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	EMISSION UNIT DESCRIPTION :  Coating Line:(Building No. 2) Liberty Machine Co. coating machine with a combination reverse roll and knife-over-roll; 4.5 MMBtu/hour drying oven; with emission controlled by a Grehnrich & Grehnrich, Model HDFT-40H thermal incinerator at 1200° F
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	A. General Review:

	1.
	Permit File Review
	(
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

	
	  Comments:  Records review performed by Shea Jackson.  Stack test observed by Jose Rodriguez.  Consultants performing the test were Cory Houchin and Tim O’ Dell.
	
	
	
	

	2.
	Introduction and Entry
	(
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

	
	  Comments:  
	
	
	
	

	3.
	Is the Responsible Official/Authorized Representative still: Mark Stewart?
	(
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

	
	  Comments:  

	4.
	Is the facility contact still: Harold (Hal) Hudson?
	(
	Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

	
	  Comments:  

	IN
	MNC
	SNC
	B. Specific Conditions: 

	
	
	
	2.  General Pollutant Emission Limiting Standards:  Objectionable Odor Prohibited - No person shall cause, suffer, allow or permit the discharge of air pollutants which cause or contribute to an objectionable odor.  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, and 62-296.320(2), F.A.C.;  Pinellas County Code, Section 58-178]

Comments: There were no odors on the Schneller property that could be associated with the Screen Printing, Coating operations, or paint mixing operations.
3.  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.]

B.4.  Visible Emission (VE) Limitations - No visible emissions (defined as ≤5 percent opacity) are allowed from the incinerator, except that visible emissions not exceeding 20 percent opacity are allowed for up to three minutes in any one hour period.     [Rule 62-296.401(1)(a), F.A.C.]

B.8.  Visible Emissions Testing -  VE testing shall be conducted on the incinerator using DEP Method 9, be a minimum of 60 minutes in duration, and be conducted concurrently with one of the VOC compliance tests.  The minimum requirements for stationary point source emission test procedures shall be in accordance with Chapter 62-297, F.A.C.  [Rule 62-297.310(4)(a)2, F.A.C.]


Comments: I performed a 30 minute Method 9 VE that yielded an Opacity of 0.0 %. Tim O’Dell performed a 60 minute VE for the facility as part of the test protocol.
4.  Prevention of Accidental Releases (Section 112(r) of CAA)- 

a.
The permittee shall submit its Risk Management Plan (RMP) to the Chemical Emergency Preparedness and Prevention Office (CEPPO) RMP Reporting Center when, and if, such requirement becomes applicable.  

 b.
The permittee shall submit to the permitting authority Title V certification forms or a compliance schedule in accordance with Rule 62-213.440(2), F.A.C.

[40 CFR 68]


Comments: Schneller submitted a RMP to the District Fire Chief & the DEP, Tallahassee on January 9th, 2003.
7.  General Pollutant Emission Limiting Standards. Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) Emissions or Organic Solvents (OS) 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.

(a)
Ensure all lids, caps, covers on cans and other containers are properly fitted and maintained such that vapor emissions are minimized.

(b)
Repair all leaks in piping, process equipment, and storage containers immediately and/or removing solvents to secure containers until repairs can be effected.

(c)
All VOCs from solvent washing (equipment cleanup) shall be directed into containers that prevent evaporation into the atmosphere.

(d)
For each parts cleaner, comply with each of the following requirements:

1.
Equip the cleaner with a cover.  The cover shall be so designed that it can be easily operated with one hand.

2.
Equip the cleaner with a facility for draining cleaned parts.  The drainage facility shall be constructed internally so that parts are enclosed under the cover while draining if the solvent volatility is greater than 0.6 pounds per square inch (31 millimeters of mercury or 4.1 kilopascals) measured at 100 degrees Fahrenheit (38 degrees Celsius), except that the drainage facility may be external for the applications where an internal type cannot fit into the cleaning system.

3.
Provided a permanent, conspicuous label summarizing the operating requirements.

4.
Store waste solvent only in covered containers.

5.
Close the cover whenever parts are not being handled in the cleaner.

6.
Drain the cleaned parts for at least 15 seconds or until dripping ceases.

7.
If used, supply a solvent spray that is a solid fluid stream (not a fine, atomized, or shower-type spray) at a pressure which does not cause excessive splashing.

