Permitting & Enforcement Committee Meeting				July 10, 2012


Permitting and Enforcement Committee	

When:         July 10, 2012			
9:30 a.m. - 1:00 p.m.
Where:		Central Office, Columbus 			
Conference Room C							
Facilitator:	Sean Vadas
Minutes:	Jenny Avellana


	
Time
	
Topic
	
Lead /
Involvement
	
Actions Needed

	
9:30
10:00
	
Enforcement
· New items?
	

Paulian/Bergman/Weinberg
	

General discussion.

	
10:00
10:30	
	
Permitting 
· New items?

     <    True Minor versus FEPTIO
     
   
     <   PE vs. PM-10 for Title V Applicability




   
    <  Shale Oil/Gas Facility Naming

    <  Dry cleaner general permit – needs changed or new option created?


	

Hopkins

Cleveland


SEDO




Canton

Akron
	

General discussion.

Holdover from last meeting.  See note #1 below. 

Holdover from last meeting, notes indicate may not have been totally addressed, only discussed based on asphalt. See note #2 below.

See note #3 below.

See note #4 below.

	
10:30
11:00
	
Permit Issuance and Data Management
· New items?

     <   Answer Place #2140 Updated
	

Ahern

Erica
	

General update.


	
11:00
11:15
	
Break
	
everyone
	
Relax & Stretch

	
11:15
11:30
	
New Rules and SIP Update
· New items?  -No Changes
	

Paul Braun
	

General update.

	
11:30
11:45
	
Terms and Conditions and Policy Distribution
· New items?
	

Cheryl
	

General update.

	
11:45
12:00
	
Engineering Guide Revisions
	

	


	
	#6 - PTI for Coal to Oil Conversion
	Cleveland/Misty Parsons
	Jim & Misty to restart and determine what to include in the guide.

	
	#8 – Compliance Tests at Bulk Gasoline Terminals
	CDO
	Draft out for review, comments until May 31, 2012. – Final draft proposal distributed. 

	
	#18 - SO2 Compliance Determination Methods for Boilers
	Toledo
	Final recommendation submitted to Kalman for final review on 9/15/2011. – Does Bruce have this?

	
	#20 - Determination of Compliance with Visible Emission Limitations for Stack Source
	Akron
	Final recommendation submitted to Bruce for final review on 05/09/2012.

	
	#23 - Determination of Significant Figures for TSP Emission Limitations
	SEDO
	Comments received and making revisions.

	
	#24 - Application of Fugitive Dust Requirements to Affected Facilities
	Toledo
	Draft out for review, comments until May 31, 2012.

	
	#26 - Inclusion of Weight of Water in the Weight of "Refuse" Charged for Incinerators
	NEDO
	Final recommendation submitted to Kalman for final review on 04/13/2012. . – Does Bruce have this?

	
	#29 - Applicability of the PTI Rules to Increases in Capacity of a Derated Boiler
	CDO
	
update on progress


	
	#44 - Permit Issuance Policy for Relocation of Portable/Mobile Facilities
	CO/SEDO
	Erica and Sarah Harter working on changes. – On Hold until rules/forms changed.

	
	#53 - Interpretation of Open Burning Standards
	Paul Braun
	New volunteer found – revision to commence.

	
	# 55 - Precautions in Use of Method 24 for Water-Based Coatings
	Akron
	update on progress – reviewing guide


	
	#69 – Guidance on Air Dispersion Modeling
	VanderWielen
	Provide comments to Sarah by mid-August.  Want to finalize by October.  Might merge with EG 70.  Currently under review with PAG.

	
	#70 - Guidance on Evaluating Emissions of Toxic Air Pollution Compounds when Processing Permit-to-Install (PTI) Applications. 
	Hopkins

	Hopkins review comments.


	
	#74 – Stack testing for PM2.5
	Hall
	On hold until asphalt plant testing issues are resolved.

	
	#77 - Proper application of amended OAC rule 3745-21-07
	CDO
	CDO collecting examples to determine how different situations should be handled when addressing BAT limits that may have come from the old 21-07(G).  Possibly add more examples to E.G 77.

	
	#80 – Methods for Calculating PTE
	CDO
	Issued Final 3/02/12 - additional changes likely do to Mike Hopkin’s comments.

	
	#XX – Non-road Engines
	SEDO
	update on progress

	
	#XX – Crushers NSPS Subpart OOO
	Hopkins
	Hopkins review comments and address recent changes to subpart OOO.

	
12:00
12:15
	
General Permit & Permit By Rule development
· Create new GPs and PBRs
	
Crematories - Cleveland
	
Sarah VanderWielen to work on mercury modeling September 2010.

