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November 14, 2003
Mr. Donald K. Day
Plant Manager
Orlando CoGen Limited, L.P.
8275 Exchange Drive
Orland, Florida  32809
Re:
Title V Air Operation Permit Renewal

PROPOSED Permit Project No.:  0950203-002-AV

Renewal of Title V Air Operation Permit No.:  0950203-001-AV


Orlando CoGen Facility
Dear Mr. Day:


One copy of the “PROPOSED PERMIT DETERMINATION” for the Orlando CoGen Facility located at 8275 Exchange Drive, Orlando, Orange 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 the DRAFT Permit has been posted on the Division of Air Resource Management’s World Wide Web site for the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Region 4 office’s review.  The web site address is:


“http://www.dep.state.fl.us/air/permitting/airpermits/AirSearch_ltd.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permit will not be issued until the permitting authority receives written notice that the objection is resolved or withdrawn.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 Jonathan Holtom, P.E., at 850/921-9531.


Sincerely,


Trina L. Vielhauer, Chief


Bureau of Air Regulation

TV/h

Enclosures

E-mail Copy furnished to:

Thomas W. Davis, P.E., ECT, Inc.
Len Kozlov, CD
U.S. EPA, Region 4 (INTERNET E-mail Memorandum)

PROPOSED PERMIT DETERMINATION

Orlando CoGen Limited, L.P.
Orlando CoGen Facility
Proposed Permit No.:  0950203-002-AV

I.
Public Notice.

An “INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” to Orlando CoGen Limited, L.P., for the Orlando CoGen Facility located at 8275 Exchange Drive, Orlando, Orange County was clerked on September 29, 2003.  The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” was published in The Orlando Sentinel on October 3, 2003.  The DRAFT Title V Air Operation Permit was available for public inspection at the permitting authority’s office in Tallahassee.  Proof of publication of the “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” was received on October 10, 2003.  

II.
Public Comment(s).


No Public Comments were received during the 30 (thirty)-day public comment period, however, comments were received from the Permittee.  The comments were not considered significant enough to reissue the DRAFT Title V Permit and require another Public Notice; therefore, the DRAFT Title V Operation Permit was changed.  Those comments are addressed below.

A.
Letter from Mr. Donald K. Day dated October 31, 2003, and received on November 3, 2003.

1.
Comment:


Comments were submitted in the form of a marked-up copy of the DRAFT Title V permit.  All of the requested changes (that were hi-lighted in color) were evaluated, however, not all resulted in a change to the PROPOSED permit.  For the items that were not changed as requested, the prevailing reason was because doing so would create a conflict with the underlying construction permit condition.  

As a result of our review of the submitted comments, the following changes have been made to the DRAFT permit:

Section I.  Subsection B.; Appendix U-1, Unregulated Emissions Units.
1. The unregulated emergency generator(s) was/were given the emission unit number -003.

Section III.  Subsection A.  
2. EU Description.  The “ABB” abbreviation was added after Asea Brown Boveri.  A definition of ISO standard conditions was added to the permitting note following the emission unit description.
3. A portion of the requested permitting note about heat input limitations was added following condition A.1.  The entire permitting note was not added as requested because it is not consistent with similarly permitted emissions units.
4. For clarification purposes, the following permitting note was added after condition A.5.:
[Permitting Note:  For purposes of CAM, continuous compliance with the NOX emission limits is being demonstrated through the use of the continuous emissions monitor that is required in Specific Condition C.22.]
5. Added the clarification about 40 CFR 60, Appendix A in condition A.14.