[Rule 62-296.320(1)(a), F.A.C., previous Title V permit 1030118-010-AV]


(Permitting Note:  The volatility of MEK is greater than 0.6 pounds per square inch measured at 100 degrees Fahrenheit.  The volatility of kerosene is less than 0.6 pounds per square inch measured at 100 degrees Fahrenheit).

Comments: The facility was observing good house-keeping practices.  There were no leaks spills or fugitive emissions.  All containers had lids or covers when not in use. All production area floors were clean and dry.
9.  Statement of Compliance – The annual statement of compliance pursuant to Rule 62-213.440(3)(a)2., F.A.C. shall be submitted to this office, the EPA, and the Air Program of the Pinellas County Department of Environmental Management (PCDEM), within 60 days after the end of the calendar year using DEP Form No. 62-213.900(7), F.A.C.  [Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-213.440(3), and 62-213.900(7), F.A.C.]


Comments: The 2007 Statement of Compliance (SOC) was submitted on 2/14/2008 to the AQD.   
A.1.  Methods of Operation - (Permitted Fuels) - The drying oven shall be fired with natural gas only.

[Rule 62-213.440, F.A.C.]


Comments: The oven is fired on Natural Gas, only.
B.3.  Federal NESHAPs Requirements - This emissions unit shall comply with the applicable provisions of 40 CFR 63, Subparts A (General Provisions to 40 CFR 63) and JJJJ (Paper and Other Web Coating) as adopted and incorporated by reference in Rule 62-204.800(11)(b), F.A.C., and referenced below*.  The complete MACT standard is in the attached Appendix 40 CFR 63, Subpart JJJJ, which is a part of this permit.


Table 1 to Subpart JJJJ of Part 63 - Operating Limits if Using Add-On Control Devices and Capture System



Table 1, Items (1) and (3)


Appendix A to JJJJ of Part 63 - Applicability of 40 CFR 63 General Provisions to Subpart JJJJ

*  (Permitting Note:  These applicability references are based upon current operations as reflected in the Title V permit renewal application dated 01/06/06, additional information response dated 3/28/06, and air construction permit application dated 7/13/06.  Any change in operations may change the applicable provisions.)
 [Rules 62-204.800(11) and 62-213.400, F.A.C.;  40 CFR 63, Subparts A and JJJJ]


Comments: The facility was in compliance with 40 CFR 63 Subparts A and JJJJ.  The Permanent Total Enclosure (PTE) Face Velocity (FV) across the Natural Draft Openings (NDOs) was monitored by pressure drop and recorded permanently. The pressure differential readings were taken at the paper roll intake NDOs and at the Oven intake NDOs.  The other openings to the coating plenum were automatic. The Incinerator operating temperature was available by inspection of an LED and  also recorded continuously.  
B.5.  Testing Requirements - In order to demonstrate compliance with condition Nos. B.1. through B.4.: 

(a)
The permittee shall test the incinerator for visible emissions within 8 to 12 months prior to expiration of the permit.

(b)
The permittee shall test the incinerator for VOC emissions, including the destruction efficiency, within 365 to 425 days after the effective date of this permit, again within 31 to 33 months after the effective date of the permit, and again within 8 to 10 months prior to submittal of the Title V permit renewal application.

(c)
The permittee shall demonstrate the capture efficiency for the coating line concurrently with the destruction efficiency test by either: 1) show the enclosures continue to meet the requirements given in Procedure T for a Permanent Total Enclosure (EPA Method 204, Criteria for and verification of a Permanent or Temporary Total Enclosure) or 2) conduct a capture efficiency test for a temporary total enclosure pursuant to Rule 62-297.450, F.A.C.

[Rules 62-297.310(7), 62-297.450(1)(a), and 62-297.440(7), F.A.C.]

Comments: This test corresponds to that required within 365 to 425 days after the effective date of this permit. 
B.6.  VOC Emissions Testing -  VOC emissions testing at the incinerator inlet and outlet shall be conducted using EPA Method 25, or Attachment 3 of EPA 450/2-78-041, or alternate sampling procedures approved in writing by the Department (i.e., ASP No. 96-I-01, attached).  When conducting a compliance test, a sample of each coating shall be taken and an EPA Method 24 test performed.  The coating sample must be at least 1 liter and be representative of the coating as applied during the test.  Data provided from the coating formulator may be submitted in lieu of the Method 24 test if the certification form in EPA 450/3-84-019 is properly completed for each affected coating.

