May 16, 2006

Jeffry A. Golwitzer
Facility Manager

Mosaic Fertilizer, LLC
7450 Highway 630
Mulberry, Florida 33860
Re:
Title V Air Operation Permit Renewal

PROPOSED Permit Project No.: 1050055-014-AV


South Pierce Facility

Dear Mr. Golwitzer:


One copy of the “PROPOSED Determination” for the renewal of a Title V Air Operation Permit for the South Pierce Facility located at 7450 Highway 630, Mulberry, Polk 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Permit will not be issued until the permitting authority receives written notice that the objection is resolved or withdrawn.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 Bobby Bull at 850/921-9585.


Sincerely,


Trina L. Vielhauer, Chief


Bureau of Air Regulation

TV/rlb
Enclosures

copy furnished to:

John B. Koogler, PhD., P.E., Koogler and Associates

Pradeep Raval, Consultant, Koogler and Associates 

Dean Ahrens, Environmental Superintendent, Mosaic Fertilizer, LLC

C.D. Turley, Mosaic Fertilizer, LLC
Jason Waters, FDEP- SWD
U.S. EPA, Region 4

Barbara Friday, BAR [barbara.friday@dep.state.fl.us] (for posting with Region 4 , U.S. EPA)

I.  Public Notice.

An “INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” to Mosaic Fertilizer, LLC for the South Pierce Facility located at 7450 Highway 630, Mulberry, County was clerked on February 10, 2006.  The “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” was published in the The Ledger on February 21, 2006.  The DRAFT Permit was available for public inspection at the Southwest District Office in Temple Terrace and the  permitting authority’s office in Tallahassee.  Proof of publication of the “PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE TITLE V AIR OPERATION PERMIT RENEWAL” was received on February 28, 2006.

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 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.  Letter from Mr. C.D. Turley, Mosaic Fertilizer, dated March 22, 2006, and received on March 27, 2006.

1.  Response: The table of contents does not list all attachments.  All attachments should be listed as reflected in Exhibit 1 attached hereto.
As a result of this comment, The Table of Contents Appendices and Attachments is hereby changed:
From: IV. Appendices and Attachments  (listed in sequence as attached)


Attachment A, Memorandum of Understanding Regarding Best Operational 


Start-Up Practices for Sulfuric Acid Plants


Appendix U-1, List of Unregulated Emissions Units and/or Activities


Appendix I-1, List of Insignificant Units 


Appendix TV-5, Title V Conditions


Appendix SS-1, Stack Sampling Facilities


Appendix A-1, Abbreviations, Definitions, Citations, and ID Numbers


Appendix H-1, Permit History/ID Number Transfers


Figure 1 - Summary Report - Excess Emissions and Monitoring System Performance


Table 297.310-1 Calibration Schedule


Table 1-1, Summary of Air Pollutant Standards and Terms


Table 2-1, Summary of Compliance Requirements

   To: IV. Appendices and Attachments (listed in sequence as attached)


Attachment A, Memorandum of Understanding Regarding Best Operational


Start-Up Practices for Sulfuric Acid Plants


Appendix I-1, List of Insignificant Emissions Units and/or Activities 

Appendix U-1, List of Unregulated Emissions Units and/or Activities 

Appendix TV-5, Title V Conditions


Appendix SS-1, Stack Sampling Facilities

Appendix A-1, Abbreviations, Definitions, Citations, and ID Numbers (For reference only)

Appendix H-1, Permit History/ID Number Transfers (For reference only)

Figure 1 – Summary Report – Excess Emissions and Monitoring System Performance

Table 297.310-1 Calibration Schedule

Table 1-1, Summary of Air Pollutant Standards and Terms (For reference only)

Table 2-1, Summary of Compliance Requirements (For reference only)

40 CFR Part 61, Subpart A (General Provisions) and Subpart R (Radon Emissions from Phosphogypsum Stacks)

40 CFR Part 63, Subparts A (General Provisions) and Subparts AA and BB

Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) Plan

Compliance Plan CP-1

Alternate Sampling Plans, approved 10/19/05 and 12/20/05, ASP 05-5-AP and ASP 05-L-AP

2. Response: The Cover Letter (Placard Page) does not list all attachments.  All attachments should be listed as reflected in Exhibit 1 except those noted “for reference only”.
As a result of this comment, Placard Page is hereby changed:
From: Referenced attachments made a part of this permit:
Attachment A, Memorandum of Understanding Regarding Best Operational Start-Up Practices for Sulfuric Acid Plants

Appendix U-1, List of Unregulated Emissions Units and/or Activities

APPENDIX TV-5, TITLE V CONDITIONS (version dated 4/5/05)

APPENDIX SS-1, STACK SAMPLING FACILITIES (version dated 10/7/96)

TABLE 297.310-1, CALIBRATION SCHEDULE (version dated 10/7/96)

FIGURE 1 - SUMMARY REPORT - GASEOUS AND OPACITY EXCESS EMISSION AND MONITORING SYSTEM PERFORMANCE REPORT (version dated 7/96)


40 CFR 63 Subparts A (General Provisions for Subparts AA and BB (Combined)

40 CFR 61 Subpart A (General Provisions) and Subpart R (Radon Emissions from Phosphogypsum Stacks)

Compliance Plan CP-1

Alternate Sampling Plans, Approved 10/19/05 and 12/20/05

To: Referenced attachments made a part of this permit:
Attachment A, Memorandum of Understanding Regarding Best Operational Start-Up Practices for Sulfuric Acid Plants

