 October 4, 2006
Glenn H. Goering
Chief Operating Officer
Cory Packaging, Inc. d/b/a Master Packaging
6932 South Manhattan Avenue
Tampa, FL 33616  
Re:
Title V Air Operation Permit Renewal
PROPOSED Permit Project No.: 0570293-013-AV

Cory Packaging, Inc. d/b/a Master Packaging
Dear Mr. Goering:


One copy of the “PROPOSED Determination” for the renewal of a Title V Air Operation Permit for Cory Packaging, Inc. d/b/a Master Packaging located at 6932 South Manhattan 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Permit will not be issued until the permitting authority receives written notice that the objection is resolved or withdrawn.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:

Gerald J. Kissel, P.E., Southern Environmental Services, Inc.
Barbara Friday, FDEP, Bureau of Air Regulation (e-mail)

Gracy Danois, U.S. EPA, Region 4 (e-mail)
Cindy Zhang-Torres, FDEP-SWD (e-mail)

PROPOSED Determination
Title V Air Operation Permit
PROPOSED Permit Project No.:  0570293-013-AV
Page 1 of 4
I.  Public Notice.

An “INTENT TO ISSUE A TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” to Cory Packaging, Inc. d/b/a Master Packaging for their facility located at 6932 South Manhattan Avenue, Tampa in Hillsborough County was clerked on December 13, 2005.  The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE A TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” was published in La Gaceta on August 18, 2006.  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 A TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” was received on August 23, 2006.

II.  Public Comment(s).
  
The facility is currently under a Consent Order (EPC Case #: 05-0207FA0293) which requires an environmental audit to be performed prior to additional stack testing.  While the facility has been progressing toward performance of the audit, the timeline was slightly delayed while a construction permit was processed to add an additional press and remove two existing presses.  A meeting was held on August 16, 2006 between the applicant and EPC to discuss progress on the audit and any comments on the DRAFT permit.  Comments were discussed 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.

A.  Comments from Glenn Goering of  Cory Packaging, Inc. d/b/a Master Packaging received at a meeting on August 16, 2006.
1. COMMENT: The facility requested that the permit clarify that on-going projects at the facility are not included with the renewal.
RESPONSE:  The following language was added to the Statement of Basis, Facility Description and Subsection A of the permit to identify that the permit does not reflect the on-going changes in progress at the facility:
“Construction Permit Nos. 0570293-015-AC and 0570293-016-AC were issued following receipt of the Renewal permit application.  These permits authorize a minor ventilation change on Press No. 2 and the replacement of two presses (Press Nos. 3 and 5) with a new press (Press No. 8).  In addition, two other presses (Press Nos. 1 and 6) are scheduled to be decommissioned.  Final action on these projects has not taken place as of the issue date of this renewal permit; therefore, this permit reflects operation at the facility as documented in the application.  Title V Air Operation Permit Revision applications will be required to incorporate these changes at the facility along with the associated reduction in emission limits.”
2. COMMENT:  The facility requested a decrease in the daily inspection frequency required as part of the capture efficiency requirements in the CAM Plan.  The facility indicated that the majority of the capture system is automated and problems are typically identified by feedback from control systems.  The facility noted that the bulk of the ductwork is located on the roof of the building.
RESPONSE: The capture system is viewed as an integral part of the control system.  Proper operation of the system to meet design specifications is crucial to assured performance of the system.  Inspection of the components comprising the control system should be of sufficient frequency to ensure that problems are not occurring.  However, EPC does acknowledge that much of the system is automated and much of the visual inspection involves the repeated assurance that locked dampers remain closed.  Therefore, the CAM Plan is being modified as follows to reduce the required visual inspection frequency from daily to weekly:
CAM Plan – Part 2 – Capture Efficiency - MONITORING APPROACH JUSTIFICATION (PART II) and Table A.1a-2.  MONITORING APPROACH

FROM:

Following completion of testing, daily inspections of the dampers will be required …
TO:

