




















December 15, 2005





Mr. Richard Dodd, P.E.


President


GAC Contractors, Inc.


4116 North Highway 231


Panama City, Florida  32404








Dear Mr. Dodd:





	A Department representative recently inspected your facility.  A copy of the inspection report is enclosed.  Please note the permit expiration date and renewal application due date shown on the report.





	This letter applies only to activities covered by the Air Resources Management Program.  It indicates compliance at the time of inspection for those sources specifically listed on the inspection report.





	If you have any questions, please contact Richard Brookins at 850/872-4375, extension 108 or Richard.Brookins@dep.state.fl.us.








							Sincerely,











							Marlane Castellanos


							Branch Office Manager





�
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION


INSPECTION REPORT FORM


AIR POLLUTANT EMISSION SOURCES





FACILITY:  Gulf Asphalt�
DISTRICT:  Northwest�
COUNTY:   Bay�
�
ADDRESS:  4116 N. Highway 231�
PHONE:   (850) 769-0316�
CONTACT: David Wood�
�
CONTACT OR FACILITY EMAIL ADDRESS:  Dodd@GACcontractors.com�
�
ARMS I.D. #: 0050008�
PERMIT: 0050008-002-AO�
EXPIRES:    07/22/2009�
�
RENEWAL APPLICATION/NOTIFICATION DUE DATE: 05/23/2009�
�
SOURCE DESCRIPTION: Asphalt Plant�
�
INSPECTED BY:  Richard Brookins


INSPECTION DATE: 12/13/2005�
AUDIT TYPE:  Ins2�
COMPLIANCE STATUS:


In Compliance �
�



INSPECTION COMMENTS





I arrived at the facility and was greeted by Mr. David Wood.  Mr. Wood accompanied me during the inspection of the facility.  Ms. Lisa Schier provided copies of requested records for review.  The facility was operating at the time of the inspection and Mr. Donnie Leeper of Astech Environmental Services was performing Method 5 testing.





Compliance with the published test method and permit requirements was reviewed.  Two issues were raised as a result of this review.  The first issue involved traverse ports that were not being used which were not blocked off or otherwise plugged as required by the method.  The test port around the probe was also not sealed as required.  When this was pointed out to Mr. Leeper, he immediately corrected the issues.  Since the stack diameter is so wide and the test ports are located so close to the exit of the stack, it is not believed that these issues would significantly affect the final test results.  The second issue involved the permit requirement to conduct Method 9 Visible Emission testing in conjunction with one of the test runs.  Since Mr. Leeper was performing this testing alone, he would not be able to comply with this requirement.  A call was placed to the District office and it was agreed that since the facility was late performing the annual testing and there were no visible emissions noticed by this inspector, this deviation from the permit requirement would be allowed.  Issues regarding the late testing will be handled by the District office.





There were no objectionable odors noticed during the inspection.  [Facility-wide Condition 2]





There were no fugitive emissions in excess of 20% noticed during the inspection.   [Facility-wide Condition 3]





There were no open containers of VOC’s or other Organic Solvents noticed during the inspection.  [Facility-wide Condition 4]





Reasonable precautions to prevent fugitive emissions were judged to be adequate at the time of the inspection.  However, since the facility yard is part dirt and part asphalt, please see the Recommendation section of the report.  [Facility-wide Condition 6]





A copy of the facility’s Operation and Maintenance Plan was available for review at the time of inspection.  [Facility-wide Condition 11]

















EU001	ASPHALT PLANT





According to records provided, the facility produced 63,294 tons of asphalt concrete for the 12-month period ending November 30, 2005.  This is within the facility’s permitted limit of 500,000 tons in any consecutive 12-month period.  [Specific Condition A.2]





According to the records provided, the facility operated for 586.06 hours for the 12-month period ending November 30, 2005.  This is within the facility’s permitted limit of 3000 hours in any consecutive 12-month period.  [Specific Condition A.3]





According to records provided, the facility used 126,249 gallons of fuel oil for the burner during the 12-month period ending October 31, 2005.  This is within the facility’s limit of 1.2 million gallons in any consecutive 12-month period.  Information is maintained which shows fuel oil deliveries to be less than 0.05% sulfur.  On November 1 2005 the facility began using natural gas exclusively for fuel.  [Specific Condition A.4]





Visible emissions were 0% at the time of the inspection.  [Specific Condition A.6]





Scale calibration records are maintained and available for review.  [Specific Condition A.8]





Monthly and 12-month rolling totals of asphalt concrete produced, fuel oil used, and hours of operation were available for inspection.  [Specific Condition A.11]





EU002	ASPHALT HEATER:





According to records provided, the facility used 34,957 gallons of fuel oil for the asphalt heater during the 12-month period ending August 31, 2005.  Information was available which showed fuel oil deliveries to be less than 0.05% sulfur.  In September 2005 the asphalt heater fuel source was changed to natural gas and the heater has operated using only that fuel since that time.  [Specific Condition B.1]





RECOMMENDATIONS:





During the dry times of the year more frequent watering of the general yard and roadway areas will be necessary to prevent excessive fugitive emissions.  Ensure that a water truck is available for this purpose at the facility.   As an alternative to using water the facility may want to investigate the potential use of organic dust suppressing chemicals.





Consider performing the required stack testing earlier in the year to allow for unexpected delays due to weather, tester availability, production requirements, etc.




