Appendix I-1, List of Insignificant Emissions Units and/or Activities

Appendix U-1, List of Unregulated Emissions Units and/or Activities
APPENDIX TV-5, TITLE V CONDITIONS (version dated 4/5/05)

APPENDIX SS-1, STACK SAMPLING FACILITIES (version dated 10/7/96)

TABLE 297.310-1, CALIBRATION SCHEDULE (version dated 10/7/96)
FIGURE 1 - SUMMARY REPORT - GASEOUS AND OPACITY EXCESS EMISSION AND MONITORING SYSTEM PERFORMANCE REPORT (version dated 7/96)

40 CFR 63 Subparts A (General Provisions for Subparts AA and BB (Combined)

40 CFR 61 Subpart A (General Provisions) and Subpart R (Radon Emissions from Phosphogypsum Stacks)

Compliance Plan CP-1

Alternate Sampling Plans, Approved 10/19/05 and 12/20/05
3. Response: Page 5, Section II, Condition 9:  The test period changed from 30 to 15 days.  This timeframe is impossible to meet because of the 15 or 60 day prior notification requirements for testing.  We request the test period be revised to 30 days.

The condition reflects rule 62-297.310, F.A.C. allowing no more than 15 consecutive days for the purposes of additional compliance testing to regain the permitted capacity in the permit. 

4. Response:  Page 5, Section II, Condition 13:  Clarify reporting timeframe.  The reference to the permit effective dates creates ambiguity.  The reporting requirement should be clearly based on calendar reporting for both monthly and quarterly reporting.

In comments on the draft permit published on March 15, 2005, the applicant requested this language be in the condition after the Department removed it from the March 2005 draft.  The language was returned to the permit.  The Department will not make any changes.
5. Response:  Restore Condition 4 from prior permit stating the list of Insignificant Emission Units and/or Activities is part of the Permit. 

As a result of this comment, the List of Insignificant Emission Units and/or Activities will be added to the facility-wide conditions:

 Insignificant Emissions Units and/or Activities.  Appendix I-1, List of Insignificant Emissions Units and/or Activities, is a part of this permit.

[Rules 62-213.440(1), 62-213.430(6) and 62-4.040(1)(b), F.A.C.]

6. Response:  In the prior permit, facility-wide condition 14 provided retesting options to ensure the air pollution control or system were operating properly.  Need to include Conditions 14(c) and (d) from the prior permit.  These conditions allowed the facility to re-establish scrubber parameter ranges retroactively by retesting within 30 days at the same conditions reflecting a compliance exception to demonstrate compliance at those conditions.  These conditions are not precluded by the NESHAP.
The facility is subject to the testing procedures in 40 CFR 63 Subparts A, AA, and BB and alternate sampling plan.  This condition will not apply to the sulfuric acid plants since they do not require parametric monitoring.  The Department will not restore this condition.
7.  Response:  In the prior permit, facility-wide condition 14, the drop shall not fall below, the case of pressure drop of less than 5 inches of water, a change of 0.5 inches below the drop reported in the last satisfactory.  Condition 14(b)(3) needs to be restored for the cases of +/-20% of low pressure drops.  This condition recognizes control and measurement difficulties for drops of water less than 5 inches.
The facility is subject to 40 CFR 63 Subparts A, AA, and BB and alternate sampling plan for testing and monitoring pressure drop.  The Department will not restore this condition.
8.  Response:  Page 13, Section III, Condition B.2.:  PTE Sulfuric Acid production; this condition should be stricken; it duplicates H.1.
The condition states the sulfur throughput limit for the facility.  This applies to the Sulfuric Acid Plants 10 and 11 in Subsection B and the Molten Sulfur Storage, Truck Pits, and Transfer pits in Subsection H. It is included in both sections for clarity.  No change will be made.
9.  Response:  Page 16, Section III, Condition B.22.:  The emission standard testing references specific conditions B.2. and B.3.  The condition should reference specific conditions B.3. and B.4. 

As a result of this comment, Specific Condition B.22.,  1st Sentence is hereby changed:
From: In order to document ongoing compliance with the emission limitations of Conditions B.2. and B.3., the permittee shall maintain monthly records of Sulfuric Acid Plant sulfur dioxide (SO2) emissions for each emission unit.  
    To: In order to document ongoing compliance with the emission limitations of Conditions B.3. and B.4., the permittee shall maintain monthly records of Sulfuric Acid Plant sulfur dioxide (SO2) emissions for each emission unit.  
10.  Response: Page 17, Section III, EU Description Permitting Note:  The permitting note states that the NESHAP takes precedence over NSPS except for BACT determinations which would take precedence over both.  This note should be clarified as it creates ambiguity.  There are no BACT determinations at this facility which impose limits more stringent than the NESHAP.  40 CFR Part 63, Subpart AA is equivalent to BACT at this facility for Phosphoric Acid Manufacturing Plant Trains A and B.  If this note is intended to refer to other requirements, they should be clearly spelled out.

The Department has included this language in all subsections where the emission unit is subject to 40 CFR 63 Subpart AA or BB.  The note states the emission unit is subject to the State and Federal rules, the order in which the unit will be subject, and in the case of EUs 008 and 009, for any future BACT determinations.  The affected units remain subject to all applicable requirements.  The Department will not revise the language.
11. Response:  Page 17, Section III, Condition C.2.:  The maximum production rate of 50 tons P2O5 per hour should be removed. Production fluctuates based on recovery and should not be limited in the permit.  The limit is based on P2O5 input which defines capacity.  The production rate limit would constitute an inappropriate and indirect limit. Strike the last sentence in footnote(2) which restates that fluoride emissions shall not exceed .02 pounds per ton.  It is unnecessary, as it is a restatement of condition C.2.
The Department acknowledges the maximum input process rate for each Phosphoric Acid Plant Train shall not exceed 55.45 tons per hour of equivalent P2O5 feed rate as the regulated capacity.  The Department will remove this production rate limit.

