a facility-wide limitation of 202.24 lb/hr 30-day rolling average.

Response: In order to provide reasonable assurance that the facility will properly operate the pollution control device, the facility will need to maintain the records as required by this condition and as established by the PSD Permit No. 0570057-030-AC. Therefore, Specific Condition B.14. (formerly Specific Condition B.13.) will remain unchanged.

Comment 11: EFT requests clarification of the location for the required testing under Specific Condition B.15. since the dryer is vented to the stack and this requirement does not include dryer emissions. Should the location be somewhere before the exhaust streams commingle?

Response: Since the D/F standard in 40 CFR 63.543(c) applies to the collocated blast and reverb, then the testing shall be performed prior to the process baghouse. Therefore, Specific Condition B.16. (formerly Specific Condition B.15) has been modified as follows:

From: 
B.16. D/F Emission Standard: The blast furnace shall not discharge Dioxins and Furan in excess of 170 ng/dscm by volume, expressed as TEQ corrected to 7 percent Oxygen (O2), to the atmosphere when the reverb furnace is not operating as demonstrated by compliance tests. When the blast furnace and reverb furnace are both operating, the collocated blast and reverb furnace shall not discharge Dioxins and Furan in excess of 0.5 ng/dscm by volume, expressed as TEQ corrected to 7 percent Oxygen (O2), to the atmosphere as demonstrated by compliance tests on the collocated furnaces. [Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-210.200(PTE) F.A.C.; and 40 CFR 63.543(c)] 

To:
B.16. D/F Emission Standard: The blast furnace shall not discharge Dioxins and Furan in excess of 170 ng/dscm by volume, expressed as TEQ corrected to 7 percent Oxygen (O2), to the atmosphere when the reverb furnace is not operating as demonstrated by compliance tests. When the blast furnace and reverb furnace are both operating, the collocated blast and reverb furnace shall not discharge Dioxins and Furan in excess of 0.5 ng/dscm by volume, expressed as TEQ corrected to 7 percent Oxygen (O2), to the atmosphere as demonstrated by compliance tests on the collocated furnaces prior to the process baghouse. [Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-210.225(PTE) F.A.C.; and 40 CFR 63.543(c)]

Comment 12: Requirement that EFT monitor by manual means in Specific Condition B.33 should be modified to allow EFT monitor by manual or automated means.

Response: Specific Condition B.34. (formerly Specific Condition B.33.) was revised as requested. See response to Comment 7.

Comment 13: In regards to Specific Condition C.8., NESHAP Subpart X Section 63.534(e) states that: “If you combine furnace emissions with the furnace charging process fugitive emissions and discharge them to the atmosphere through a common emissions point, you must demonstrate compliance with the applicable total hydrocarbons concentration limit specified in paragraph (c) of this section at a location downstream from the point at which the two emissions streams are combined.”
Paragraph (c) further provides that “You must meet the applicable emissions limits for total hydrocarbons and dioxins and furans from furnace sources specified in Table 2 of this subpart. There are no standards for dioxins and furans during periods of startup and shutdown”
Table 2 of the subpart states that collocated blast and reverberatory furnaces (new and existing) must meet the Total hydrocarbon ppm by volume expressed as propane corrected to 4 percent Carbon Dioxide of 20 ppmv.
There is no reference to the refining hoods in Table 2 and consequently VOC emissions from the refining kettles are not included, the testing point for the furnace tapping and charging should be at the duct before they commingle with the refining hoods. As a consequence, testing should not be at the stack since the exhaust stream monitored at the location represent exhaust from furnace tapping and charging and the refining hoods.

Response: In accordance with 40 CFR 63.543(f), the VOC emission standard applies only to the furnace charging process fugitive emissions and not the refining kettles operation. Therefore, Specific Condition C.8. has been revised as follows:

From:
C.8.	VOC Emissions Standard:  VOC emissions from the hygiene stack shall not exceed 20 parts per million or 8.95 lbs/hr. [Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-210.225(PTE), and 62-212.400(10)(c), F.A.C.; 40 CFR 63.543(f); and Permit No. 0570057-020-AC]

To: 
C.8.	VOC Emissions Standard:  VOC emissions from the furnace tapping and charging operations shall not exceed 20 parts per million or 8.95 lbs/hr. [Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-210.225(PTE), and 62-212.400(10)(c), F.A.C.; 40 CFR 63.543(f); and Permit No. 0570057-020-AC]

Comment 14: See Comment 13. for the VOC emissions standard of Specific Condition C.2. on page 19.

