Mr. Donald Antenore

VP Manufacturing

Tropicana Products, Inc.

P.O. Box 338

Bradenton, FL  34206

Re:
PROPOSED Title V Permit No.: 0810007-003-AV


Bradenton Citrus Processing Plant

Dear Mr. Antenore:


One copy of the “PROPOSED PERMIT DETERMINATION” for the Bradenton Citrus Processing Plant located at 1001 13th Avenue East, Bradenton, Manatee 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 was posted on the Division of Air Resources Management’s world wide web site on  XXXXXX YY, ZZZZ 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/permitting.htm.

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 PROPOSED permit posting date.  The 55th day is XXXXXXX YY, ZZZZ.  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permit will not be issued until the permitting authority receives written notice that the objection is resolved or withdrawn.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 Ann Quillian, P.E. at  813/744-6100 x117.


Sincerely yours,


Deborah A. Getzoff


Director of District Management


Southwest District

/aq

Enclosures

copy furnished to:

Mr. Kennard F. Kosky, P.E., Golder Associates Inc.

Ms. Karen M. Collins, Manatee County

Ms. Barbara Boutwell, Bureau of Air Regulation (INTERNET E-mail Memorandum)

Mr. Gregg Worley, U.S. EPA, Region 4 (INTERNET E-mail Memorandum)
Ms. Gracy Danois, U.S. EPA, Region 4 (INTERNET E-mail Memorandum)

 I.  Public Notice.

An “INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” to Tropicana Products, Inc. for the Bradenton Citrus Processing Plant located at 1001 13th Avenue East, Bradenton, Manatee County was clerked on June 18, 1999.  The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” was published in the Bradenton Herald on July 2, 1999.  The DRAFT Title V Air Operation Permit was available for public inspection at the permitting authority’s office in Tampa.  Proof of publication of the “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” was received on July 14, 1999.

II.  Public Comment(s).

Comments were received and the DRAFT Title V Operation Permit was changed.  The comments were not considered significant enough to reissue the DRAFT Title V Permit and require another Public Notice.  Comments were received from one respondent during the 30 (thirty) day 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. Where duplicative comments exist, the original response is referenced.

A.1.  Letter from Mr. Douglas E. Foster dated August 17, 1999, and received on August 17, 1999.

1.  Comment # 1: “Please change the name of the company official referred to in the permit to Donald Antenore, VP Manufacturing.”

Response: Requested change made.

2.  Comment # 2: “Section IA, Para. 1. The references to Box Plant corrugation and Box Plant boiler should be removed as these units have been sold to Smurfit-Stone (formerly Jefferson-Smurfit) which has applied for permits separately.  The sanitary steam boiler is no longer in operation and should also be eliminated.”

Response: As a result of this comment, the first paragraph, Section I. Facility Information, Subsection A. Facility Description is hereby changed:
From: This facility consists of three citrus feed mills, four citrus pellet mills (including two pellet coolers and associated pellet and bulk cooling reels and Ross coolers), corrugated box plant, box plant boiler, two glass plants, cogeneration facility (combustion turbine, heat recovery steam generator with duct burner, auxiliary boiler, sanitary process steam boiler (used to produce 5-fold citrus oil), and wastewater treatment system that includes package steam boiler and anaerobic reactor with biogas flare.

To: This facility consists of three citrus feed mills, four citrus pellet mills (including two pellet coolers and associated pellet and bulk cooling reels and Ross coolers), two glass plants, cogeneration facility (combustion turbine, heat recovery steam generator with duct burner), auxiliary boiler, Kewanee boiler, and wastewater treatment system that includes package steam boiler and anaerobic reactor with biogas flare.

3.  Comment # 3: “Section IA, Para. 2-4. The applicability determination based on only VOC does not appear to be relevant.  The permit application listed several pollutants for which the facility is considered to be major for both Title V and PSD.  The application also indicates that the facility is major for HAP’s, contrary to Paragraph 4.”

Response: As a result of this comment, the second paragraph, Section I. Facility Information, Subsection A. Facility Description is removed and fourth paragraph, Section I. Facility Information, Subsection A. Facility Description is hereby changed:

From:  Based on the initial Title V permit application received June 17, 1996, this facility is not a major source of hazardous air pollutants (HAPs).
To:  Based on the initial Title V permit application received June 17, 1996, this facility is a major source of hazardous air pollutants (HAPs).

