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	EMISSION UNIT DESCRIPTION : 2 Harris Graphics Model 110 Heatset Litho presses with TEC Systems dryers, and 2 Goss Model Sunday 4000 Heatset Litho presses with GOSS Ecocool/W Model 130-2032 dryers. All presses are controlled by a common MEGTEC Systems regenerative thermal oxidizer
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	A. General Review:

	1.
	Permit File Review
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

	
	  Comments:  
	
	
	
	

	2.
	Introduction and Entry
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

	
	  Comments:  I was greeted by Messrs. Dm Gignac and John Chidlow who provided the VOC logs and gave me a tour of that facility.
	
	
	
	

	3.
	Is the Responsible Official/Authorized Representative still: Jim Sampey?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

	
	  Comments:  

	4.
	Is the facility contact still: John Chidlow?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

	
	  Comments: The facility contact is Don Gignac. John Chidlow is the alternate contact

	IN
	MNC
	SNC
	B. Specific Conditions: 

	
	
	
	This permit or a copy thereof shall be kept at the work site of the permitted activity.

[General Condition 12.]


Comments:  The facility  □ did □ did not have a copy of the permit on-site.

Emission and Operation Limitations

4.  Facility HAP Emission Limitations – Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAP) emissions from this facility shall not exceed the following levels:


A.
9.9 tons in any 12 consecutive month period for any individual HAP, nor;


B.
24.9 tons in any 12 consecutive month period for any combination of HAPs (i.e. total HAPs).     
 [Rule 62-210.200 (203)(Potential to Emit), F.A.C., as requested by the applicant in construction permit application dated 10/13/04 to stay below the Title V major level]

Comments:  The highest reported emissions were O.023 tons individual HAP,  and 0.170 tons total HAPS for the 12-month period at the end of the month of September 2007.  Reviewed records for the months of January 2007 through September 2007.

5.  Facility VOC Emission Limitation – Volatile organic compound (VOC) emissions from this facility shall not exceed 49.9 tons in any 12 consecutive month period.  This value includes the stack and fugitive emissions from the printing inks, fountain solution, wash solutions, natural gas combustion, and miscellaneous VOC containing materials.  

[Rule 62-210.200 (203)(Potential to Emit), F.A.C., as requested by the applicant in construction permit application dated 10/13/04 to stay below the Title V major level]


Comments:  The highest reported emissions were 3.6 tons VOC for the 12-month period at the and of the month of  September 2007.   Reviewed records for the months of January 2007 through September 2007.
6.  Combined Facility VOC and HAP Emission Limitations  (Note:  This condition only applies as long as the Cox Target Media Largo printing facility (Facility ID 1030240) is still in operation.) – Total VOC and HAP emissions from this facility and the Cox Target Media, Inc./Valpak Direct Marketing Inc. Largo facility (Facility ID 1030240) shall not exceed the following:


A.  99.9 tons of VOC in any 12 consecutive month period;


B.
9.9 tons in any 12 consecutive month period for any individual HAP;


C.
24.9 tons in any 12 consecutive month period for total HAPs.     
 [Rule 62-210.200 (203)(Potential to Emit), F.A.C., as requested by the applicant in construction permit application dated 10/13/04 to insure that the combined emissions from these two associated plants stays below the “facility” Title V major level]


Comments: The emissions for the highest 12 month consecutive running total of both facilities, (1030240 & 1030509) was 49.67 tons of VOCs and 0.74 tons of HAPs at the end of the month of October 2007.
7.  Thermal Oxidizer Destruction Efficiency - The VOC destruction efficiency of the thermal oxidizer shall not fall below 98% removal.  [Rules 62-210.650, 62-296.320(1)(a), and 62-212.300, F.A.C.]