Response: In accordance with 40 CFR 63.543(f), the VOC emission standard applies only to the furnace charging process fugitive emissions and not the refining kettles operation. Therefore, Specific Condition C.10. (formerly Specific Condition C.2.) has been modified as follows:

From:
C.10.	PM, Pb and VOC Compliance Tests:  The hygiene stack exhaust shall be tested to demonstrate compliance with the PM, Pb and VOC standards each calendar year (January 1st to December 31th) thereafter.  [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.; and 40 CFR 63.543(h)]

To:
C.10.	PM, Pb and VOC Compliance Tests:  The hygiene stack exhaust shall be tested to demonstrate compliance with the PM and Pb standards each calendar year (January 1st to December 31th).  The furnace tapping and charging shall be tested to demonstrate compliance with the VOC standards each calendar year (January 1st to December 31th). The PM, Pb and VOC annual tests shall be conducted no later than 12 calendar months following the previous compliance test. [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.; and 40 CFR 63.543(g)(1) and (h)]

Comment 15: See comment 13. for VOC emission standard of Specific Condition C19.b.

Response: In accordance with 40 CFR 63.543(f), the VOC emission standard applies only to the furnace charging process fugitive emissions and not the refining kettles operation. Therefore, Specific Condition C.20.b. (formerly Specific Condition C.19.b.) has been modified as follows:

From:
b.	THC Emission from Hygiene Stack.  THC concentration in the exhaust gas of the hygiene stack shall be at or below 20 ppmv, expressed as propane.

To:
b.	THC Emission from the Furnace Charging and Tapping.  THC concentration in the exhaust gas of the furnace tapping and charging vent shall be at or below 20 ppmv, expressed as propane.

Comment 16: In the second paragraph of the process description of EU 036 (Facility grounds and roadways) in Section F, please clarify there are other monitors.

Response: There are a total of four ambient air monitoring stations around EFT. The operation, maintenance and quality assurance of the CSX Railyard [Station ID: 12-057-1066] and former Patent Scaffolding [Station ID: 12-057-1073] ambient air monitoring stations are the responsibility of EPC and not EFT. Therefore, the process description of EU 036 has been revised to include these monitors for informational purposes only, as follows:

From: 
There are two ambient monitoring stations for lead in Total Suspended Particles (Pb-TSP): EnviroFocus Special (EFS), and Kenly Elementary School (Station ID: 12-057-0100). EFS is located at an adjacent property that is owned by Gopher Resources and is a non-regulatory special purpose monitor. Both devices operate at a sampling frequency of once every six days.  

To: 
There are two ambient air monitoring stations for lead in Total Suspended Particles (Pb-TSP): EnviroFocus Special (EFS) and Kenly Elementary School (Station ID: 12-057-0100). EFS is located at an adjacent property that is owned by Gopher Resources and is a non-regulatory special purpose monitor. Both devices operate at a sampling frequency of once every six days. Also, there are two other lead monitoring stations, the CSX Railyard [Station ID: 12-057-1066] and former Patent Scaffolding [Station ID: 12-057-1073], which are operated and maintained by the EPC.  

Comment 17: Remove the first sentence of the Specific Condition G.10. as this is no longer applicable under the NESHAP.

Response: Since the compliance date of the NESHAP, Subpart X for the in-draft velocity of the opening has passed (January 6, 2014), the facility has to comply with the new limit of 0.007 inches of water negative pressure. Therefore, Specific Condition G.10. has been revised to remove the old requirement and also add exemption periods as per NESHAP, Subpart A, as follows:

From:
G.10.	Opening In-Draft Velocity Requirement:  The in-draft velocity at all openings of the enclosed facility shall be at a minimum of 50 fpm.  In lieu of this in-draft velocity requirement, upon the NESHAP 40 CFR 63, Subpart X compliance date of January 6, 2014. The permittee must ventilate the total enclosure continuously to ensure negative pressure values of at least 0.013 mm of mercury (0.007 inches of water).  Per 40 CFR 63.548, Monitoring Requirements, the permittee must operate and maintain a digital differential pressure monitoring system to continuously  monitor each total enclosure as described in paragraphs (k)(1) through (5) of this section.  [Rule 62-4.070(3); NESHAP 40 CFR 63, Subpart X; Permit No.0570057-020-AC]