6. For clarification purposes, added “[40 CFR 60.332(a)(1)]” and corrected formatting error [©] in condition A.17.

7. Added “(See Specific Condition A.21.)” at end of condition A.20.

Section III.  Subsection B.  
8. EU Description.  Corrected reference to Rule 62-204.800(8), F.A.C.
9. A portion of the requested permitting note about heat input limitations was added following condition B.1.  The entire permitting note was not added as requested because it is not consistent with similarly permitted emissions units.
10. For clarification purposes, the following permitting note was added after condition B.5.:
[Permitting Note:  For purposes of CAM, continuous compliance with the NOX emission limits is being demonstrated through the use of the continuous emissions monitor that is required in Specific Condition C.22.]
Section III.  Subsection C.
11. The version date for Appendix A was removed from condition C.16.
12. Condition C.31. was deleted since the emergency generators are now listed as unregulated.

12.0.  Added Condition C.0.:

C.0.  When both the CT and DB are operating, NOx emissions shall not exceed 69.6 lbs/hr.
[Permitting Note:  For purposes of CAM, continuous compliance with the NOX emission limits is being demonstrated through the use of the continuous emissions monitor that is required in Specific Condition C.22.]

[AC48-206720; and, BACT Determination dated August 17, 1992]

The following requested changes were not made to the DRAFT permit for the reasons specified:
Section III.  Subsection A.  
13. No changes were made to condition A.5. because the request conflicts with the requirements of permit number AC48-206720.  
14. No changes were made to condition A.6. because the request conflicts with the requirements of permit number AC48-206720.  The requested change constitutes a modification.
15. No changes were made to condition A.11. because the requested increase in excess emissions periods conflicts with the construction permit and constitutes a modification.

16. Condition A.15. was not deleted because it is an applicable requirement that pertains to all fuels, not just to fuel oil.

17. While the NOX CEM specified in condition C.22. is being used for compliance purposes, the requested addition to condition A.16. is not appropriate, as it is not part of that rule language.  To help clarify this issue, a permitting note was added after condition A.5.  See comment 4, above.
18. Except as stated in comment 6, above, the requested changes to condition A.16. were not made in order to avoid creating a conflict with the construction permit language.
19. The requested addition to condition A.18. is not appropriate, as it is not part of that rule language.
20. The requested addition to condition A.19. is not appropriate, as it is not part of that rule language.
21. The requested addition to condition A.20. is not appropriate, as it is not part of that rule language.

22. The requested addition to condition A.21. is not appropriate, as it is not part of the language contained in the approved Custom Fuel Monitoring Schedule found in permit number AC48-206720.

Section III.  Subsection B.
23. The requested change to condition B.4. is not appropriate because it conflicts with the language found in permit number AC48-206720.

24. No changes were made to condition B.5. because the request conflicts with the requirements of permit number AC48-206720.
25. No changes were made to condition B.7. because the request conflicts with the requirements of permit number AC48-206720.

26. No changes were made to condition B.10. because the requested increase in excess emissions periods conflicts with the construction permit and constitutes a modification.

27. The requested addition to condition B.12. is not appropriate, as it is not part of that rule language.  

Section III.  Subsection C.
28. The requested deletion of condition C.5. was not approved because the Department does not agree that this condition is obsolete.  Its absence from the initial Title V permit was an oversight that is being corrected.
29. Except as noted in comment 11, above, the requested changes to condition C.16. were not made because they alter the language contained in the construction permit.  It should be noted that “conducted concurrently” does not mean that the individual pollutant tests for the duct burner and the CT be conducted at the same time, rather, it means that dependent tests shall be conducted at the same time, i.e., VE with PM (when required), CO with NOX (in order to calibrate the CEM), etc.  Concurrent testing for the duct burner and the CT can not be done because one of the tests is required to be conducted with the duct burner turned off.  Nothing in this condition prohibits testing at the HRSG outlet.
30. No changes were made to condition C.17. because the request conflicts with the requirements of permit number AC48-206720.

31. No changes were made to condition C.18. because the request conflicts with the requirements of permit number AC48-206720.
III.  Conclusion.

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

The permitting authority will issue the PROPOSED Permit Number 0950203-0002-AV, with the changes noted above.
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