[Rules 62-4.070(3), 62-296.500(2)(b), and 62-297.401, F.A.C.]


Comments: This test was performed using Method 25A per ASP No. 96-I-1. Capture efficiency testing was performed to validate the PTE.  The PTE met the criteria for % of NDOs ≤ 5 % of total surface area of the PTE; Negative Flow (in to the PTE); ≥ 4 equivalent diameters form the point of application; and ≥ 200 ft/minute velocity across the NDOs, measured as differential pressure.
B.7.  Operating Rate During Testing - Compliance testing shall occur, when the incinerator are operating within 90-100% of the maximum VOC loading rate allowed by this permit (256 lbs. VOC input/hour), if feasible.  If it is impracticable to test at this rate, an incinerator may be tested at less than 90% of its maximum VOC loading rate.  In this case, subsequent operation is limited to 110 percent of the test load until a new test is conducted.  Once the unit is so limited, operation at higher capacities is allowed for no more than 15 consecutive days for the purpose of additional compliance testing to regain the authority to operate at a higher rate, not to exceed the maximum rate allowed by this permit (256 lbs. VOC input/hour).  Testing at conditions that are not representative of normal operating conditions may invalidate the test.  [Rule 62-297.310(2), F.A.C.]


Comments:  The test was performed at an average of 251 lbs per hour.
B.9.  Compliance Test Notification - The permittee shall notify the Air Program of the PCDEM at least 15 days prior to the date on which each formal compliance test is to begin (except for the capture efficiency test, see specific condition B.10.) of the date, time, and place of each such test, and the test contact person who will be responsible for coordinating and having such test conducted for the owner.

[Rule 62-297.310(7)(a)9, F.A.C.]

B.10.  Capture Efficiency Test Notification - Should a capture efficiency test using a temporary total enclosure be required, the permittee shall notify the Air Programs of the Department’s Southwest District and the Air Program of the PCDEM 30 days prior to performing any capture efficiency test.

[Rule 62-297.450(4)(d), F.A.C.]


Comments: Schneller provided a written notification to the AQD of scheduled testing with more than 30 days advance notice.
B.11.  Modification Notification and Testing - A modification, as defined in Rule 62-210.200, is prohibited without prior approval by the Department, however if any other physical or operational change is made to the control system, the owner or operator shall notify the Air Programs of the Department’s Southwest District and the Air Program of the PCDEM of the change within 10 working days after making such change.  The Department shall require the owner or operator of the affected activity, process, or emissions unit to conduct a new capture efficiency test and/or stack test if the Department has reason to believe (based on engineering calculations or empirical evidence) that a physical or operational change to the capture system has decreased the overall emissions reduction efficiency of the system.  [Rule 62-297.450(4)(c), F.A.C.]


Comments: Mr. Hudson stated that no modifications or additions had been made and I did not observe any.
B.12.  Test Report Requirements - The owner or operator of an emissions unit for which a compliance test is required shall file a report with the Air Program of the PCDEM on the results of each such test.  The required test report shall be filed with the Air Program of the PCDEM as soon as practical but not later than 45 days after the last sampling run of each test is completed.  The test report shall provide, at minimum, the information required in Rule 62-297.310(8), F.A.C.   In addition the report shall include the following:

(a)
overall VOC destruction efficiency and VOC capture efficiency results;
(b)
utilization rates of the coating(s) during the tests, in gallons per hour;

(c)
VOC loading rate to the incinerator during the test, in lbs./hour;

(d)
inlet and outlet VOC concentration of the incinerator and supporting calculations;

(e)
results of the Method 24 tests, or a certification by the coating manufacturer of the composition of the coating if it is supported by actual batch formulations; 

(f)
incinerator operating parameters such as temperature and flow rates; 

(g)
EPA audit results, if applicable;

(h)
a copy of the daily log for each test day (see condition B.14.); and

(i)
a copy of the monthly log for the month the test was conducted (see condition B.14.)

Failure to submit the above data or the actual operating conditions may invalidate the test.

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


Comments: Schneller submitted the Stack Test results on June 27th, 2008, on the 42nd day after testing, thus in compliance.
B.13.  Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM) - This emissions unit is subject to the CAM requirements contained in the attached Appendix CAM.  Failure to adhere to the monitoring requirements specified does not necessarily indicate an exceedance of a specific emissions limitation, however, it may constitute good reason to require compliance testing pursuant to Rule 62-297.310(7)(b), F.A.C.  [40 CFR 64; and Rules 62-204.800 and 62-213.440(1)(b)1.a., F.A.C.]