To:
G.10.	Opening In-Draft Velocity Requirement: The permittee must ventilate the total enclosure continuously to ensure negative pressure values of at least 0.013 mm of mercury (0.007 inches of water).  Per 40 CFR 63.548, Monitoring Requirements, the permittee must operate and maintain a digital differential pressure monitoring system to continuously  monitor each total enclosure as described in paragraphs (k)(1) through (5) of this section. Except for system breakdowns, out-of-control periods, repairs, maintenance periods, calibration checks, and zero (low-level) and high-level calibration drift adjustments, the Continuous Monitoring System (CMS) shall be in continuous operation to meet this requirement.  [Rule 62-4.070(3); NESHAP 40 CFR 63, Subpart X and 40 CFR 63.8(c)(4); Permit No.0570057-020-AC]

Comment 18: The term “continuously” should be clarified in Specific Condition G.10.

Response: 40 CFR 63.8(c)(4) (NESHAP-Subpart A) provides exemption periods for the Continuous Monitoring Systems (CMS) which apply to the digital differential pressure monitoring system. Therefore, Specific Condition G.10 has been modified to include exemption periods according to 40 CFR 63.8(c)(4). See response to Comment 17.

Comment 19: Condition 12. Of Appendix CEMS should be changed to refer to Condition 19. instead of 20.

Response: Condition 12. Of Appendix CEMS has been revised to refer to Condition 19., as follows:

From:
12.	CEMS Data:  Each CEMS shall monitor and record emissions during all periods of operation and whenever emissions are being generated, including during episodes of startups, shutdowns, and malfunctions.  All data shall be used, except for invalid measurements taken during monitor system breakdowns, repairs, calibration checks, zero adjustments and span adjustments, and except for allowable data exclusions as per Condition 20 of this appendix.

To: 
12.	CEMS Data:  Each CEMS shall monitor and record emissions during all periods of operation and whenever emissions are being generated, including during episodes of startups, shutdowns, and malfunctions.  All data shall be used, except for invalid measurements taken during monitor system breakdowns, repairs, calibration checks, zero adjustments and span adjustments, and except for allowable data exclusions as per Condition 19 of this appendix.

Comment 20: Non-compliance Finding No. 03 of the Appendix CP-2 should be removed from the audit list as it is included in this permit in Specific Condition H.5. 

Response: Specific Condition H.5.specifies that manufacturer certification can be provided in lieu of annual testing; therefore, this non-compliance finding has been removed from CP-2. 

Comment 21: For Non-compliance Finding No. 12 of Appendix CP-2, see Comment 18.

Response: Specific Condition G.10 has been revised to include the exemption periods in accordance with 40 CFR 63.8(c)(4). See response to Comments 17 and 18.

Additional Comments:
Based on the review of the draft Revised Draft/Proposed permit, EFT submitted additional comments on September 24, 2015.  Listed below is each comment with the response.  

Comment 1:  EFT provided minor editorial changes to the facility description in Section A., and to the process description in each emission unit section. 

Response:  The minor editorial changes were made in Section A., and in the process description section of the emission units, as requested.

Comment 2: EFT provided clarification on the installation of the spark arresting system, which should be installed on Baghouse Torit D instead of Torit E. 

Response: Based on EFT’s clarification, Facility-wide Condition FW.23. is revised as follows:



From:
FW.23. The permittee shall install, operate and maintain a spark arresting system for Baghouse Torit E within 180 days of the issuance of this permit. [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.] 

To:
FW.23. The permittee shall install, operate and maintain a spark arresting system for Baghouse Torit D (roof area vent above the furnace area) within 180 days of the issuance of this permit. [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.] 

Comment 3:  EFT submitted a copy of a letter to the EPA, dated September 23, 2015, requesting an alternate monitoring procedure for the battery breaking area wet scrubber.  According to EFT, the Tri-Mer Corp Whirl Wet scrubber has no moving parts, spray nozzles and pumps which results in lower maintenance and waste handling cost. More importantly, the unit does not require a continuous flow of liquid to achieve emission levels required by NESHAP, Subpart X, and therefore, they are requesting to only monitor the pressure drop across the wet scrubber. 

