Response to Comments

PROPOSED PERMIT DETERMINATION

PROPOSED Permit No.:  1010056-002-AV


I.  Public Notice.

An “INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” to Pasco County for the Pasco County Resource Recovery Facility,[Street Address, City, County]Center located at 14230 Hayes Road, Spring Hill, Pasco County was clerked on May 23, 2000.  The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT” was published in the Pasco Times on June 2, 2000.  The Revised DRAFT Title V Air Operation Permit was available for public inspection at the Department of Environmental Protection’s Southwest District Office in Tampa, and 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 June 8, 2000.

II.  Public Comments.


Comments were received, and the DRAFT Title V Operation Permit will not be reissued.  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.  Listed below are responses to the comments in the document.  The comments are not restated. 

A. A letter from Camp Dresser & McKee Inc., engineering consultants retained by Pasco County, dated July 5, 2000, requesting changes to the Specific Conditions of the Revised DRAFT Permit.  The requested changes, and the corresponding Department responses, are noted in the table below. 

No.
Comment and Permit Specific Condition Reference 

(if appropriate)
Department Response

1
Remove PSD emissions limits from the DRAFT permit that are less stringent than applicable requirements of 40 CFR 60 Subpart Cb.
The Department agrees to remove PSD emissions limits from the PROPOSED DRAFT document that are less stringent than the applicable requirements of 40 CFR 60 Subpart Cb. Several conditions in this application are word-for-word transcriptions of federal or Florida regulatory requirements.  We are concerned that, when the underlying requirements are modified, the permit conditions will become out-of-date.  If possible, we would prefer that the permit cite the federal and Florida requirements without a full transcription, to avoid this problem.  This would not need to be done for the PSD permit requirements.

2
Revise wording of Facility-wide Condition 8.b., to delete reference to a vacuum street sweeper.
The Department agrees to make this change.Several conditions in this application are word-for-word transcriptions of federal or Florida regulatory requirements.  We are concerned that, when the underlying requirements are modified, the permit conditions will become out-of-date.  If possible, we would prefer that the permit cite the federal and Florida requirements without a full transcription, to avoid this problem.  This would not need to be done for the PSD permit requirements.

3
Revise wording of the “Status of Compliance with Increments of Progress for Title V Permit” section.
The Department agrees to make this change.

4
Remove the reference to NESHAP 40 CFR 61 for beryllium in the permitting note on page 6.
The Department agrees to make this change.

5
Delete Specific Condition A.3.(b)(2).
The Department agrees to make this change.

6
Delete the second sentence in Specific Condition A.7.1.1.
The Department acknowledges receipt of this comment, however, the condition will remain.

7
In Specific Condition A.7.1.8., change “rolling 30 day” to “calendar month” average.
The Department agrees to make this change.

8
In Specific Condition A.7.1.9., change “rolling 30 day” to “calendar month” average.
The Department agrees to make this change.

9
Revise wording in Specific Condition A.7.3.0.
The Department agrees to make this change.  However, we will require that the permittee provide justification of the functional correlation indicated certified by a P.E. in the State of Florida.  

10
Include Table 1-1 in the DRAFT permit.
This table will be included in the PROPOSED permit.

11
Delete Specific Condition A.16.2.
The Department agrees to delete this condition since it is less stringent than Specific Condition A.16.1. 

12
Delete Specific Condition A.17.2.
The Department agrees to delete this condition since it is less stringent than Specific Condition A.17.1.

13
Delete Specific Condition A.20.
The Department agrees to delete this condition since it is less stringent than Specific Condition A.19.

14
Delete Specific Condition A.22.
The Department agrees to delete this condition since it is less stringent than Specific Condition A.21.

15
Include the averaging time in Specific Condition A.30. 
This request is non-applicable since the specific condition referenced will be deleted.  See response to comment #16, below.

16
Delete Specific Condition A.30.
The Department agrees to delete this condition since it is less stringent than Specific Condition A.29.

17
Delete Specific Condition A.31.2.
The Department agrees to delete this condition since it is less stringent than Specific Condition A.31.1.

18
Revise wording in Specific Condition A.36.
The Department disagrees with making this change.  We believe the condition is consistent with the Emission Guideline.

19
Add frequency of testing to Specific Conditions A.23., A.24., A.25., A.47., and A.48.
The Department agrees to make this change.  Also, a permitting note has been added after Specific Condition A.55. clarifying that frequency of testing information is indicated within each appropriate condition.

20
Revise wording in Specific Condition A.55(a) to add “reserved” for the missing sections.
The Department agrees to make this change.

21
Revise wording in Specific Condition A.70. to remove the quarterly reporting requirement.
The Department agrees to make this change.

22
Include Figure 1 in the permit.
Figure 1 will be included in the PROPOSED permit.

23
Delete Specific Condition A.83.
The Department agrees to delete this Specific Condition.

24
Revise wording in Specific Condition A.84(b).
The Department disagrees with this request, since it would require a rule change.  However, we have proposed that this change be implemented in the next rule-making activity.

25
Revise wording in Specific Condition A.85(b)., and (c).
The Department agrees to make this change.

26
Add “reserved” for the missing sections of Specific Condition B.8(a).
The Department agrees to make this change.

27
Remove the annual testing requirement from Specific Condition C.3.
The Department disagrees with this change.  The condition is written in accordance with the SIP.

28
Add “reserved” for the missing sections of Specific Condition C.8(a).
The Department agrees to make this change.

29
Revise wording to Subsection D, Brief Description.
The Department agrees to make this change.

30
Revise wording to Specific Condition D.5.
The Department agrees to make this change.

31
Replace the word “methane” with “NMOC” in the heading of Specific Condition D.11.
The Department agrees to replace the word “emissions” with “generation rate”.

32
Move Specific Condition D.13. to the Reporting Requirements section.
The Department agrees to make this change.

33
Revise wording to Specific Condition D.14. and separate out reporting from recordkeeping.
The Department agrees to make this change.

34
Revise wording in Specific Condition D.16.
The Department agrees to make this change.

35
Delete Specific Condition D.18., because it only applies to a controlled landfill.
The Department agrees to make this change.

36
Delete Specific Condition D.20., because the permit does not contain any requirements testing for the landfill.
The Department agrees to make this change.

37
Delete Specific Conditions D.18. and D.20., and revise the wording of Specific Condition D.5.
The Department agrees to make these changes.

A.1.  Departmental review of initial comments identified other wording changes needed to certain specific conditions to correct inadvertent and/or typographical errors.  The Specific Conditions affected are as follows:

A.7.1.3.:  The list of unauthorized fuels was expanded to include biomedical and biological wastes.  Also, a permitting note was added referencing Attachment BW, Biomedical Waste Definitions.

A.11.(4).:   The phrase “paragraphs (1) and (2)” was changed to “paragraph (1)”.

B.4.:          The reference to PM-RACT was deleted.

C.4.:          The reference to PM-RACT was deleted.

D.10.:        The word “II” was changed to “2”.

B.  Documents on file with the permitting authority:
· A letter from Camp Dresser & McKee Inc., dated July 5, 2000, offering comments on the Revised DRAFT Title V permit.

III.  Conclusion.

The permitting authority hereby issues the PROPOSED Permit, No. 1010056-002-AV, with the changes reflected above.
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