As a result of this comment, Specific Condition C.,2., is hereby changed:

From: Total fluoride emissions(2) from each Phosphoric Acid Plant Train shall not exceed 0.02 pounds per ton (10.0 gram/metric ton) of the equivalent P2O5 feed rate(1), and 1.11 pounds per hour at the maximum 55.45 tons per hour equivalent P2O5 feed rate (maximum production rate of 50 tons P2O5 product per hour).  [Permit AC53-34868, 40 CFR 60.202, 40 CFR 63.602(a)]

(2) "Total Fluoride Emissions" - elemental fluorine and all fluoride compounds as measured by reference methods specified in 40 CFR 60.204, or equivalent or alternative methods.  Fluoride emissions for 40 CFR63 subpart AA shall not exceed 0.02 pounds per tons (63.202(a)). 

To: Total fluoride emissions(2) from each Phosphoric Acid Plant Train shall not exceed 0.02 pounds per ton (10.0 gram/metric ton) of the equivalent P2O5 feed rate(1), and 1.11 pounds per hour at the maximum 55.45 tons per hour equivalent P2O5 feed rate.  [Permit AC53-34868, 40 CFR 60.202, 40 CFR 63.602(a)]
(2) "Total Fluoride Emissions" - elemental fluorine and all fluoride compounds as measured by reference methods specified in 40 CFR 60.204, or equivalent or alternative methods.  

12. Response:  Section III, Conditions C.5., E.10., F.11.:  Required prior test notification per 40 CFR63.9.  This replaces the 15 day notification.  40 CFR §63.9 covers Title V test notifications.  The permit should read “60 day prior written notification of a performance test shall be provided, including, if required, the site specific test plan. [40 CFR §63.9(e); 40 CFR §63.7(c)].”  The permit should lay out specific requirements and not just cite applicable regulations.  This comment applies to the overall draft permit.  Cite regulations in parentheticals.  
The Department will not change the language in this condition.  However the Department will add a permitting note that this condition is more stringent than the 60-day notification requirements in the state rule.  The following language is as followed:

“Permitting Note: This 60-day notification requirement is more stringent than the state requirement of 15-day notification in 62-297.310, F.A.C.”

The Department will not change the language in the conditions throughout the permit.  However, the Department will reference applicable conditions in addition to the rule cites for the applicable conditions.
13.  Response:  Page 18, Section III, Condition C.6.:  Test for F annually: Strike reference to §63.7(a)(2) – this refers to the initial test which is no longer an applicable requirement.  The permit should read “An annual performance test shall be conducted to demonstrate compliance with the applicable emission standard…”  Strike references to “new” equipment which isn’t applicable, and to non existent equipment or processes – specifically, the superphosphoric acid process line, rock dryer, and rock calciner.  Strike all DAP and MAP references in the permit.
The Department recognizes the incorrect rule was cited in this condition.  The correct rule should be 40 CFR 63.606(a)(1) for existing emission units.  As a result of this comment, the Department will delete any references and conditions to new equipment and delete all references to the superphosphoric acid process line, rock dryer, rock calciner, DAP and MAP throughout the entire permit.  

As a result of this comment, Specific Condition C.,6., is hereby changed:

From:  As required by § 63.7(a)(2) and once each federal fiscal year thereafter, each owner or operator of a phosphoric acid manufacturing plant shall conduct a performance test to demonstrate compliance with the applicable emission standard for each new wet-process phosphoric acid process line, superphosphoric acid process line, phosphate rock dryer, and phosphate rock calciner.  The performance test shall include tests from Phosphoric Acid Plant Train A and B scrubbers for fluorides.  The owner or operator shall conduct the performance test according to the procedures in subpart A of this part and in this section.

[40 CFR 63.606(a)(2), and Rule 62-297.310(7)(a)4, F.A.C.]

To: Each owner or operator of a phosphoric acid manufacturing plant shall conduct an annual performance test to demonstrate compliance with the applicable emission standard for each existing wet-process phosphoric acid process line.  The owner or operator shall conduct the performance test according to the procedures in subpart A of this part and in this section.

[40 CFR 63.606(a)(1), and Rule 62-297.310(7)(a)4, F.A.C.]
14. Response:  Section III, Conditions C.7, E.13, and F.10.:  In C.7, E.13 and F.10 strike reference to “new” equipment which isn’t applicable.  In C.7 strike reference to superphosphoric line which does not exist.  In E.13 strike reference to DAP and MAP reference.  In F.10 change reference to F.3.  The permit should read “The performance tests shall be conducted according to the reference methods and procedures specified in C.14 (or E.18).”  The last introductory sentence should read  “Compliance with the fluoride standards in C.2 (or E.3) shall be determined as follows:”

The Department will delete references to new equipment and equipment that does not exist.  Please see Comment 12.

15.  Response:  Page 18, III, C.7(1) and  Page 29, III, E.13(1):  Determine lb F/ton P2O5;  Please rewrite the formula to recognize there is only one emission point.  As written, the formula contemplates multiple emission points.

The equation is the applicable equation provided in 40 CFR 63 63.606 and 63.626.  The Department will not change the equation.