4.  Comment # 4: “Section I B. Please remove E.U. 010 and 019 since they are shut down or no longer remain under the control of Tropicana as described above.  Also, the application included a section related to pellet coolers and reels which is not included as an emission unit within the draft permit.”

Response:  As a result of this comment, the EU –010, Box Plant Steam Boiler (inactive) and EU –019 Sanitary Process Steam Boiler are removed from Section I. Facility Information, Subsection B. Summary of Emissions Unit ID No(s). and Brief Description(s).  Appendix H-1 is hereby changed to reflect this information.

5.  Comment #5: “Section II, Condition No. 5.   The wording “Permittee shall allow” is not consistent with the wording in Rule 62-296.320(1)(a) F.A.C. Since the Department has not required specific controls, the wording should be consistent with the Rule.

Response: As a result of this comment, Condition No. 5 is hereby changed:

From: 5.  General Pollutant Emission Limiting Standards. Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) Emissions or Organic Solvents (OS) Emissions.  Permittee shall allow no person to store, pump, handle, process, load, unload or use in any process or installation, volatile organic compounds (VOC) or organic solvents (OS) without applying known and existing vapor emission control devices or systems deemed necessary and ordered by the Department.

[Rule 62-296.320(1)(a), F.A.C.]

To: 5.  General Pollutant Emission Limiting Standards. Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) Emissions or Organic Solvents (OS) Emissions.  No person shall store, pump, handle, process, load, unload or use in any process or installation, volatile organic compounds (VOC) or organic solvents (OS) without applying known and existing vapor emission control devices or systems deemed necessary and ordered by the Department.

[Rule 62-296.320(1)(a), F.A.C.]

6.  Comment #6:  “Section II, Condition No. 27.  This condition is not an applicable requirement under Florida law related to the facility and should be deleted.  Tropicana has provided information related to the Department’s September 28, 1998 letter regarding CO and VOC emissions from Feed Mill Dryers Numbers 1, 2, and 3 and will respond appropriately if additional information is requested.

Response: Condition No. 27 is hereby changed:

From: 

27.  The facility shall submit an analysis of PSD applicability, retroactive to August 1980.  The analysis shall be submitted to the Department’s New Source Review Air Permitting Section in Tallahassee within 90 days of the effective date of this permit.  [Rule 62-212.400, F.A.C.].

To:

27.  The facility shall submit an analysis of PSD applicability, retroactive to August 1980.  The analysis shall be submitted to the Department’s New Source Review (NSR) Air Permitting Section in Tallahassee within 90 days of the effective date of this permit or within the deadline set by the Department’s NSR Section, whichever is earlier.  [Rule 62-212.400, F.A.C.]

7.  Comment #7:  “Section III. A. The following language is suggested to clarify the description of the three Feed Mill Dryers…”

Response: As a result of this comment, the description on page A.1. of Section III, Subsection A.  is hereby changed:

From: Citrus Peel Dryer Nos. 1, 2, and 3 include a citrus pulp dehydrator designed to evaporate a maximum of 60,000 pounds per hour (lbs/hr) of water, fired with natural gas, with No. 6 fuel oil with a maximum sulfur content of 0.5% as a backup fuel, at a maximum design heat input rate of 84 million (MM) Btu per hour.  (The dehydrator is associated with waste heat evaporator No. 1 which is designed to evaporate 100,000 lbs/hr of water from the press liquor process stream).  The dehydrator processes a maximum of about 100,000 lb/hr of pressed peel containing about 70% moisture and Brix citrus molasses.  The evaporator processes a maximum of about 66,000 lbs/hr of 9 degrees Brix liquid waste and converts it to about 29,700 lbs/hr at about 20 degrees Brix.  This operation produces a maximum of approximately 40,000 lbs/hr of dried peel at approximately 20% moisture.
To: Citrus Peel Dryer Nos. 1, 2, and 3 each include a citrus pulp dehydrator associated with a waste heat evaporator (WHE).  Each dehydrator is designed to evaporate a maximum of 60,000 pounds per hour of water, fired with natural gas, with No. 2 fuel oil with a maximum sulfur content of 0.5% as a backup fuel, at a maximum design heat input rate of 84 million (MM) BTU per hour.  Dehydrator No. 1 is associated with a WHE which is designed to evaporate 100,000 pounds per hour of water from the press liquor process stream.  Dehydrators Nos. 2 and 3 are associated with WHEs designed to evaporate 50,000 pounds per hour of water from the press liquor.  Each dehydrator processes a maximum of about 100,000 pounds per hour of pressed peel containing about 70% moisture and Brix citrus molasses.  Each evaporator processes a maximum of about 66,000 pounds per hour of 9 degrees Brix press liquor and converts it to about 29,700 pounds per hour at about 20 degrees Brix.  Each dehydrator and associated WHE produce a maximum of 40,000 pounds per hour of dried peel at approximately 9% moisture.