Response: Since this plan has not been approved, Specific Condition A.12., is revised by including the provisions specified under 40 CFR 63.8(f) which allows the owner or the operator to use an approved alternate monitoring plan by the EPA, as follows:

From:
A.12.  Scrubber Monitoring Procedure: The permittee shall monitor and record the pressure drop and water flow rate of the wet scrubber during the initial performance or compliance test conducted to demonstrate compliance with the lead emissions limit under 40 CFR 63.543(a) or (b). Thereafter, you must monitor and record the pressure drop and water flow rate values at least once every hour and you must maintain the pressure drop and water flow rate at levels no lower than 30 percent below the pressure drop and water flow rate measured during the initial performance or compliance test. [40 CFR 63.548(i)]

To:
A.12.  Scrubber Monitoring Procedure: The permittee shall monitor and record the pressure drop and water flow rate of the wet scrubber during the initial performance or compliance test conducted to demonstrate compliance with the lead emissions limit under 40 CFR 63.543(a) or (b). Thereafter, you must monitor and record the pressure drop and water flow rate values at least once every hour and you must maintain the pressure drop and water flow rate at levels no lower than 30 percent below the pressure drop and water flow rate measured during the initial performance or compliance test. 
Alternatively, an owner or operator may use an alternate monitoring procedure approved by the Administrator. The owner or the operator who wishes to use an alternative monitoring procedure must submit an application to the Administrator (US EPA Region IV) as described in paragraph 40 CFR 63.8.(f)(4)(ii). The application may be submitted at any time provided that the monitoring procedure is not the performance test method used to demonstrate compliance with a relevant standard or other requirement. 
[40 CFR 63.8(f) and 40 CFR 63.548(i)]


Additional Revisions:
In addition to the comments received from EFT, Specific Condition B.9. was added to Subsection B., as a measure for preventing fires at the baghouses; and  language for Specific Conditions A.8., B.18., C.10. and G.7. was added to specify that the testing for PM, Pb and VOC shall be conducted within 12 months of the previous test. These revisions are incorporated as follows:  

Specific Condition B.9.: 

B.9.  The permittee shall not feed un-compacted waste material to the furnaces.  [Rules 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]
Specific Conditions referencing testing frequency:

From:
A.8.  The battery breaker stack shall be tested annually during each calendar year (January 1st to December 31th) to demonstrate compliance with the PM and Pb standards.  In addition, the battery breaker stack shall be tested, 180 days prior to the renewal application due date, to demonstrate compliance with the SO2 standard.  [Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-210.200(PTE) and 62-297.310(8)(a), F.A.C.; and Permit No. 0570057-020-AC]

B.18.  PM, Pb and VOC Compliance Tests:  The feed dryer and blast and reverb furnaces shall be tested to demonstrate compliance with the PM, Pb, and VOC standards annually during each calendar year (January 1st to December 31th).  [Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-297.310(8)(a), F.A.C.]

C.10.  PM, Pb and VOC Compliance Tests:  The hygiene stack exhaust shall be tested to demonstrate compliance with the PM,and Pb and VOC standards each calendar year (January 1st to December 31th) thereafter. [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.; and 40 CFR 63.543(h)]

G.7.  PM and Pb Compliance Tests:  Each Torit stack exhaust shall be tested to demonstrate compliance with the PM and Pb standards during each calendar year (January 1st to December 31st) [Rule 62-4.070(3) and 62-297.310(8)(a), F.A.C.]

To:
A.8.  The battery breaker stack shall be tested annually during each calendar year (January 1st to December 31th) to demonstrate compliance with the PM and Pb standards.  The Pb and PM tests shall be conducted no later than 12 calendar months following the previous compliance test. In addition, the battery breaker stack shall be tested, 180 days prior to the renewal application due date, to demonstrate compliance with the SO2 standard.  [Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-210.225(PTE) and 62-297.310(8)(a), F.A.C.; and Permit No. 0570057-020-AC; 40 CFR  63.543(g)(1)] 

B.18.  PM, Pb and VOC Compliance Tests:  The feed dryer and blast and reverb furnaces shall be tested to demonstrate compliance with the PM, Pb, and VOC standards annually during each calendar year (January 1st to December 31th).  The Pb, PM and VOC tests shall be conducted no later than 12 calendar months following the previous compliance test. [Rules 62-4.070(3) and 62-297.310(8)(a), F.A.C.; 40 CFR 63.543(g)(1) and (h)]