16.  Response:  Section III, Conditions C.7, C.8, C.10, C.12, C.14, C.16, E.4, E.13, E.17, E.18, F.7, F.10, F.15, F.19, F.20: References to Scrubber pressure drops, flow and amps should include the options under the ASPs.

As a result of this comment, the following condition will be added to Subsections C, E, and F to acknowledge the Alternate Sampling Plan:
“This emission unit is also subject to the requirements of Alternate Sampling Plan, 05-L-AP, dated December 20, 2005.”
17.  Response: Page 38, Section III, Condition F.19.:  The Permit should reference C.14 and C.12 in Section C and E.17 and 18 in Section E.  In Section F, reference F.19 not §63.625(f)(1) or (2) and strike reference to §63.625 -- it is covered in the compliance plan CP-1, the installation of monitoring with new scrubber.
The Department will not strike this condition.  The condition will be applicable after the terms of the Compliance Plan, CP-1, have been satisfied. Also, please see comment 12. 
18.  Response:  19, III, C.8:  Rock dryer testing requirements, Strike- No dryer exists.

As a result of this comment, Condition C.8. will be removed from the permit.

19. Response:  20, Section III, Condition C.9.:  Calciner testing requirements, Strike- No calciner exists.

As a result of this comment, Condition C.9. will be removed from the permit.

20 and 21.  Response:  Page 20, Section III, Conditions C.10(e) and (f):  Test report information: scrubber gpm and delta P.  Strike, See condition C.7(4). 
The requirements in C.10.(e) and (f) are data to be included in test reports.  The Department will not remove the two conditions, however each condition will be revised to comply with C.7.(4).
As a result of this comment, Conditions C.10.(e) and (f) are hereby changed:

From:  The following apply to both Trains A & B:

e.
the water flow rate (gallons per minute), and


f.
the scrubber pressure drop (inches of water).

To:  The following apply to both Trains A & B (In accordance with 63.605):

e.
the water flow rate, and


f.
the scrubber pressure drop.

22.  Response:  Page 20, Section III, Condition C.12.(2); Change reference to C.13 not 11.  

As a result of this comment, conditions C.12(2) Permitting Note will be revised.  

From: {Permitting Note:  This condition takes precedence over Specific Condition C.11.  The conditions of C.11. are applicable if the owner of operator is not in compliance with this condition.}

To: {Permitting Note:  This condition takes precedence over Specific Condition C.13.  The conditions of C.13. are applicable if the owner of operator is not in compliance with this condition.}

23. Response: Section III, Conditions C.13. and E.23.: Establish operating ranges;  Strike this condition. In Section C it has been superceded by C.12 and in E by E.17 and no longer applies.

As a result of this comment, Conditions C.13. and E.23. will be removed from the permit. 
24.  Response:  Section III, Conditions C.14., E.18., and F.19.:  In Section C, Change the reference from §63.606 to C.7.  In Section E, change reference from 63.626 to E.13 and in Section F. from 63.626 to F.10.  Cite regulations in parentheticals.

Please see Comment 12.

25.  Response:  Section III, Conditions C.14(1),  E.18(1), and F.19(1):  In Section C, change the reference to C.7, not §63.606(c)(4).  Strike (d)(4) and (e)(2) as they apply to rock dryers and rock calciners, equipment that is not present at the facility.  In Section E, reference E.13 not 63.626(c)(4) and strike (d)(4) as this applies to the storage buildings and is covered in Section F. In Section F, reference F.10, not 63.626(c)(4).  Put regulatory citations in parentheticals.  See Comment 6 regarding old II.14(b)3 condition about low pressure drops.

As a result of this comment, the references to the rock dryers and calciners will be deleted.  The references to the storage buildings will be deleted where it is not applicable.  Please see Comments 6 and 12.

26.  Response:  Section III, Conditions C.14(2), E.18(2), and F.19(2): In Section C, reference C.7.  Strike (d)(4) and (e)(2) as they apply to rock dryers and rock calciners, equipment that is not present at the facility.  Change the reference to §63.604 to C.16.  In Section E, reference E.13 and in Section F, reference F.10, not 63.606(c)(4) and strike (d)(4).  In Section E, change the reference from 63.624 to E.4 and in Section F change the reference from 63.624 to F.7.  Regulations should be cited in parentheticals. 

As a result of this comment, the references to the rock dryers and calciners will be deleted.  Please see Comment 12.

27.  Response:  Section III, Condition C.15.:  Strike – this equipment does not exist.

As a result of this comment, the Department will delete this condition. 

28.  Response: Section III, Condition C.16.:  Change the references from regulatory citations to the relevant conditions and cite the regulations in parentheticals.  Specifically, change the reference to §§63.7 and 63.606 to  C.7, and the reference to §63.605 to C.14.  

Please see comment 12.  
29.  Response:  Section III, Condition C.17.:  Strike “new” and superphosphoric line, rock dryer and rock calciner.  No new equipment is present and the other equipment does not exist.
As a result of this comment, the Department will remove references to new processes and the superphosphoric line, rock dryer and rock calciner.
30. Response: Page 22, Section 3, Conditions, C.18. and C.19.: Maintain daily record of P2O5 feed.  C. 18 and C. 19 should be combined to be one condition, not two.  The revised single condition should list as regulatory references the provisions in Part 60 and 63 rather than having 2 conditions.  

As a result of this comment; Section III Conditions C.18. and C.19. will be combined into one permit condition, C.18.  