Comments:  The Thermal Oxidizer Efficiency is listed as better than 98%. The facility will conduct a test to establish the exact % Efficiency, Messrs Gignac and Chidlow stated that the test is being planned for the first week of December 2007.
8.  Thermal Oxidizer Visible Emissions Limitation - Visible emissions (VE) from the thermal oxidizer exhaust stack shall not exceed 5% opacity except that visible emissions not exceeding 20% opacity are allowed for up to three minutes in any one hour period.   [Rule 62-296.401(1)(a), F.A.C.]


Comments:  The VE Test will be performed at the same time as the stack test.
9.  General Particulate Emission Limiting Standards: General Visible Emissions Standard -  Except for emissions units that are subject to a particulate matter or opacity limit set forth or established by rule and reflected by conditions in this permit, no person shall cause, let, permit, suffer or allow to be discharged into the atmosphere the emissions of air pollutants from any activity, the density of which is equal to or greater than that designated as Number 1 on the Ringelmann Chart (20 percent opacity).  EPA Method 9 is the method of compliance pursuant to Chapter 62-297, F.A.C.

[Rules 62-296.320(4)(b)1 & 62-296.320(4)(b)4, F.A.C.]


Comments:  There were no fugitive dust or particulate dust plumes emanating from the stack or around the Val Pak Property.
10.  Objectionable Odor - The permittee shall not cause, suffer, allow or permit the discharge of air pollutants which cause or contribute to an objectionable odor from the catalytic oxidizer exhaust.  An objectionable odor is any odor present in the outdoor atmosphere which by itself or in combination with other odors, is or may be harmful or injurious to human health or welfare, which unreasonably interferes with the comfortable use and enjoyment of life or property, or which creates a nuisance.

[Rules 62-210.200 (Definitions), and 62-296.401(1)(b), F.A.C.; Pinellas County Code, Section 58-178]


Comments:  An upwind/downwind survey of the facility was conducted.  The observed parameters were:

Downwind odor level detected- none;  Wind direction – West  Upwind odor level detected-none.
Operating Requirements

11.  General Pollutant Emission Limiting Standards – Volatile Organic Compounds Emissions or Organic Solvent Emissions  - The 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.  Work practices to minimize emissions shall include the following


A.
Equipment, pipes, hoses, lids, fittings, etc., shall be operated/maintained in such manner as to minimize leaks, fugitive emissions & spills of solvent materials.  This includes draining all VOC containing fluids into closed containers during lengthy periods of time when a press is not operating.   


B.
All VOC/OS from washings (equipment clean-up) shall be directed into containers that prevent evaporation into the atmosphere.


C.
Tightly cover or close all VOC containers when they are not in use.

D.
Prevent excessive air turbulence across exposed VOCs.


E.
Immediately confine and clean up VOC spills and make sure wastes are placed in



closed containers for reuse, recycling or proper disposal. 

 [Rules 62-4.070(3) & 62-296.320(1)(a), F.A.C.]


Comments: Inks and solvents are in enclosed systems during delivery to the presses. Some smaller amounts of Blanket Washes are dispensed by hand to rags for cleaning, but the rags themselves are stored in covered containers. 
12.  Thermal Oxidizer O&M Plan - In accordance with the requirements of Pinellas County Code, Section 58-128, an Operation and Maintenance (O&M) plan shall be submitted for the thermal oxidizer.  This O&M plan shall be submitted as part of the application for an operation permit (see Specific Condition No. 32).  At a minimum the O&M Plan shall include:


A.  the operating parameters for the thermal oxidizer;


B.  the time table for routine thermal oxidizer maintenance as specified by the manufacturer;


C. 
the time table for routine weekly, bi-weekly, or monthly thermal oxidizer observations sufficient to ensure proper operation;


D. 
a list of the type and quantity of the required thermal oxidizer spare parts which are stored on the premises;

E.  a record log which indicates, at a minimum:

           
1.  when thermal oxidizer maintenance and observations were performed.

           
2.  what thermal oxidizer maintenance and observations were performed.

           
3.  who performed said maintenance and observations.




4.  acceptable parameter ranges for each operational check.