C.10.  PM, Pb and VOC Compliance Tests:  The hygiene stack exhaust shall be tested to demonstrate compliance with the PM and Pb standards each calendar year (January 1st to December 31th) thereafter.  The furnace tapping and charging shall be tested to demonstrate compliance with the VOC standards each calendar year (January 1st to December 31th). The PM, Pb and VOC annual tests shall be conducted no later than 12 calendar months following the previous compliance test. [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.; and 40 CFR 63.543(g)(1) and (h)]


G.7.  PM and Pb Compliance Tests:  Each Torit stack exhaust shall be tested to demonstrate compliance with the PM and Pb standards during each calendar year (January 1st to December 31st).  The Pb and PM tests shall be conducted no later than 12 calendar months following the previous compliance test.  [Rule 62-4.070(3) and 62-297.310(8)(a), F.A.C.; 40 CFR 63.543(g)(1)]
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Application for Title V Air Operation Permit by:
	EnviroFocus Technologies dba Gopher Resources, LLC
6505 Jewel Ave.
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Responsible Official:
Christopher G. Swanberg,, Vice President, Environmental, Health & Safety

	Permit No. 0570057-031-AV
Facility ID No. 0570057
EnviroFocus Technologies
Title V Air Operation Permit 
Hillsborough County, Florida


Facility Location:  EnviroFocus Technologies dba Gopher Resources, LLC, EnviroFocus Technologies facility is located in Hillsborough County at 1901 N 66th Street, Tampa, FL 33619.
Project:  The purpose of this project is renew the current Title V Operation Permit No. 0570057-025-AV and also to incorporate the Air Construction (AC) Permit Nos. 0570057-020/027/030-AC (PSD-FL-404A/B/C) at the above referenced facility.  Details of the project are provided in the application and the enclosed Statement of Basis.
Permitting Authority:  Applications for Title V air operation permits are subject to review in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 403, Florida Statutes (F.S.) and Chapters 62-4, 62-210, 62-213 of the Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.).  The proposed project is not exempt from air permitting requirements and a Title V air operation permit is required to operate the facility.  The Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County is the Permitting Authority responsible for making a permit determination for this project.  The Permitting Authority’s physical/mailing address is:  3629 Queen Palm Drive, Tampa, FL 33619.  The Permitting Authority’s telephone number is 813/627-2600.
Project File:  A complete project file is available for public inspection during the normal business hours of 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday (except legal holidays), at the address indicated above for the Permitting Authority.  The complete project file includes the draft/proposed permit, the statement of basis, the application, and the information submitted by the applicant, exclusive of confidential records under Section 403.111, F.S.  Interested persons may view the draft permit by visiting the following website:  http://www.dep.state.fl.us/air/emission/apds/default.asp and entering the permit number shown above.  Interested persons may contact the Permitting Authority’s project review engineer for additional information at the address or phone number listed above.
Notice of Intent to Issue Permit:  The Permitting Authority gives notice of its intent to issue a draft/proposed Title V air operation permit renewal to the applicant for the project described above.  This Notice of Intent withdraws and replaces the Notice of Intent that was issued on July 17, 2015. The applicant has provided reasonable assurance that continued operation of the existing equipment will not adversely impact air quality and that the project will comply with all appropriate provisions of Chapters 62-4, 62-204, 62-210, 62-212, 62-213, 62-296 and 62-297, F.A.C.  The Permitting Authority will issue a final permit in accordance with the conditions of the draft/proposed permit unless a response received in accordance with the following procedures results in a different decision or a significant change of terms or conditions. 
Public Notice:  Pursuant to Section 403.815, F.S. and Rules 62-110.106 and 62-210.350, F.A.C., you (the applicant) are required to publish at your own expense the enclosed Public Notice of Intent to Issue Air Permit (Public Notice).  The Public 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 by this project.  The newspaper used must meet 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 above address or phone number.  Pursuant to Rule 62-110.106(5) and (9), F.A.C., the applicant shall provide proof of publication to the Permitting Authority at the above address within 7 days of publication.  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.