31. Response: Section III, Conditions C.20., E.21., and F.12.:  Condition 20 (and E.21 and F.12) which provides “Each owner or operator…shall comply with the recordkeeping requirements in §63.10” should be stricken.  Specific applicable requirements from §63.10 should be listed.  This is done in C.21 (and E.22 and F.13) so C.20 (and E.21 and F.12) is superfluous and should be stricken.
As a result of this comment, The Department will combine conditions C.20. with C.21, E.21. with E.22., and F.12 with F.13, respectively.  Please see Comment #13.
32. Response: Section III, Conditions C.21(1), E.22.(1), and F.13(1).:  The reference to initial testing requirements should be stricken.  Strike references to “as required by §63.10.”  C.21.(1) should read “The  results of the annual performance tests shall be reported within 45 days.”  Note:  The 45 day rule under Florida regulations supersedes the 60 day NESHAP Subpart A.  The regulatory citations should be listed at the end in parentheticals.

The references to Sec. 63.10 will not be deleted.  The Department will delete references to initial testing.  A statement will be added that the rule in 62-297-310 is more stringent. Please see Condition 13.  As a result of this comment, Conditions C.21(1), E.22.(1), and F.13(1). are hereby changed: 

From: Performance test report.  As required by § 63.10, the owner or operator shall report the results of the initial and annual performance tests as part of the notification of compliance status required in § 63.9 and all applicable requirements of Rule 62-297.310(8), F.A.C.

To:  Performance test report.  As required by § 63.10, the owner or operator shall report the results of the annual performance tests as part of the notification of compliance status required in § 63.9 and all applicable requirements of Rule 62-297.310(8), F.A.C.  The 45-day test reporting requirements are more stringent in Rule 62-297.310(8), F.A.C.  

33. Response:  Section III,  Conditions C.21(2), E.22(2), F.13(2): Strike references to “as required by §63.10.”  Specific applicable requirements from §63.10 should be listed.
The Department will not delete references and the condition will not be changed.  Please see Comment 12. 
34. Response:  Section III, Conditions C.22, E.25, F.21:  This condition should be deleted.  It’s unclear that is sets forth compliance requirements not already referenced elsewhere in the permit.  If it imposes additional obligations not already referenced in the permit, these should be specified.  40 CFR Parts 61 and 63 are listed in permit cover letter but not listed in the table of contents and are not included. 

This condition will not be deleted.  The General Provisions to Subpart A for Subpart AA will be attachments to this permit. The condition will be clarified for applicability.
35. Response:  Section III, Condition C.23.:  Reference made to BB – should be AA.  

As a result of this comment, Condition C.23., Introductory Paragraph, is hereby changed:

From: This emission unit is subject to specific requirements of 40 CFR 63, Subpart BB, Appendix A to Subpart BB – Applicability to General Provisions to Subpart BB, and Compliance Plan CP-1.  The owner or operator is responsible for remaining in compliance with any updates made to Subpart A or BB.  To establish operating parameters for this emissions unit, the owner or operator must comply and demonstrate with the following:

To: This emission unit is subject to specific requirements of 40 CFR 63, Subpart AA, Appendix A to Subpart AA– Applicability to General Provisions to Subpart AA, and Compliance Plan CP-1.  The owner or operator is responsible for remaining in compliance with any updates made to Subpart A or AA.  To establish operating parameters for this emissions unit, the owner or operator must comply and demonstrate with the following:
36. Response:  Section III, Conditions C.23., E.27., and F.23.:  Specify as conditions the applicable requirements: such as ssm plan, etc.  Strike the permit update language.  A Permit cannot be modified via regulatory changes absent inclusion in the SIP and modification of the permit.

The conditions of the SSM plan are specified in Subpart A.  The Department will not strike the permit update language.  The condition will be clarified for the incorporation of MACT standards.   
37.  Response:  Section III, Condition C.23(2):  Strike this condition, it is a duplicate specification.

The Department will not delete this condition.  

38.  Response:  Section III, Conditions C.23.(3), E.27(2), and F.23.(3):  As previously explained, expand this to include provision for operation outside range for the period of test without being an exception.

The Department will not change this language.  If all testing procedures are followed, the emission unit being tested will not be out of compliance.

39.  Response:  Section III, Condition C.23.(5), E.27.(5), and F.23.(5):  Strike this condition, it is a duplicate specification. (See C.21(1); E.27(1);F.23(1)).

The Department will not delete this condition.  This condition will still be applicable after the conditions of Compliance Plan CP-1 are satisfied.

40. Response:  Section III, Conditions C.23(6), E.27(6), and F.23(6): Strike this condition, it is a duplicate specification. (See C.21(1); E.27(1); F.23(1) .
The Department will not delete this condition.  This condition will still be applicable after the conditions of Compliance Plan CP-1 are satisfied.

41. Response:  Section III, Conditions C.23(7), E.27(7), and F.23(5): See Comment 6. As previously explained, the ability to re-establish ranges needs to be added back here in some form.
The facility is subject to the testing procedures in 40 CFR 63 Subparts A, AA, and BB and alternate sampling plan.  The Department will not restore this condition.  Please see Comment 6.
42. Response:  Section III, Condition C.26. : Add “Not federally enforceable” notation back.  Also, clarify what FDEP considers reasonable precautions by way of examples.

The Department will not revise the language.  After further conversations with the Department, the applicant requested no examples be included in this condition.

43. Response:  Section III, Condition E.8.:  Strike this condition– this is included in MACT reporting requirements (see E.22(2) for excess emission reporting).  The citation to the Florida regulation can be added in parentheticals to E.22.