Comments: Facility was in compliance with CAM requirements. See comments in Shea Jackson’s report.
Schneller, Inc.

APPENDIX CAM 

Inspection note:  this is a modified verision of the CAM Plan for inspection purposes.
(05/15/06 ver)
Compliance Assurance Monitoring Requirements

40 CFR 64.7 Operation of Approved Monitoring:

1.
Commencement of Operation - The owner or operator shall conduct the monitoring required under this appendix upon the effective date of this Title V permit. 

[40 CFR 64.7(a)]


Comments: Schneller was in compliance with the CAM monitoring requirements of this permit.
2.
Continued Operation - Except for, as applicable, monitoring malfunctions, associated repairs, and required quality assurance or control activities (including, as applicable, calibration checks and required zero and span adjustments), the owner or operator shall conduct all monitoring in continuous operation (or shall collect data at all required intervals) at all times that the pollutant-specific emissions unit is operating.  Data recorded during monitoring malfunctions, associated repairs, and required quality assurance or control activities shall not be used for purposes of this part, including data averages and calculations, or fulfilling a minimum data availability requirement, if applicable.  The owner or operator shall use all the data collected during all other periods in assessing the operation of the control device and associated control system.  A monitoring malfunction is any sudden, infrequent, not reasonably preventable failure of the monitoring to provide valid data.  Monitoring failures that are caused in part by poor maintenance or careless operation are not malfunctions. 

[40 CFR 64.7(c)]


Comments: ESII Shea Jackson wrote in her report the following: The facility continuously monitors the RTO, and PTE, the coating line is maintained by two alarm systems.  A continuous calibrated temperature chart, with digital temperature read outs that were within 1 – 2 degrees of the chart monitor temperature.   The air flow rate of the natural draft is also maintained by a double digital readout monitor of the (inches of water), and a shutdown plan has been instituted to prevent emissions exceedance.
3.
Response to Excursions or Exceedances: 

(a)
Upon detecting an excursion or exceedance, the owner or operator shall restore operation of the pollutant-specific emissions unit (including the control device and associated capture system) to its normal or usual manner of operation as expeditiously as practicable in accordance with good air pollution control practices for minimizing emissions.  The response shall include minimizing the period of any startup, shutdown or malfunction and taking any necessary corrective actions to restore normal operation and prevent the likely recurrence of the cause of an excursion or exceedance (other than those caused by excused startup or shutdown conditions, if allowed by this permit).  Such actions may include initial inspection and evaluation, recording that operations returned to normal without operator action (such as through response by a computerized distribution control system), or any necessary follow-up actions to return operation to within the indicator range, designated condition, or below the applicable emission limitation or standard, as applicable. 

(b)
Determination of whether the owner or operator has used acceptable procedures in response to an excursion or exceedance will be based on information available, which may include but is not limited to, monitoring results, review of operation and maintenance procedures and records, and inspection of the control device, associated capture system, and the process. 

[40 CFR 64.7(d)(1) & (2)]


Comments: See comments on record-keeping requirements by Shea Jackson in her report AQI 0118 002 64853.
4.
Documentation of need for improved monitoring - If the owner or operator identifies a failure to achieve compliance with an emission limitation or standard for which the approved monitoring did not provide an indication of an excursion or exceedance while providing valid data, or the results of compliance or performance testing document a need to modify the existing indicator ranges or designated conditions, the owner or operator shall promptly notify the permitting authority and, if necessary, submit a proposed modification to the Title V permit to address the necessary monitoring changes.  Such a modification may include, but is not limited to, reestablishing indicator ranges or designated conditions, modifying the frequency of conducting monitoring and collecting data, or the monitoring of additional parameters.   [40 CFR 64.7(e)]


Comments: See comments on record-keeping requirements by Shea Jackson in her report AQI 0118 003 62442.
40 CFR 64.8 Quality Improvement Plan (QIP) Requirements.
5.
Based on the results of a determination made under CAM Condition 
Comments: ESII Shea Jackson wrote in her report the following: The facility continuously monitors the RTO, and PTE, the coating line is maintained by two alarm systems.  A continuous calibrated temperature chart, with digital temperature read outs that were within 1 – 2 degrees of the chart monitor temperature.   The air flow rate of the natural draft is also maintained by a double digital readout monitor of the (inches of water), and a shutdown plan has been instituted to prevent emissions exceedance.