8.  Comment #8:  “Section III, Condition A.2. Should refer to “each” dehydrator.”

Response:  Condition A.2. is hereby changed:

From: A.2.  Methods of Operation - (i.e., Fuels).

The dehydrator shall be fired with natural gas as the primary fuel with No. 2 fuel oil as a backup fuel to be used no more than 600 hours per 12 consecutive month period.  The No. 2 fuel oil shall contain no more than 0.5% sulfur, by weight. [Rules 62-210.200, F.A.C., 62-4.160(2), F.A.C. and 62-213.440(1), F.A.C.]

To: A.2.  Methods of Operation - (i.e., Fuels).

Each dehydrator shall be fired with natural gas as the primary fuel with No. 2 fuel oil as a backup fuel to be used no more than 600 hours per 12 consecutive month period.  The No. 2 fuel oil shall contain no more than 0.5% sulfur, by weight.

[Rules 62-210.200, 62-4.160(2), and 62-213.440(1), F.A.C.]

9.  Comment #9:  “Section III, Condition A.5. The previous permits required testing within 30 days before or after February 11, not 60 days prior.  Tropicana requests that the due date be changed to within 60 days prior to March 15 which would coincide with periods of high fruit production.”

Response: As a result of this comment and the meeting between the Department and Tropicana on August 17, 1999, Conditions A.5.  and B.6. are hereby changed:

From: A.5.  The permittee shall test the emissions from the Citrus Peel Dryers No. 1, No. 2 and No. 3 for the following pollutants on, or during the 60 day period prior to the test due dates and test intervals show below:



Test Due Date

Pollutant
Test Interval
Citrus Peel Dryer No. 1
Citrus Peel Dryer No. 2
Citrus Peel Dryer No. 3

Particulate Matter
annually
February 11
February 11
March 2

Visible Emissions
annually
February 11
February 11
March 2

B.6.  The permittee shall test emissions from Glass Plant Furnace Nos. 2 and 3 for the following pollutants annually on or during the 60 day period prior to test due dates shown below:

E.U. I.D.
Description
Particulate Matter (PM)
Visible Emissions (VE)
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)

-012
Glass Plant No. 2 Furnace
April 20
April 20
April 20

-014
Glass Plant No. 3 Furnace
April 27
April 27
April 27

To: A.5.  The permittee shall test for particulate matter and visible emissions from the Citrus Peel Dryer Nos. 1, 2 and 3 on, or during the 60 day period prior to March 11.  

{Permitting Note:  The compliance test due date is for planning purposes only.  Rule 62-297.310(7)(a)4, F.A.C. allows the permittee to conduct a formal compliance test any time during the federal fiscal year (October 1 – September 30).}

B.6.  The permittee shall test for particulate matter, sulfur dioxide (SO2), and visible emissions from Glass Plant Furnace Nos. 2 and 3 annually on or during the 60 day period prior to April 27. 

{Permitting Note:  The compliance test due date is for planning purposes only.  Rule 62-297.310(7)(a)4, F.A.C. allows the permittee to conduct a formal compliance test any time during the federal fiscal year (October 1 – September 30).}

10.  Comment #10:  “Section III, Condition A.5. To our knowledge, monitoring the waste heat evaporator as a scrubber has not been required in any other permit in the citrus industry.  The waste heat evaporator is an integral part of the process and is not designed as a scrubber.  There is currently no monitoring of parameters suggested in the draft permit and a major retrofit would be required.  Based on the performance of these units in the past, Tropicana does not believe such a retrofit is warranted and requests this language be removed.” 