As a result of this comment, the Department will remove this condition.  The rule is currently cited in the condition.

44. Response:  Section III, Condition E.11.:  Strike reference to §63.630 – this refers to the initial test which is no longer an applicable requirement.  Also strike reference to storage building which is covered in F.  The permit should read “An annual performance test shall be conducted to demonstrate compliance with the applicable emission standard referenced in E.3,E.5 and E.6…”

As a result of this comment, the Department will remove references to the GTSP storage building and the reference to initial testing. 
45. Response:  Section III, Conditions E.19. and E.20.:  Strike E.19.  40 CFR 60.203(b) applies to Phosphoric Acid plants not GTSP lines.  In E.20 strike “the owner or operator is subject to the requirements of 40 CFR 60.203(b)…”.  This regulation applies to Phosphoric Acid plants not GTSP lines. Also strike the reference to this regulation in the parenthetical.  In E.20, the language should read “…using a monitoring system for measuring mass flow rate which shall have an accuracy of +/- 5% over its operating range and then by proceeding in accordance with E.13(3).  Further, please note, the GTSP line at this facility is a pre-NSPS source and therefore, NSPS does not apply.  

The Department recognizes 40 CFR 60.203(b) was inadvertently included in this subsection.  As a result of this comment, Condition E.19. will be removed  The rule cite and rule reference to 40 CFR 60.203(b)  in the Condition E.20. will be removed.  Please see comment 12. 

46. Response: Section III, Condition E.26.:  Strike this condition.  The storage buildings are addressed in Section F. This is an unnecessary and potentially confusing.

The Department recognizes this condition and rule cite was inadvertently included in this subsection.  As a result of this comment, Condition E.26. will be removed. 

47. Response:  Section III, Conditions E.27(2) and F.23(2):  Strike – duplicate specification 

The Department will not remove this condition.  

48-51. Response:  Section III, Condition E.28.:  Remove the definitions of DAP/MAP process line, Equivalent P2O5 stored, Fresh GTSP,  and Research and development facility.

As a result of this comment, the Department will remove these definitions.

52. Response:  Section III, Condition E.29.:  Add clarification of what events constitute an exceedance versus and an excursion.  This information is necessary to properly complete the annual statement of compliance.
This information will be provided in the CAM plan Monitoring Approach for EU 023.  Please see comment 73.
53. Response:  Section III, Condition F.9.:  Strike – performance tests are covered in F.8

The condition is not applicable for existing units and As a result of this comment, the Department will delete this condition.

54. Response:  Section III, Condition F.10(2):  (2) can be stricken as it restates the introduction in F.10.

The Department recognizes this repetitive language.  As a result of this comment, Condition F.10.(2) will be reserved.  

55. Response:  Section III, Condition F.15.:   Revise this is in conflict with F.7.  Strike last sentence which provides fan amps as alternate indicator of pressure drops.  This is covered under ASP 05-L-AP.
The Department will not delete this condition.  Please see comment 17.  

56. Response:  Section III, Condition F.20.(a):  Strike, see F.7.  This has been superceded.

As a result of this comment, Conditions F.20. is hereby changed:

From:  The permittee shall establish and maintain a record log for the GTSP East Storage Building.  The record log shall include, at a minimum:

a.  exhaust fan amperage for each scrubber, indicating the scrubber identification, the date and time of the measurements, and the person responsible for performing the measurements.  A log entry shall be made at least once during every week of GTSP loading or unloading operations, 

b.  a reference to loadout records to verify that the 7500 tons per day maximum GTSP production output rate, required by Condition F.1, is not exceeded,

c.  a reference to loading records to verify that the 140 tons per hour maximum GTSP production input rate, as stated in Condition F.1, is not exceeded.

The permittee may substitute continuous monitoring, strip chart recordings and/or electronic media recording in lieu of the required manual recordings.

[Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-4.160(14)(b), and 62-4.160(14)(c), F.A.C.]

To:   The permittee shall establish and maintain a record log for the GTSP East Storage Building.  The record log shall include, at a minimum:

a.  a reference to loadout records to verify that the 7500 tons per day maximum GTSP production output rate, required by Condition F.1, is not exceeded,

b.  a reference to loading records to verify that the 140 tons per hour maximum GTSP production input rate, as stated in Condition F.1, is not exceeded.

The permittee may substitute continuous monitoring, strip chart recordings and/or electronic media recording in lieu of the required manual recordings.

[Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-4.160(14)(b), and 62-4.160(14)(c), F.A.C.]

57-61. Response:  Section III, Condition F.24.:  Delete definitions for DAP/MAP process line, Equivalent P2O5 feed, GTSP Process Line, and Research and Development Facility.

As a result of this comment, the Department will delete these definitions from this condition.

62. Response:  Section III, Subsection H.:  Strike reference to rail unloading.
As a result of this comment, Subsection H, Facility Description, 2nd Paragraph, 2nd Sentence, is hereby changed:

From:  Molten Sulfur is unloaded into pits via truck or rail.

To:  Molten Sulfur is unloaded into pits via truck.

63. Response:  Section III, Condition H.2.:  Strike – see condition II.11

This condition was incorporated as part of air construction permit 1050055-013-AC.  The Department will not remove this condition.  
64. Response:  Section III, Condition H.9.:  Delete reference to railcars.
As a result of this comment, Condition H.9, is hereby changed:

From:  All areas surrounding points where molten sulfur pipes are routinely disconnected and areas where molten sulfur is transferred to trucks or railcars shall be paved and curbed within 20 feet of the point of disconnection or transfer to contain any spilled molten sulfur, or shall be provided with noncorrosible drip pans or other secondary containment, positioned to collect spills, that are adequate to contain amounts of sulfur that may escape during routine disconnect, reconnection or operation of the piping system. 