Comments:  The Permitting Authority will accept written comments concerning the draft/proposed Title V air operation permit for a period of 30 days from the date of publication of the Public Notice.  Written comments must be received by the close of business (5:00 p.m.), on or before the end of this 30-day period by the Permitting Authority at the above address.  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 in the Florida Administrative Weekly (FAW).  If a public meeting is requested within the 30-day comment period and conducted by the Permitting Authority, any oral and written comments received during the public meeting will also be considered by the Permitting Authority.  If timely received written comments or comments received at a public meeting result in a significant change to the draft/proposed permit, the Permitting Authority shall issue a revised draft/proposed permit and require, if applicable, another Public Notice.  All comments filed will be made available for public inspection.  For additional information, contact the Permitting Authority at the above address or phone number.
Petitions:  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, F.S.  The petition must contain the information set forth below and must be filed with (received by) the Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County’s Legal Office, 3629 Queen Palm Drive, Tampa, FL 33619.  Petitions filed by the applicant or any of the parties listed below must be filed within 14 days of receipt of this Written Notice of Intent to Issue Air Permit.  Petitions filed by any persons other than those entitled to written notice under Section 120.60(3), F.S., must be filed within 14 days of publication of the attached Public Notice or within 14 days of receipt of this Written Notice of Intent to Issue Air Permit, 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 14 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 appropriate 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 (in a proceeding initiated by another party) will be only at the approval of the presiding officer upon the filing of a motion in compliance with Rule 28-106.205, 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; the 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 the petitioner’s substantial interests will be affected by the agency determination; (c) A statement of when and how each petitioner received notice of the agency action or proposed decision; (d) A statement of all disputed issues of material fact.  If there are none, the petition must so indicate; (e) A concise statement of the ultimate facts alleged, including the specific facts the petitioner contends warrant reversal or modification of the agency’s proposed action; (f) A statement of the specific rules or statutes the petitioner contends require reversal or modification of the agency’s proposed action including an explanation of how the alleged facts relate to the specific rules or statutes; and, (g) A statement of the relief sought by the petitioner, stating precisely the action the 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 Written Notice of Intent to Issue Air Permit.  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:  Mediation is not available in this proceeding.
EPA Review:  EPA has agreed to treat the draft/proposed Title V air operation permit as a proposed Title V air operation permit and to perform its 45-day review provided by the law and regulations concurrently with the public comment period, provided that the applicant also transmits an electronic copy of the required proof of publication directly to EPA at the following email address:  Oquendo.Ana@epa.gov.  Although EPA’s 45-day review period will be performed concurrently with the public comment period, the deadline for submitting a citizen petition to object to the EPA Administrator will be determined as if EPA’s 45-day review period is performed after the public comment period has ended.  The final Title V air operation permit will be issued after the conclusion of the 45-day EPA review period so long as no adverse comments are received that result in a different decision or significant change of terms or conditions.  The status regarding EPA’s 45–day review of this project and the deadline for submitting a citizen petition can be found at the following website address:  http://www.epa.gov/region4/air/permits/Florida.htm. 
Objections:  Finally, pursuant to 42 United States Code (U.S.C.) Section 7661d(b)(2), any person may petition the Administrator of the EPA within 60 days of the expiration of the Administrator’s 45-day review period as established at 42 U.S.C. Section 7661d(b)(1), to object to the issuance of any Title V air operation permit.  Any petition shall be based only on objections to the Permit that were raised with reasonable specificity during the 30-day public comment period provided in the Public 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 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.  For more information regarding EPA review and objections, visit EPA’s Region 4 web site at http://www.epa.gov/region4/air/permits/Florida.htm .

	Executed in Tampa, Florida.

Environmental Protection Commission 
of Hillsborough County


	___________________________
	Janet L. Dougherty
Executive Director




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
The undersigned duly designated deputy agency clerk hereby certifies that this Written Notice of Intent to Issue Title V Air Operation Permit (including the Public Notice, the Statement of Basis, and the Draft/Proposed Permit), or a link to these documents available electronically on a publicly accessible server, was sent by certified mail or electronically before the close of business on ____________________ to the persons listed below.

Mr. Chris Swanberg (via email)
Ms. Angela Fogarty (via email)
Mr. Frank Burbach, P.E. (via email)
Mr. Russell Kemp, P.E. (via email)
Ms. Barbara Friday, DEP BAR:  barbara.friday@dep.state.fl.us (for posting with U.S. EPA, Region 4)



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)
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