Response:  The Department believes that the water spray nozzles in the WHEs have the potential to impact the particulate matter (PM) emissions from this piece of process equipment.  Therefore, Tropicana should provide a means to monitor that the spray nozzles are operating properly.  Tropicana should consider performing a stack test for PM for various operating scenarios including, when the spray nozzles are operating and when the nozzles are not in operation.  Therefore, the fourth dash of the last paragraph of Condition A.5. is hereby changed:

From:

   -
The WHE's scrubber operating parameters shall be recorded during the particulate emission 
compliance test.  These WHE operating parameters could include water spray rate (gallons/minute), 
water feed pump/spray operating pressure, pressure drop across the WHE scrubber section or other 
parameters that are used to control and monitor the operation of the WHE.  (Note: The parameter(s) 
and their operating levels during the compliance test will be used to provide reasonable assurance 
on an ongoing basis that the unit is being operated normally and in compliance with the standards - 
See Condition No. A.11.)  At least one reading shall be taken and recorded during each run of the 
particulate emission compliance test and the readings shall be included with any peel dryer test 
report.

[Rules 62-297.310(2) and 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.] 

To:

  -
The WHEs operating parameters, which would indicate  proper operation of the water spray 
nozzles, shall be recorded during the particulate emission compliance test.  These WHE operating 
parameters could include water spray rate (gallons/minute),  water feed pump/spray operating 
pressure, or other parameters that are used to control and monitor the operation of the WHE.  The 
permittee shall provide to the Department a monitoring plan of the proposed operating parameters to 
be used to monitor proper operation of the WHEs within 60 days of the effective date of this 
permit. 
(Note: The parameter(s) and their operating levels during the compliance test will be used to 
provide reasonable assurance on an ongoing basis that the unit is being operated normally and in 
compliance with the standards - See Condition No. A.11.)  At least one reading shall be taken and 
recorded during each run of the particulate emission compliance test and the readings shall be 
included with any peel dryer test report.

[Rules 62-297.310(2) and 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.] 

11.  Comment #11:  “Section III, Condition A.6. The listing of Methods 25 or 25A are not appropriate since there are no specific emission limits for VOC’s for these emission units.”

Response:  As a result of this comment, the first sentence of Condition A.6. is hereby changed:

From: A.6.  Compliance with the emission limitations of Conditions A.3 and A.4 shall be determined using EPA Methods 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 9 and 25 or 25A contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Rule 62-297, F.A.C. 

To: A.6.  Compliance with the emission limitations of Conditions A.3 and A.4 shall be determined using EPA Methods 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Chapter 62-297, F.A.C. 

12.  Comment #12:  “Section III. Condition A.11. As stated previously, there currently is no monitoring of the parameters suggested for the waste heat evaporator, and Tropicana believes none are warranted.  Therefore, we request this condition be deleted.”

Response:  No changes were made.  See the Department’s response under Comment #10.

13.  Comment #13: “Section III. Condition B.4. Tropicana believes that the 6.9 lbs/hr limit on a monthly basis is overly restrictive based on the 30.22 tons per year limit.  Tropicana requests the monthly limit be increased by 50% to 10.35 lbs/hr and that the yearly limit be tracked by “rolling average” rather than consecutive 12-month period.”

Response: Condition B.4. is identical to Condition A. of Air Construction Permit 0810007-006-AC.  Therefore, no changes were made.

14.  Comment #14: “Section III. Condition C.1.  Since the heat content of fuels, natural gas or No. 2 fuel oil are slightly variable, Tropicana requests that the volumetric limits on these fuels be removed and the limit be based only on heat input.”

Response: The volumetric limits in Condition C.1. are the same as in Air Construction Permit AC41-159485.  Therefore, no changes were made.

15.  Comment #15:  “Section III, Condition C.8. The previous operating permit required testing within 60 days of December 17, not prior to this date.  It is important in the case of the gas turbine to test in the colder months of January and February in order to achieve maximum output.  Since the boiler is tested at the same time, Tropicana requests that the test be required within the 60 days prior to March 1.  Tropicana also requests that language be added to the permitting note in this section similar in Section III, D.7 that notes that testing for CO, PM, and VOC were required during initial operation only.”