The O&M plan documentation logs shall be maintained at the facility for a minimum of the most recent three-year period and shall be made available to Air Quality Division of the PCDEM, or the Department, upon request.  

[Rule 62-4.070(3), F.A.C., and Pinellas County Code, Sec. 58-128]


Comments:  The O & M Plan is not due until the operating permit is issued.
13.  Circumvention of Control Equipment - The permittee shall not circumvent any air pollution control device or allow the emissions of air pollutants without the applicable air pollution control device (thermal oxidizer) operating properly and in accordance with the applicable Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Plan.  No press shall operate unless the thermal oxidizer is in service and operating at a combustion zone temperature of 1,600.0 (F or greater.   (See Specific Condition No. 29 for oxidizer temperature monitoring requirements.)        [Rules 62-4.070(3), and 62-210.650, F.A.C.]


Comments:  The Oxidizer temperature observed was 1,679 °F.
14.  Exhaust Airflow - Whenever practical, the exhaust airflow through all the dryers shall be maintained during periods when wash solution (blanket wash and roller rash) is being utilized.

[Rule 62-4.070(3), F A.C.]


Comments: The Exhaust Air Flow through the Dryers was “on” during the inspection.  
15.  Bypass Stacks - The permittee shall not utilize a bypass stack which vents to the atmosphere at any time while ink is being applied.  If ink is not being applied and best operational practices to minimize emissions are adhered to, then it is permitted to utilize a bypass stack only during periods of start up, shutdown, or malfunction.  The permittee shall keep records of the date and time of commencement and completion of each time period that a bypass stack is utilized.  The records shall include the reason for utilization of the bypass stack.  They shall be maintained at the facility for a minimum of the most recent two year period and made available to Air Quality Division of the PCDEM, or the Department, upon request.   [Rules 62-210.700 and 62-4.070(3), F.A.C.]


Comments: The By-Pass Stack was not in use during the time that I was there and Messrs. Chidlow and Gignac stated they believe that the Data Logger for the Incinerator tracks use of the By-Pass Stack events.
Compliance Testing Requirements

16.  Thermal Oxidizer VE Compliance Testing - The permittee shall test the thermal oxidizer exhaust stack for visible emissions (VE) within 60 days of first operation of all 4 presses but no later than 180 days after start of operation of any press, and annually thereafter on or during the 60-day period prior to the anniversary date of the initial test.  A copy of the test data shall be submitted to the Air Quality Division of the PCDEM and the Air Compliance Section of the Southwest District Office of the Department within 45 days of testing.  [Rule 62-297.310, F.A.C.]  


Comments: The Thermal Oxidizer Efficiency is listed as better than 98%. The facility will conduct a test to establish the exact % Efficiency.  Messrs Gignac and Chidlow stated that the test is being planned for the first week of December 2007. The test protocol will include the required VE test.  Mssrs. Chidlow and Gignac stated that ValPak was interested in knowing if the facility could be given an extension on the testing date requirement.   I advised them to present their proposal/question to the Southwest District of the FDEP.
18.  Thermal Oxidizer Destruction Efficiency Compliance Testing - Within 60 days of first operation of all 4 presses but no later than 180 days after start of operation of any press the permittee shall test the thermal oxidizer stack inlet and outlet to determine VOC destruction efficiency*.  A Method 9 VE test shall be performed simultaneously with one of the three Method 25/25A runs required in order to determine VOC destruction efficiency.   A copy of the test data shall be submitted to the Air Quality Division of the PCDEM and the Air Compliance Section of the Southwest District Office of the Department within 45 days of testing.  (See Specific Condition No. 12 for test report requirements.)   

[Rule 62-297.310, F.A.C.]

 (* Permitting Note:  Additional thermal oxidizer destruction efficiency testing will be required prior to renewal of the facility operations permit.)  