To:  All areas surrounding points where molten sulfur pipes are routinely disconnected and areas where molten sulfur is transferred to trucks shall be paved and curbed within 20 feet of the point of disconnection or transfer to contain any spilled molten sulfur, or shall be provided with noncorrosible drip pans or other secondary containment, positioned to collect spills, that are adequate to contain amounts of sulfur that may escape during routine disconnect, reconnection or operation of the piping system. 

65. Response:  Section III, Condition H.12.:  Strike – condition II.2.  This is not federally enforceable.  If the condition remains it should be noted as, Non-Federally Enforceable.

This condition is a specific condition of air construction permit 1050055-013-AC.  This will not be removed, and remain as is.  

66. Response:  Section III, Condition H.15.:  Change 60 back to 30 minutes as in condition  H.18.  Reference H.3 and VE observations should be for 30 minutes same as in H.18.
Based on air construction permit 1050055-013-AC, the VE observations are 30 minutes for affected units in this subsection. As a result of this comment, all references to VE observations will be for 30 minutes observations.
67. Response:  Section III, Condition H.17.:  Strike – same as H.15 or at a minimum change reference to H.3.
As a result of this comment, Condition H.17. is hereby changed:

From:  Test Method-Visible Emissions.  Compliance with the emission limitations specified in Specific Condition J.7. will be determined using DEP Method 9.  The minimum requirements for stack sampling facilities, source sampling and reporting, shall be in accordance with Chapter 62- 297, F.A.C. 

[Rules 62-297.401(9)(c), 62-297.310(4), 62-296.411(1)(j)(1), F.A.C., Air Construction Permit 1050055-013-AC]
To:  Test Method-Visible Emissions.  Compliance with the emission limitations specified in Specific Condition H.3. will be determined using DEP Method 9.  The minimum requirements for stack sampling facilities, source sampling and reporting, shall be in accordance with Chapter 62- 297, F.A.C. 

[Rules 62-297.401(9)(c), 62-297.310(4), 62-296.411(1)(j)(1), F.A.C., Air Construction Permit 1050055-013-AC]

68. Response:  Section III, Condition H.18.:  Combine H.15, H.17 and H.18.  Specify 30 minutes
As a result of this comment, the Department will combine the conditions into one condition with 30 minutes specified as the required test run duration.

69. Response:  Section III, Condition H.20.:  Strike – condition II.1, TV-1 43.  Change reference to H.1,H.2 and H.11.

The Department will not remove this condition; however it will correct the references in the condition.  As a result of this comment, Condition H.20., 1st paragraph  is hereby changed:

From: Recordkeeping.  In order to document compliance with Specific Conditions J.1., J.2., and J.6., the permittee shall keep the following records at a minimum:
To: Recordkeeping.  In order to document compliance with Specific Conditions H.1., H.2., and H.11., the permittee shall keep the following records at a minimum:
70. Response: Section III, Condition H.24.:  Strike – condition II.1, TV-1 43
This condition is a specific condition in air construction permit 1050055-013-AC and will not be removed.

71. Response:  Section III, Condition H.25.:  Strike – included in H.8-11 and H.22-24
The Department will not delete this condition.

72. Response:  CAM Plan, Indicator 1:  This needs to be clarified - is the tailgas to be based on fan amps or pressure drop?
The Department inadvertently indicated the range for the scrubber is determined by fan amps.  This is incorrect and the indicator will be pressure drop across the scrubber. 

73. Response:  CAM Plan:  excursion = 1 hour average; Exceedance averaging time is not defined.  It is unclear if an excursion is an exception to the TV permit and therefore reportable in the annual compliance statement.  Language in E.29 reads "Failure to adhere to the monitoring requirements specified does not necessarily indicate an exceedance of a specific emissions limitation" Which suggest this not reportable in the annual statement.  See discussion below regarding 1 hour excursion reporting for purposes of the annual compliance statement.

Please refer to CAM Plan condition 15 for reporting requirements.  As a result of this comment and comment 52, the Monitoring Approach Table for EU 023 is here by changed:
From:

Monitoring Approach
	
	Indicator 1
	Indicator 2

	1. Indicator
	Max and Min Fan Amps
	Max and Min Liquid Flow Rate

	Measuring Approach
	Fan Amps are measured with an installed Amp Meter
	Liquid Flow is measured with an installed Flow Meter

	2. Indicator Range
	An excursion is defined as any 1 hour average excluding those events defined as startup, shutdown and malfunctions, flow rate outside of the following range:

Tailgas Scrubber: 4.6 – 10.2 in H2O


	An excursion is defined as any 1 hour average excluding those events defined as startup, shutdown and malfunctions, flow rate outside of the following range:

Tailgas Scrubber: 4195 - 5064 gpm

	
	Excursions trigger an inspection, corrective action, and reporting requirement.  The corrective action must be conducted to restore the flow rate to within the permitted range and assist in preventing future scrubber malfunctions from occurring.  
	Excursions trigger an inspection, corrective action, and reporting requirement.  The corrective action must be conducted to restore the flow rate to within the permitted range and assist in preventing future scrubber malfunctions from occurring.  

