 January 23, 2008
Dudley Tarlton

Vice President of ESOH

TransMontaigne Product Services, Inc. (Tampa Terminal)

P.O. Box 5660

Denver, CO 80217
Re:
Title V Air Operation Permit Revision
PROPOSED Permit Project No.: 0570081-015-AV

TransMontaigne Product Services, Inc.
Dear Mr. Tarlton:


One copy of the “PROPOSED Determination” for the Title V Air Operation Permit Revision for TransMontaigne Product Services, Inc. located at 1523 Port Avenue, Tampa, Hillsborough County, is enclosed.  This letter is only a courtesy to inform you that the DRAFT Permit has become a PROPOSED Permit.


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

“http://www.dep.state.fl.us/air/eproducts/ards/default.asp”


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Permit will not be issued until the permitting authority receives written notice that the objection is resolved or withdrawn.


If you should have any questions, please contact Jeff Sims at 813/627-2600  ext. 1285.


Sincerely,


Richard D. Garrity, Ph.D.


Executive Director
RDG/JDS/jds
Enclosures

copy furnished to:

Barry D. Andrews, P.E.; LT Environmental, Inc. 
Barbara Friday, FDEP, Bureau of Air Regulation (e-mail)
Gracy Danois, U.S. EPA, Region 4 (e-mail)

PROPOSED Determination
Title V Air Operation Permit
PROPOSED Permit Project No.:  0570081-015-AV
Page 1 of 3
I.  Public Notice.

An “INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT REVISION” to TransMontaigne Product Services, Inc. for their facility located at 1523 Port Avenue, Tampa in Hillsborough County was clerked on November 7, 2008.  The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT REVISION” was published in the Tampa Tribune on November 18, 2008.  The DRAFT Permit was available for public inspection at the Environmental Protection Commission of Hillsborough County in Tampa.  Proof of publication of the “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT REVISION” was received on November 19, 2008.

II.  Public Comment(s).
  
Comments were received and the DRAFT Permit was changed.  The comments were not considered significant enough to reissue the DRAFT Permit and require another Public Notice.  Comments were received from one respondent during the public comment period.  Listed below is each comment letter in the chronological order of receipt and a response to each comment in the order that the comment was received.  The comment(s) will not be restated.  Where duplicative comments exist, the original response is referenced.  The changes referenced from the comments apply to DRAFT Permit No. 057081-015-AV issued on November 7, 2008.
A.  E-mail from James Cesario of TransMontaigne Product Services, Inc. received on December 16, 2008.
1. COMMENT: The Statement of Basis and Facility Description both correctly indicate that in normal operation the two control devices operate independently and cannot receive vapors simultaneously; however, the facility indicated that it would be possible to manually configure the valves to send emissions to both control devices simultaneously if necessary.
RESPONSE:  The language in the Statement of Basis and Facility Description has been edited to remove the following phrase from each: “The two units operate independently and cannot receive vapors simultaneously.”  The language in the Specific Condition No. B.3 has also been edited to remove the following phrase: “No more than one combustion unit shall receive vapors from the truck loading at any given time.”
2. COMMENT: The tank description tables in the Statement of Basis and in the permit do not include the additional numbering nomenclature that was added with the issuance of Permit No. 0570081-014-AC.
RESPONSE:  Permit No. 0570081-014-AC did amend the tank identifications in that permit to include numbering that better coincided with the facility’s identification system; however, since this Revision permit is only incorporating Permit No. 0570081-013-AC and not 014-AC, it cannot be amended at this time.  The identifications will be changed during the revision of the Title V permit to incorporate 014-AC.
3. COMMENT: The revision permit did not include FINAL Renewal Permit No. 0570081-011-AV as part of the “Relevant Documents” list.
RESPONSE:  Permit No. 0570081-011-AV has been added to the list.
4. COMMENT: Multiple clarifications specific to the storage tanks at TransMontaigne Product Services, Inc. were suggested in regard to Specific Condition No. A.6 as follows:
a)  Bleeder vents are equivalent to vacuum breakers.

b)  Rim vents on the tanks cannot be closed.

c)  The sampling wells on the tanks are equipped with dome lids rather than slit fabric covers.

RESPONSE:  The following items address the comments:

a)  Bleeder vents had already been recognized in the permit as vacuum breaker vents.
b)  Based on a follow-up conversation with the permittee, there appeared to be a misunderstanding on the term “rim vents”.  The permittee indicated that they do not have rim vents on the floating roofs at their facility.

c)  According to the permittee, the sampling wells used at their facility are extended pipe stubs with a weighted cover over a rubber seal.  Although the metal covering is not specifically a slit fabric cover, this design exceeds the minimum of 90% covering as specified by the rule.  Therefore, Specific Condition No. A.6.1)vi) was amended to add the phrase “or equivalent” to allow for alternate designs meeting the minimum 90% covering requirement.
5. COMMENT: Specific Condition No. A.18 is not consistent with the 5 year record retention requirement indicated in the current operating permit.
RESPONSE:  This specific condition was edited in the DRAFT permit to make the wording more accurate based on the type of tanks used at this facility.  The required retention time from Subpart Kb is 2 years; however, Rule 62-213.440(1)(b)2, F.A.C. requires at least a 5 year recordkeeping retention time for Title V facilities.  Specific Condition No. A.18 has been edited to reflect that the permittee maintain the records for a minimum of 5 years.
6. COMMENT: Specific Condition No. A.19d)i) incorrectly references b) rather than c) in the reference note at the end of the condition.
RESPONSE:  The permit was edited as requested.
7. COMMENT: The permittee requested the addition of ethanol injection as an insignificant activity in accordance with the letter from EPC dated February 22, 2008.
RESPONSE:  The FDEP issued a Letter of Exemption dated February 22, 2008 for the limited ethanol blending activity.  The ethanol injection system has been added to Appendix I-1: List of Insignificant Emissions Units and/or Activities.  The Statement of Basis and Facility Description were also amended to include the following phrase to help define the process at the site: “The facility does have the capability to receive ethanol and blend it with gasoline at desired percentages.”
B.  Supplemental Change:
During a review of the permit conditions stemming from a compliance review performed by the Compliance Section of the EPC, it was noted that Specific Condition No. B.20 could be interpreted to require submission of quarterly excess emissions reports regardless of the occurrence of an excess emission.  Since the intent of the condition is simply to require notification of instances when excess emissions have actually occurred, the last sentence of Specific Condition No. B.20 requiring submission of quarterly excess emissions reports has been removed.  In addition, Specific Condition Nos. A.8.B. and B.7.E) both reference submittal of deviations (upset conditions) as part of quarterly excess emission reports.  These conditions retained the notification requirements; however, they were amended to require recordkeeping of each incident rather than submittal of a formal report. 
C.  Documents on file with the permitting authority:
- Comments on DRAFT permit received from James Cesario of TransMontaigne Product Services, Inc. on December 16, 2008
III.  Conclusion.
The permitting authority hereby issues the PROPOSED Permit, with any changes noted above.