22.  Compliance Test Report – Test reports shall be submitted to the Air Quality Division of the PCDEM and the Air Compliance Section of the Southwest District Office of the Department within 45 days of testing.  The report shall include the information required under Rule 62-297.310(8)(c), F.A.C. including the operating status of each of the presses, the thermal oxidizer combustion zone temperature (include copy of continuous recorder chart/data which includes the test period), the thermal oxidizer stack gas flow rate and velocity, and (for VOC destruction efficiency testing) the inlet and outlet VOC concentrations determined during the testing and used to calculate destruction efficiency.  The data on the VOC content in each ink being used during the testing  shall be submitted with the compliance test results.  The amount of each ink used during the compliance test shall be determined using available meters or other estimating information and shall be submitted with the compliance test report.  .

 [Rules 62-4.070(3), and 62-297.310(8)(c), F.A.C.]


Comments:  I reminded Messrs. Chidlow and Gignac of the time requirement for submitting test results, once the test has been performed.
19.  Compliance Testing Notification - The permittee shall notify the Air Quality Division of the PCDEM at least 15 days prior to the date on which each formal compliance test is scheduled, of the date, time, and place of each such test, and the test contact person who will be responsible for coordinating each test.     

[Rule 62‑297.310(7)(a)9., F.A.C.]


Comments:  I reminded Messrs. Chidlow and Gignac of the “prior- to- test” 15 notification requirement.
20.   Thermal Oxidizer VOC Destruction Efficiency Test Methods and Procedures  - Compliance with the VOC destruction efficiency requirement of Specific Condition No. 7 shall be conducted using EPA Methods 1, 2, 3, 4, and 25 or 25A, and the methods and procedures described in the attached FDEP DARM Guidance Memos (see attached FDEP DARM Guidance Memos DARM-OGG-2 and DARM-OGG-04 (Attachment 1).  During the compliance test, the VOC content of the ink shall either be determined by using data from the most recent MSDS or an EPA Method 24A test.  Any alternative method for determining VOC content may only be used after written approval is obtained from the Department or the PCDEM.  [Rules & 62-4.070 (3), 62-297.310, and 62-297.401, F.A.C.]


Comments: Once the test date has been formalized, AQD will remit a letter to the facility requesting a test protocol.
21.  Press Line Operation During Testing – VOC destruction efficiency testing shall be accomplished while simultaneously operating all four (4) presses at 90 - 100% of the maximum "Printing Ink" utilization rate (defined as all four heat-set press in operation under normal conditions printing products that could be expected to result in high VOC inlet loading to the thermal oxidizer).  If fewer than 4 presses are operating during the compliance test then operation is limited to this number of presses or less until such time as successful  testing with more presses in operation is conducted.  Operation with more presses in service is allowed for no more than 15 consecutive days for the purposes of conducting this additional compliance testing.  Failure to submit a statement of the status of the operation of the presses during the test period, or operating at conditions which do not reflect normal operating conditions, may invalidate the test.  

[Rules 62-4.070(3), and 62-297.310(2) and (8), F.A.C.] 


Comments: Not applicable during this inspection.  No testing was being performed.
Recordkeeping Requirements

23.  Material Usage and VOC/ HAP Emission Records – In order to document compliance with the VOC and HAP limitations of Specific Condition Nos. 4 and 5,  monthly VOC/HAP material usage and emission records shall be for this facility. The logs shall include the following at a minimum:


A.  the facility name, facility ID No. (1030509), and emission unit number (001);


B.
the month and year;


C. 
the quantity of "As Applied" ink (by name or identification number) used, indicating the amount of each used (gallons or pounds);


D. 
VOC and HAP content (as applied) for each type of ink utilized; (If gallons are recorded for usage, content shall be recorded as lbs/gallon.  If pounds are recorded for usage, content shall be recorded as percent by weight.)


E.
a calculation of VOC and HAP emissions (pounds  per month) from each ink based on the information in C. and D. above;


F.  
the quantity of other VOC HAP containing materials (identify material with description) utilized (gallons and /or pounds per month), less disposal and/or reuse (Note:  At the permittee’s option the assumption may be made that material purchases equal material usage.)