Response:  As a result of this comment, Conditions C.8. and D.7 are hereby changed:

From: C.8.  Test the boiler, during firing of natural gas and distillate fuel oil (except as noted), for emissions of the following pollutants annually on or during the 60 day period prior to December 17.


a.
Particulate matter (PM) (during oil firing only)



(See Condition C.9.)


b.
Visible emissions (VE)


c.
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)


d.
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)

[Construction permit AC41-159485/ PSD-FL-136]

{Permitting Note:  A fuel analysis, including sulfur content, of a representative fuel sample and a calculation of the sulfur dioxide emission rate based on the fuel analysis may be submitted in lieu of the required sulfur oxides emission test.}

D.7.  Test the Gas Turbine/Heat Recovery Steam Generator for emissions of the following pollutants annually on or during the 60 day period prior to December 17.


a.
Visible emissions (VE)


b.
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)


c.
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)

[Construction permit AC41-157745/PSD-FL-136]

{Permitting Notes: 1) A fuel analysis, including sulfur content, of a representative fuel sample and a calculation of the sulfur dioxide emission rate based on the fuel analysis may be submitted in lieu of the required sulfur oxides emission test.  2) Although CO, PM, and VOC are limited in Condition D.6, the referenced construction permit specified that testing for these pollutants shall be conducted upon initial operation only.}

To: C.8.  Test the boiler, during firing of natural gas and distillate fuel oil (except as noted), for emissions of the following pollutants annually on or during the 60 day period prior to March 1.


a.
Particulate matter (PM) (during oil firing only)



(See Condition C.9.)


b.
Visible emissions (VE)


c.
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)


d.
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)

[Air Construction permit AC41-159485/ PSD-FL-136]

{Permitting Notes:  (1) A fuel analysis, including sulfur content, of a representative fuel sample and a calculation of the sulfur dioxide emission rate based on the fuel analysis may be submitted in lieu of the required sulfur oxides emission test. (2) Although CO, PM, and VOC are limited in Condition D.6, the referenced construction permit specified that testing for these pollutants shall be conducted upon initial operation only.  (3)  The compliance test due date is for planning purposes only.  Rule 62-297.310(7)(a)4, F.A.C. allows the permittee to conduct a formal compliance test any time during the federal fiscal year (October 1 – September 30).}

D.7.  Test the Gas Turbine/Heat Recovery Steam Generator for emissions of the following pollutants annually on or during the 60 day period prior to March 1.


a.
Visible emissions (VE)


b.
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)


c.
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)

[Construction permit AC41-157745/PSD-FL-136]

{Permitting Notes: (1) A fuel analysis, including sulfur content, of a representative fuel sample and a calculation of the sulfur dioxide emission rate based on the fuel analysis may be submitted in lieu of the required sulfur oxides emission test.  (2) Although CO, PM, and VOC are limited in Condition D.6, the referenced construction permit specified that testing for these pollutants shall be conducted upon initial operation only. (3) The compliance test due date is for planning purposes only.  Rule 62-297.310(7)(a)4, F.A.C. allows the permittee to conduct a formal compliance test any time during the federal fiscal year (October 1 – September 30).}

16.  Comment #16:  “Section III, Condition C.10. Tropicana has requested in the past and the Department has approved the use of Method 7E for NOx emissions testing.  This is the method Tropicana currently uses and was requested in the permit application.”

Response:  As a result of this comment, Condition C.10., item c. is hereby changed to EPA Method 7E for NOx.

17.  Comment #17: “Section III, Condition C.11. Due to the minimal amount of visible emissions from this unit, Tropicana requests that the VE test duration be reduced to 30 minutes minimum.”

Response: No change was made to Condition C.11. per AO41-211698 Specific Condition 17, AC41-159485/PSD-FL-136 Specific Condition 6, and 40 CFR 60.11(b).

18.  Comment #18: “Section III, Condition D.8. As stated previously, Tropicana uses method 7E  to determine compliance with the NOx emission limit and was requested in the Title V application.”

Response:  As a result of this comment, Condition D.8., item c. is hereby changed to EPA Method 7/20 or 7E for NOx.

19.  Comment #19: “Section III, Condition D.9. Due to the minimal amount of visible emissions from this unit, Tropicana requests that the VE test duration be reduced to 30 minutes minimum.”

Response: No change was made to Condition D.9. per AO41-211697 Specific Condition 15, AC41-157745 Specific Condition 5, and 40 CFR 60.11(b).

20.  Comment #20:  “Section III, E. As stated previously, this unit has been removed and this section should be deleted.”


Response: As a result of this comment, Emission Unit –019, Sanitary Process Steam Boiler is removed from Section III, Subsection E. and from Appendix H-1.

21.  Comment #21:  “Section III, F.4. Same comment as comment No. 13 above.”

Response: No changes were made, because Condition F.4. is identical to Condition A. of Air Construction Permit 0810007-006-AC.  