	   A. Representative Data
	All CAM-required instrumentation meets or exceeds the accuracy required by the regulations for this plant.  The monitoring points are located per the manufacturers recommendations and/or best engineering practices guidelines.
	All CAM-required instrumentation meets or exceeds the accuracy required by the regulations for this plant.  The monitoring points are located per the manufacturers recommendations and/or best engineering practices guidelines.

	   B. QA/QC Practices and     Criteria
	Calibration and maintenance are performed annually or on an as-needed basis.  Instrument readings are observed on a continuing basis and any reading outside the normal operating range for this plant is investigated.  This includes verification that the proper signal is being produced and that the instrumentation is working properly.  Any necessary maintenance is performed and the instrument re-calibrated, as necessary.
	Calibration and maintenance are performed annually or on an as-needed basis.  Instrument readings are observed on a continuing basis and any reading outside the normal operating range for this plant is investigated.  This includes verification that the proper signal is being produced and that the instrumentation is working properly.  Any necessary maintenance is performed and the instrument re-calibrated, as necessary.

	   C. Monitoring Frequency
	All parameters are monitored continuously.
	All parameters are monitored continuously.

	4. Data Collection Procedures
	All parameters are averaged in 15-minute blocks based on data collected by the Amp Meter.
	All parameters are averaged in 15-minute blocks based on data collected by the Flow Meter.

	5. Averaging Period
	All parameters are averaged in 15-minute blocks.  These 15-minute blocks are then averaged to produce a 1hr average.
	All parameters are averaged in 15-minute blocks.  These 15-minute blocks are then averaged to produce a 1hr average.


To:
Monitoring Approach
	
	Indicator 1
	Indicator 2

	1. Indicator
	Max and Min Pressure Drop
	Max and Min Liquid Flow Rate

	Measuring Approach
	Pressure drop is measured across the scrubber
	Liquid Flow is measured with an installed Flow Meter

	2. Indicator Range
	An excursion is defined as any 1 hour average excluding those events defined as startup, shutdown and malfunctions, pressure drop outside of the following range:

Tailgas Scrubber: 4.6 – 10.2 in H2O

An exceedance is defined as any 3hr average pressure drop outside the above noted range.
	An excursion is defined as any 1 hour average excluding those events defined as startup, shutdown and malfunctions, flow rate outside of the following range:

Tailgas Scrubber: 4195 - 5064 gpm

An exceedance is defined as any 3hr average flow rate outside the above noted range.

	
	Excursions trigger an inspection, corrective action, and reporting requirement.  The corrective action must be conducted to restore the pressure drop to within the permitted range and assist in preventing future scrubber malfunctions from occurring.  
	Excursions trigger an inspection, corrective action, and reporting requirement.  The corrective action must be conducted to restore the flow rate to within the permitted range and assist in preventing future scrubber malfunctions from occurring.  

	   A. Representative Data
	All CAM-required instrumentation meets or exceeds the accuracy required by the regulations for this plant.  The monitoring points are located per the manufacturers recommendations and/or best engineering practices guidelines.
	All CAM-required instrumentation meets or exceeds the accuracy required by the regulations for this plant.  The monitoring points are located per the manufacturers recommendations and/or best engineering practices guidelines.

	   B. QA/QC Practices and     Criteria
	Calibration and maintenance are performed annually or on an as-needed basis.  Instrument readings are observed on a continuing basis and any reading outside the normal operating range for this plant is investigated.  This includes verification that the proper signal is being produced and that the instrumentation is working properly.  Any necessary maintenance is performed and the instrument re-calibrated, as necessary.
	Calibration and maintenance are performed annually or on an as-needed basis.  Instrument readings are observed on a continuing basis and any reading outside the normal operating range for this plant is investigated.  This includes verification that the proper signal is being produced and that the instrumentation is working properly.  Any necessary maintenance is performed and the instrument re-calibrated, as necessary.

	   C. Monitoring Frequency
	All parameters are monitored continuously.
	All parameters are monitored continuously.

	4. Data Collection Procedures
	All parameters are averaged in 15-minute blocks based on data collected across the scrubber.
	All parameters are averaged in 15-minute blocks based on data collected by the Flow Meter.

	5. Averaging Period
	All parameters are averaged in 15-minute blocks.  These 15-minute blocks are then averaged to produce a 1hr average.
	All parameters are averaged in 15-minute blocks.  These 15-minute blocks are then averaged to produce a 1hr average.


74. Response:  CAM Plan:  tailgas scrubber - 4.6 to 10.2 in hoh;  This should be amp for two fans.
Please see comment 72. Fan amps do not apply. 
75. Response:  CAM Plan:  Based on prior discussions, and the facility request in its original CAM the exceedance averaging period should be 3hrs.

Please see comment 73. 
76. Response:  Section III, Condition B.13.:  The referenced conditions should be B.3, B.4 and B.6.

As a result of this comment, Condition B.13. is hereby changed:

From: Compliance with the emission limitations of Conditions B.2, B.3, and B.4 shall be determined in accordance with 40 CFR 60.85 using EPA Methods 1, 2, 3, 7E, 8 and 9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Chapter 62-297, F.A.C.

[Rule 62-297, F.A.C.]

To:  Compliance with the emission limitations of Conditions B.3, B.4, and B.6 shall be determined in accordance with 40 CFR 60.85 using EPA Methods 1, 2, 3, 7E, 8 and 9 contained in 40 CFR 60, Appendix A and adopted by reference in Chapter 62-297, F.A.C.

[Rule 62-297, F.A.C.]

B.  Document(s) on file with the permitting authority:
-Letter received March 27, 2006, from Mr. C.D. Turley.

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