G. 
VOC and HAP content (as applied) for each of the above materials utilized;  (If gallons are recorded for usage, content shall be recorded as lbs/gallon.  If pounds are recorded for usage, content shall be recorded as percent by weight.)


H.
a calculation of VOC and HAP emissions (pounds per month) from the above materials based upon the information in F. and G. above;


I.
a monthly total of facility VOC and HAP emissions; and


J.  a calculation of the total facility VOC and HAP emissions for the most recent 12 consecutive month period.


Additional Recordkeeping Required to Show Compliance with Specific Condition No. 6 if Cox Target Media, Inc. Largo facility (Facility ID 1030240) is still in operation: 


K.
a calculation of the total VOC and HAP emissions for the most recent 12 consecutive month period for this facility and the Cox Target Media Inc. Largo facility (Facility ID 1030240) combined.

Substitution of a "non-VOC" containing solution shall not require utilization records, however a record entry is still required stating that a "non-VOC solution is in use".  A "non-

VOC" solution is defined as a solution which indicates no VOC content per an EPA Method 24 test.

[Rule 62‑4.070(3), F.A.C., and Pinellas County Code Section 58-90


Comments:  Reviewed records for the months of October 2006 thru October 2007.  A partial copy of the records are attached as an example of the record format. The facility was in compliance with items A thru K of permit condition no. 23 above.
24.  VOC/HAP Emission Calculations - Controlled emission calculations  for  printing inks and fountain solutions (see Notes below) shall be based on the most recent tested VOC destruction efficiency for the thermal oxidizer, unless otherwise notified in writing by the Air Quality Division of the PCDEM or the Department.    

 (VOC/HAP Emission Calculation Notes - Unless modified by the Department or Pinellas County Department of Environmental Management (PCDEM), the following assumptions are made for the purposes of VOC/HAP emission calculations for this facility:


Printing Inks: VOC/HAP emissions from printing inks are based upon the assumption that 20% of the VOCs/HAPs from printing inks are retained on the printed product and are not released to the atmosphere.  The remaining 80% of the VOC/HAP emissions from printing inks are captured (100% capture efficiency in the dryer due to the speed of the line and the composition of the inks) and sent to the thermal oxidizer which has a 98% (or greater) destruction efficiency.  

Fountain Solutions: 50% of the fountain solution VOCs are assumed to be captured and sent to the thermal oxidizer which has a 98% (or greater) destruction efficiency.  The other 50% of the fountain solution VOCs are fugitive emissions which exit the building through vents.


Wash Solutions: VOCs from wash solutions (roller/blanket wash) and Baldwin Cleaning Agent are assumed to be all fugitive emissions which exit the building through vents.  



Combustion VOC Emissions: VOC emissions from natural gas combustion in the dryers (4) and thermal oxidizer can be assumed to be equal to 0.0433 tons/month and 0.52 tons/ year (worst case PTE assuming operation of dryers and oxidizer for 8,760 hours/year at maximum design heat input rate).)

 [Rule 62‑4.070(3), F.A.C.; and Pinellas County Code, Section 58-90]


Comments: Testing was not yet a requirement as of the date of this inspection.  The records were being kept by the facility with the assumption of 98 % efficiency as the minimum given by the manufacturer.
25.  VOC/HAP Records Documentation - Supporting documentation ("As Supplied", "As Applied" sheets, MSD (Material Safety Data) sheets, EPA data sheets, purchase orders, etc.) shall be kept for each ink and VOC/OS (organic solvent)/HAP containing material utilized at the facility,  including "non-VOC" solutions in use.  This documentation shall include sufficient information to: 

A.
provide reasonable assurance that any "non-VOC" solution/solvent in use at the facility indicates no VOC content based on an EPA Method 24 or 24A test;


B. 
provide the basis for any electronic recordkeeping used for reporting emissions limitations or utilization rates required in Specific Conditions of this permit. 