22. Comment #22  “Section III, G.4. Same comment as comment No. 13 above.”

Response: No changes were made, because Condition G.4. is identical to Condition A. of Air Construction Permit 0810007-006-AC.  

23. Comment #23:  “Section III, H.9, 10, 11 (and permitting note). Tropicana requests that the Department delete these sections and all reference to NSPS Subpart Dc since there are no “standards” for natural gas firing as required by condition H.2.”

Response: No changes were made.  This emissions unit is subject to 40 CFR 60 Subpart Dc as indicated in the Air Construction Permit 0810007-005-AC, Specific Condition 3. as well as §60.40c(a).

24. Comment #24: “Section III, H.5 due to the minimal amount of visible emissions from this unit, Tropicana requests that the VE test duration be reduced to 30 minutes minimum.”

Response: No change was made to Condition H.5. per Air Construction Permit 0810007-005-AC, Specific Condition 9.

25.  Comment #25: “Appendix I-1, No. 3, No. 5, and No. 28 respectively should read:  No. 2 fuel oil instead of No. 6; Unpaved roads instead of UnPaed; Evaporative condensers instead of Evoporative chillers.  Item No. 41 should be eliminated as stated previously.”

Response:  Requested changes made.

26.  Comment #26: “Appendix U-1 Reference to Oil Misters and Corrugated manufacturing should be eliminated as stated previously.”

Response: Requested changes made.  
27.  Comment #27:  “Appendix H-1.  Should note the changes previously discussed relative to Box Plant and sanitary steam boiler.”

Response:  As a result of this comment, dismantling or transfer to another owner is noted for emission units 010, 019, and 020. 

28.  Comment #28:  “Table 1-1, E.U. 015.  NOx emissions should read 15.7 lbs/hr and 68.9 TPY for natural gas and 31.4 lbs/hr for fuel oil.”

Response: Requested changes made.

A.2.  August 17, 1999 meeting with Douglas E. Foster and George Cassady, Tropicana and Gerald Kissel and Ann Quillian, Florida DEP.

1.  Comment #1: Include propane in Condition B.2.

Response:  Requested change made.  The first sentence of Condition B.2. is hereby changed:

From: 

B.2.  Methods of Operation - (i.e., Fuels)  The only fuels authorized to be burned in these emissions units are bio-gas and natural gas.  

To:  

B.2.  Methods of Operation - (i.e., Fuels)  The only fuels authorized to be burned in these emissions units are bio-gas and natural gas (includes propane).  

A.3.  Telephone conversation between Douglas E. Foster, Tropicana and Ann Quillian, P.E., Southwest District, November 17, 1999.

1.  Comment #1: Include specific condition 17,  AO41-211697 (as amended October 8, 1992) in Title V permit for emission unit, 016, Gas Turbine.

Response:  Request change made.  Therefore, a permitting note was inserted after Facility-wide Condition 15 as well as a new condition was added after Condition  D.9.  The previous conditions D.10. through D.14. were renumbered to D.11. through D.15.

Permitting Note Added after Facility-wide Condition 15:

{Permitting Note:  See Condition D.10. regarding source operation during emission testing for emission unit –016, Gas Turbine.} 

New Condition D.10.

D.10.  Testing of emissions must be conducted during operation of the Gas Turbine at a heat input rate within 95-100% of the maximum capacity achievable for the average ambient temperature during the compliance tests (or at a heat input rate between 90-100% of the maximum permitted heat input rate of 425 MMBTU per hour) and operation of the Heat Recovery Steam Generator at a heat input rate within 90 to 100% of the maximum permitted rate of 104 MMBTU per hour.  The turbine manufacturer’s capacity vs. ambient temperature curve shall be included with the test report.  A compliance test submitted at operating rates less than those specified above will automatically constitute an amended permit at the lesser rates until another test showing compliance at higher rates is submitted.  Failure to submit the operating (heat input) rates or operation at conditions that do not represent normal operating conditions may invalidate the test.  [Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]

The enclosed PROPOSED Title V Air Operation Permit includes the aforementioned changes to the DRAFT Title V Air Operation Permit. 

B. Document(s) on file with the permitting authority:
-Letter received August 17, 1999 from Mr. Douglas E. Foster. 

-Conversation Record of November 17, 1999 Douglas Foster telephone conversation with A. Quillian

III.  Conclusion.

The permitting authority hereby issues the PROPOSED Permit No.: 0810007-003-AV, with any changes noted above.
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