3.
a., above, the permitting authority may require the owner or operator to develop and implement a QIP.  Consistent with CAM Condition Error! Reference source not found. an accumulation of exceedences or excursions of more than 5 percent duration of a pollutant-specific emissions unit's operating time for a reporting period, may require the implementation of a QIP.  The threshold may be set at a higher or lower percent or may rely on other criteria for purposes of indicating whether a pollutant-specific emissions unit is being maintained and operated in a manner consistent with good air pollution control n

Comments: No QIP has been necessary because no exceedences or excursions have occurred.  
6.  Elements of a QIP: 


(a)
The owner or operator shall maintain a written QIP, if required, and have it available for inspection. 


(b)
The plan initially shall include procedures for evaluating the control performance problems and, based on the results of the evaluation procedures, the owner or operator shall modify the plan to include procedures for conducting one or more of the following actions, as appropriate: 


(1)
Improved preventive maintenance practices. 


(2)
Process operation changes. 


(3)
Appropriate improvements to control methods. 


(4)
Other steps appropriate to correct control performance. 

(5)
More frequent or improved monitoring (only in conjunction with one or more steps under CAM Condition 
Comments: No QIP has been necessary because no exceedences or excursions have occurred.  

6.
b(1) through (4), above). 

[40 CFR 64.8(b)]


Comments: No QIP has been necessary because no exceedences or excursions have occurred
7.
If a QIP is required, the owner or operator shall develop and implement a QIP as expeditiously as practicable and shall notify the permitting authority if the period for completing the improvements contained in the QIP exceeds 180 days from the date on which the need to implement the QIP was determined.   [40 CFR 64.8(c)]


Comments: No QIP has been necessary because no exceedences or excursions have occurred
13.  Following implementation of a QIP, upon any subsequent determination pursuant to

CAM Condition 
Comments: ESII Shea Jackson wrote in her report the following: The facility continuously monitors the RTO, and PTE, the coating line is maintained by two alarm systems.  A continuous calibrated temperature chart, with digital temperature read outs that were within 1 – 2 degrees of the chart monitor temperature.   The air flow rate of the natural draft is also maintained by a double digital readout monitor of the (inches of water), and a shutdown plan has been instituted to prevent emissions exceedance.

3.
b., the permitting authority may require that an owner or operator make reasonable changes to the QIP if the QIP is found to have: 

(a)
Failed to address the cause of the control device performance problems; or 

(b)
Failed to provide adequate procedures for correcting control device performance problems as expeditiously as practicable in accordance with good air pollution control practices for minimizing emissions. 

[40 CFR 64.8(d)]


Comments: No QIP has been necessary because no exceedences or excursions have occurred.
14.
Implementation of a QIP shall not excuse the owner or operator of a source from compliance with any existing emission limitation or standard, or any existing monitoring, testing, reporting or recordkeeping requirement that may apply under federal, state, or local law, or any other applicable requirements under the Act. 

[40 CFR 64.8(e)]


Comments: The facility was in compliance with monitoring, testing , recording and reporting requirements of Federal, State and Local Law.
40 CFR 64.9 Reporting And Recordkeeping Requirements.
15.  General reporting requirements. 

(a)
Commencing from the effective date of this permit, the owner or operator shall submit monitoring reports semi-annually to the permitting authority in accordance with Rule 62-213.440(1)(b)3.a., F.A.C.

(b)
A report for monitoring under this part shall include, at a minimum, the information required under Rule 62-213.440(1)(b)3.a., F.A.C., and the following information, as applicable: 

(1)  Summary information on the number, duration and cause (including unknown cause, if applicable) of excursions or exceedances, as applicable, and the corrective actions taken; 

(2)  Summary information on the number, duration and cause (including unknown cause, if applicable) for monitor downtime incidents (other than downtime associated with zero and span or other daily calibration checks, if applicable); and 

 (3)  A description of the actions taken to implement a QIP during the reporting period as specified in CAM Conditions 5. through 
Comments: No QIP has been necessary because no exceedences or excursions have occurred.

14.
  Upon completion of a QIP, the owner or operator shall 


include in the next summary report documentation that the implementation of the plan has been completed and reduced the likelihood of similar levels of excursions or exceedances occurring. 