Following completion of testing, weekly inspections of the dampers will be required …
3. COMMENT: The facility requested clarification on how the minimum operating temperature is affected based on each annual compliance test.
RESPONSE:  The minimu+m operating chamber temperature is a function of the annual compliance test and subject to change each year following successful demonstration of compliance through a destruction efficiency test.  The following language was added to the CAM Plan:
“Compliance with the destruction efficiency requirement is based on the temperatures recorded during the most recent destruction efficiency test that demonstrated compliance and has been accepted by EPC.  The facility shall maintain the oxidizer chamber temperature above the average temperature recorded during the most recent test.”
Based on discussions during the meeting, a revision application to amend the CAM language is expected to be submitted following the compliance testing associated with the on-going audit.
4. COMMENT: The facility requested clarification on the definition of what constituted a 1-hour average for temperature monitoring.
RESPONSE:  The 1-hour average for minimum operating temperatures in the oxidizer should be based on a 1-hour block average.  All references to 1-hour averages in the CAM Plan were amended as follows:
FROM:

1-hour average

TO:

1-hour block average

B.  Additional Changes to Reissued DRAFT Permit.
1.  The number 5 was mistakenly repeated during the numbering of the Facility-wide conditions.  This was corrected in the PROPOSED permit.

2.  The existing Title V Operation Permit identifies a 5% opacity limit for the oxidizer operation.  This was established to provide reasonable assurance of proper operation of the oxidizer.  However, after reviewing the history of visible emission testing, there appears to be sufficient evidence of compliance to remove the stricter standard and defer to the 20% standard required by rule as stated in Facility-Wide Condition No. 6.  Since the defined limit of 5% is being removed, the requirement to perform annual Visible Emissions compliance tests on the oxidizer is also being removed.  Therefore, the permit was edited as follows:
FROM:

A.4.  No visible emissions (5 percent opacity) shall be allowed from the oxidizer exhaust, except that visible emissions not exceeding 20 percent opacity are allowed up to three minutes in any one hour. 

[Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C. and Permit No. 0570293-008-AC]
TO:

A.4.
[Reserved.]

FROM:

A.7.  The permittee shall demonstrate compliance with the visible emissions requirement of Specific Condition No. A.4 and the destruction efficiency requirement of Specific Condition No. A.6.2) on an annual basis…
TO:

A.7.  The permittee shall demonstrate compliance with the destruction efficiency requirement of Specific Condition No. A.6.2) on an annual basis…
FROM:

A.8.  Compliance with the emission limitations of Specific Condition Nos. A.3, A.4 and A.6 shall be demonstrated … 

… may invalidate the test.  Perform the visible emission test simultaneously while performing any VOC emission test.  The visible emissions standard shall be determined by EPA Method 9 and the test observation period shall be at least sixty (60) minutes.  The minimum requirements …

TO:

A.8.  Compliance with the emission limitations of Specific Condition Nos. A.3 and A.6 and Facility-Wide Condition No. 6 shall be demonstrated … 

…may invalidate the test.  The minimum requirements …
FROM:

A.9.  Compliance tests required for destruction efficiency, capture efficiency and visible emissions shall be conducted …
TO:

A.9.  Compliance tests required for destruction efficiency and capture efficiency shall be conducted…

3.  All references in the DRAFT permit to APPENDIX TV-5 (TITLE V CONDITIONS version dated 03/28/05) were replaced with APPENDIX TV-6 (TITLE V CONDITIONS version dated 06/23/06).  The revised version became available prior to issuance of the PROPOPSED permit and includes updated language consistent with several rule changes that have recently been processed.
C.  Documents on file with the permitting authority:
- Meeting Notes from meeting between Cory Packaging, Inc. d/b/a Master Packaging and EPC on August 16, 2006 including comments from Mr. Glenn Goering of Cory Packaging, Inc. d/b/a Master Packaging
- Request for extension of time to file for petition received December 20, 2005, from Mr. Glenn Goering of Cory Packaging, Inc. d/b/a Master Packaging
- Consent Order (EPC Case #: 05-0207FA0293) dated November 14, 2005
- First Amendment to Consent Order dated September 7, 2006

III.  Conclusion.
The permitting authority hereby issues the PROPOSED Permit, with any changes noted above.