 [Rule 62‑4.070(3), F.A.C., and Pinellas County Code, Section 58-90]


Comments:  

The facility was using the MSDS’ for emissions calculations, and had copies of them for all the materials.
26.  Non-VOC Material Substitution - The substitution of a non‑VOC containing material* for an existing production material containing VOC shall not require recordkeeping, however, a log entry is required at the time of material substitution stating that a "non‑VOC solution/solvent has been substituted for (specify material)". 

[Rule 62‑4.070(3) and Pinellas County Code, Section 58-90]

 (*Permitting Note:  A "non‑VOC" material is defined as a material which indicates no VOC content per an EPA Method 24 or 24A test.)


Comments: There were no materials added as substitutes at this facility.
27.  Record Maintenance - All recordkeeping information shall be updated at least monthly, with each entry made no later than 15 days after the end of the month.

[Rule 62‑4.070(3), F.A.C. and Pinellas County Code, Section 58-90]

Comments: Recordkeeping was updated in less than 15 days after the end of the month. 

28.  Record Retention - All recordkeeping information, supporting documentation, monitoring data, and all compliance test information required by this permit shall be retained at the facility for the most recent three (3) year period and shall be made available to the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (the Department) or the Air Quality Division of the Pinellas County Department of Environmental Management (PCDEM), upon request.  [Rule 62‑4.070(3),F.A.C., and Pinellas County Code, Section 58-90]


Comments: These are the first year of records for this facility.
Compliance Monitoring Requirements

29.  Thermal Oxidizer Temperature Monitoring – In order to document ongoing compliance with Specific Condition No. 13, the thermal oxidizer shall be equipped with devices to continuously measure and record the thermal oxidizer operating temperature during all periods of printing press operation.  The thermocouple shall be calibrated at least annually and shall be accurate to within + 5 (F.  

[Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-297.310(4)(d) (reference Table 297.310-1), F.A.C.]


Comments: Mr. Chidlow stated that the Thermal Oxidizer LED control and display station keeps a historical record.  We went to the control and it appeared to have a log of past temperatures, but Mr. Chidlow stated that he needed more time to understand the system to extract the information in written form.  Since he was not able to produce a written record of the temperature, I told him that that this was a potential violation because the permit requires written logs. Mr. Chidlow stated that he would contact the manufacturer to find out exactly what he needed to do to extract the information in a written log.  I asked Mr. Chidlow for a timeline on when he thought he could have this information to satisfy the requirement. Mr. Chidlow stated that he thought he could have it by the following Monday, November 12, 2007. I placed a task in my folder to update this information. 
Update: On 12/21/07, John Chidlow called Wayne Martin to give an update on the temperature recording and said he discovered on December 18, 2007 that ( contrary to what his belief was at the time of the inspection and of what he had informed this inspector) the incinerator had not recorded operating temperatures for 2007 while it was in operation. He added that “There are no recorded temperatures for the incinerator for the period between 7/9/2007 and 12/18/207, during which the presses operated for 83 days”.   
30.  Excess Emissions/Malfunction - A record shall be made of each period that the thermal oxidizer combustion zone temperature is below 1,600 (F (this includes periods of printing press operation when the oxidizer is not in service) and shall include the reason for the incident, the actions taken to bring the oxidizer back into service with a temperature above 1,600 (F, the time the oxidizer was back in service with a temperature above 1,600 (F, and the estimated duration of the incident.  If required in accordance with Rule 62-210.700(1), F.A.C., an excess emissions malfunction report shall be submitted in accordance with Rule 62-210.700(6) and General Conditions Item 8.

[Rules 62-4.070(3), and 62-210.700, F.A.C.]