[40 CFR 64.9(a)]


Comments: see report by Shea Jackson AQI 1030118 64853
16.
General recordkeeping requirements:


(a)
The owner or operator shall comply with the recordkeeping requirements specified in Rule 62-213.440(1)(b)2., F.A.C.  The owner or operator shall maintain records of monitoring data, monitor performance data, corrective actions taken, any written quality improvement plan required pursuant to CAM Conditions 5. through 
Comments: No QIP has been necessary because no exceedences or excursions have occurred.

14.
 and any activities undertaken to implement a quality improvement plan, and other supporting information required to be maintained under this part (such as data used to document the adequacy of monitoring, or records of monitoring maintenance or corrective actions). 


(b)
Instead of paper records, the owner or operator may maintain records on alternative media, such as microfilm, computer files, magnetic tape disks, or microfiche, provided that the use of such alternative media allows for expeditious inspection and review, and does not conflict with other applicable recordkeeping requirements. 

[40 CFR 64.9(b)]


Comments: (see report by Shea Jackson AQI 1030118 64853.)
B.14.  VOC Containing Material Usage Records - Records shall be kept of usage of all VOC containing materials to document compliance with the limitations of condition Nos. B.1. and B.2.  The records shall include, at a minimum, the following:

Daily record the following:

 (a)
facility name, and date;

(b)
Emission Unit No. and description;

(c)
applicable rule, i.e., Rule 62-296.504, F.A.C.; 

(d)
substrate type coated;

(e)
“As Applied” coatings and clean up solvents that were used, and the amount of each used in gallons;

(f)
VOC content, “As Applied”, of each coating used, in lbs VOC/gal of coating and lbs VOC/gal of solids, the VOC content of each clean up solvent used, in lbs VOC/gal of solvent, and the resultant daily average lbs VOC/gal of solids after controls, based on the latest approved test results;

(g)
hours of operation;

(h)
hourly VOC input (daily average) to the incinerator (lbs/hr);

(i)
hourly VOC output (daily average) from the incinerator (lbs/hr); and

(j)
resultant lbs VOC/gal of solids after control for each coating.

Monthly, record the following:

 (k)
facility name, month, and year; and

(l)
calculated VOC emissions for the month (lbs) and for the most recent consecutive 12-month period (tons). 

Records of all calculations used to determine VOC emissions, and supporting documentation ("As Supplied", "As Applied" sheets, MSD sheets, EPA data sheets, purchase orders, etc.) shall be kept for each coating and solvent which includes sufficient information to determine VOC emissions.  Daily records shall be completed within five business days and monthly records shall be completed by the end of the following month.  The above records shall be maintained for five years and made available to the Department and the Air Program of the PCDEM upon request.

[Rules 62-213.440(1)(b)2.b., 62‑296.500(2)(b), and 62‑4.070(3), F.A.C.;  Pinellas Co. Code, Section 58-90]


Comments: (see report by Shea Jackson AQI 1030118 64853.)
B.15.  Operation and Maintenance (O & M) Plan - Not federally enforceable.  The attached O & M Plan, (or the plan as revised with prior approval of the Air Program of the PCDEM, shall be followed for the thermal incinerator.  The O & M documentation logs that are a part of the plan shall be maintained for a minimum of two years.  At a minimum the plan shall include the following: 

(a)
operating parameters of the pollution control device;

(b)
time table for routine maintenance of the pollution control device as 
 
         specified by the manufacturer;

(c)
time table of routine weekly, bi-weekly, or monthly observations of the pollution control device;

(d)
list of the type and quantity of the required spare parts for the pollution control device which are stored on the premises; and

(e)
a record log which indicates at a minimum:


1.  when maintenance and observations were performed;


2.  what maintenance and observations were performed; 


3.  who performed said maintenance and observations; and


4.  acceptable parameter ranges for each operational check.

 [Pinellas County Code, Section 58-128]


Comments: (see report by Shea Jackson AQI 1030118 64853.)


	
	
	
	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) ( Yes     FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


Comments:  There were no modifications or additions to the equipment used by Schneller since the last inspection.


	(
	C.  Other:

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

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

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


Comments: There were no changes in equipment or processes that could either increase or decrease the VOC emissions from this facility.  

 

	Closing Conference:  I informed Mr. Hudson that the EU was in compliance with emissions pending submittal of acceptable stack test results.


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

	Signature(s):
Date:
	Date:  July 21, 2008

	ACCESS?
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