Comments: I read the permit condition to Messrs. Chidlow and Gignac.  No excess emissions incidents had occurred per their recollection.
Reporting Requirements

31.  Annual Operating Report – The permittee shall submit each calendar year on or before March 1, a completed DEP Form 62-210.900(5), "Annual Operating Report for Air Pollutant Emitting Facility" (AOR) for the preceding calendar year.  The report may be submitted electronically in accordance with the instructions received with the AOR package sent by the Department, or a hardcopy may be sent to the Air Quality Division of the Pinellas County Department of Environmental Management (PCDEM), with a copy to the Air Compliance section of the SWD District of the Department.  Total HAP emissions and emissions of individual HAPs that equal or exceed 0.1 tons/year shall be reported in the AOR.

[Rule 62-210.370(3), F.A.C.; Pinellas County code Subsection 58-90(3) & (9)]


Comments: I read the permit condition to Messrs. Chidlow and Gignac.
32.  Process Changes - the permittee shall report any proposed process changes, including, but not limited to, (a) any proposed significant change of VOC/OS species, or (b) any proposed increase in the production rate, to the Air Programs of the Southwest District Office of the Department and the PCDEM for proper processing.  Any physical change in, change in the method of operation of, or addition to a stationary source or facility, which increases the actual emissions of any air pollutant may be considered a "Modification".     [Rule 62-210.300, F.A.C.]


Comments: I read the permit condition to Messrs. Chidlow and Gignac.
33.  Use of New HAP Containing  Materials - The Air Permit Section of the Department and the Air Quality Division of the PCDEM shall be notified in writing at least 7 days prior to the planned use of any new material(s) containing a HAP not previously identified and used, unless otherwise authorized by the Department or the PCDEM.    [Rule 62‑4.070(3), F.A.C.]


Comments: I read the permit condition to Messrs. Chidlow and Gignac.
Operation Permit

34.  Operation Permit Application - A completed application for an operation permit shall be submitted to the Air Program of the Southwest District Office of the Department, with a copy to the Air Quality Division of the Pinellas County Department of Environmental Management, no later than 60 days after successfully completion of the compliance tests required by Specific Condition Nos. 16 and 18.
[Rules 62-4.050, 62-4.070(3), 62-4.090, 62-210.300(2), 62-210.900, and 62-297.310(7)(a)1., F.A.C.]


Comments: I read the permit condition to Messrs. Chidlow and Gignac.


	
	
	
	Valid Permit  [Rule 62-210.300]

	
	
	
	Changes to Facility/emission unit [Rule 62-210.300]


Does the emission unit description above match what the facility is operating (Number of emission units or points.)    FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes     FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


Comments:  There are only two (2) presses at this facility. Two (2) presses were going to be transferred from ValPak 0240 but as John Chidlow informed me, the decisions to transfer the two (2) presses has been put on-hold. The two (2) presses not being transferred are the Harris Model M 110s .  (see the letter dated August 27, 2007, attached)


	(
	C.  Other:

	Pollution Prevention Activities
· P2 Handouts Provided:   FORMCHECKBOX 
 P2 Brochure;    FORMCHECKBOX 
 P2 Manual;     FORMCHECKBOX 
 P2 Checklist

· Have any emissions reductions occurred
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes /   FORMCHECKBOX 
 No     
   
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Chemical Substitution;        FORMCHECKBOX 
 Equipment Changes;      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Process Changes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Chemical/Material Reuse;   FORMCHECKBOX 
On-site Recycling;          FORMCHECKBOX 
 Other:   


Comments: No emission reductions have occurred. 

 

	Closing Conference:  I informed Messrs. Chidlow and Gignac at the time of the inspection that the facility was in compliance, pending submittal of acceptable written temperature logs.  
Update: Cox Target Media has been deemed to be in Minor Non-Compliance for failure to submit written incinerator temperature logs between 7/9/2007 and 12/18/207as admitted in a letter dated January 4, 2008.

	Inspector(s):    Jose Rodriguez, Pinellas County, Air Quality Division

	Signature(s):
Date:
	Date: 11/21/09, Updated 1/25/08
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