	
	
	Miscellaneous Metal
	Workgroup formed, Rick Carleski lead.  Source categories identified. Working through modeling issues. 

	
12:15
12:30
	
Training

· New training items?


	

All
	

Any new training on the horizon?

-APTI 455: Inspection of Gas Control Devices, September 25-28


	
12:30
12:45
	
New items
· Any new items to discuss?

	

All
	

New items to discuss?






	
Pending Action Items suggested by P&E Committee
	
Date Action Completed

	
1.  File review work group.  
	
Per 11/9/10 meeting, the Legal Division wants to revisit and possibly develop a centralized system for tracking file review requests.

	
2.  Portable source processing workgroup
	
Lynne Martz – general update if one is available.  Chapter 31 rule package nearing completion.

	
3.  Update preliminary completeness letter to address site preparation activities allowed under 31-33. 

	
RAPCA to revise letter and distribute for comments. Draft out for review, comments until May 31, 2012.

	
4.  EAC form for Chrome Plating 

	
Draft forms distributed for review, comments until June 1, 2012. – Comments received, drafting changes

	
5.  Testing Condition Requirements IOC
	Todd Brown working on IOC (max conditions/derating), CDO/JM to include a letter districts/locals can use to send to facilities to address deficiencies.

	6.  EVEL/Acid Gas Engineering guide
	During the May 8, 2012 meeting it was suggested that we might draft an EG for establishing an EVEL at facilities where condensable acid gases are problematic. - This is a placeholder for the idea.





Next meeting:  September 11, 2012






Remaining engineering guides not revised since the 1980s
	Guide 38 - Use of Exempt Organic Compounds to Satisfy BAT Requirements
	7/20/1982

	Guide 39 - Conversion to Exempt Organic Compounds to Create Emission Offsets under the Bubble Concept & PTI
	8/25/1982

	Guide 40 - Stack Testing Methods for Particulate Emissions from Process Equipment and Incinerators
	11/5/1982

	Guide 41 - Stack Testing Methods for Particulate Emissions from Fuel Burning Equipment
	11/5/1982

	Guide 42 - Definition of BAT for New Sources
	12/30/1982

	Guide 45 - Calculation of "Potential to Emit" for Surface Coating Lines
	10/21/1983

	Guide 46 - Determination of Cost-Effectiveness for BAT and RACM Evaluations
	12/5/1983

	Guide 47 - Application of TSP Emission Limitations to Cyclones at Alfalfa Dehydrating Plants
	11/30/1984

	Guide 48 - VOC Compliance Determinations for Coating Lines
	11/30/1984

	Guide 49 - Particulate Emission Testing During Boiler Soot blowing Operations
	12/17/1985

	Guide 51 - Number of Sampling Runs to be Witnessed by Agency Observers
	2/14/1986

	Guide 54 - Use of Brine for Road Dust Suppression
	1/13/1987

	Guide 55 - Precautions in Use of Method 24 for Water-Based Coatings
	3/15/1989



Added Topics:

#1 - Subject: True Minor versus FEPTIO (Cleveland)

We are working on some renewal permits for some facilities that have emissions units that were installed prior to 1974. Consequently, some of the emissions units have no PTI and no BAT limits.  And some of the EUs had a PTI issued but there were no BAT limits (early 1980s PTI).

In looking at the potential to emit based on the SIP allowable limits from 17-11 for example, the potential to emit would put the facility over the Title V threshold.  According to the new Engineering Guide #80 under Question 13, it’s possible for a company to obtain voluntary limits under 31-05(E) or (F) to establish the potential to emit provided the voluntary limits meet the typical requirements outlined in the E.G. to make them “federally enforceable or legally and practically enforceable”.  The key elements to this are ensuring that there are associated operational restrictions, monitoring, recordkeeping, reporting, and testing requirements contained in the permit, and the permit must be issued Draft then Final.

What the guide does not say though is whether or not the permit classification should be FEPTIO.  Is it possible to issue minor source PTIOs as Draft in order to establish the voluntary limits as federally enforceable without labeling the facility as a FEPTIO?

Here’s an example:

Chapter 17 allowable:

P001:  10 lbs/hr x 8760/2000 = 44 tpy PE
P002:  15 lbs/hr x 8760/2000 = 66 tpy PE
P003:  20 lbs/hr x 8760/2000 = 88 tpy PE

Total PTE = 198 tpy PE

Based on past stack testing data and/or use of AP-42 emission factors, the facility requests the following voluntary limits:

P001:   2 lbs/hr x 8760/2000 =  9 tpy PE (uncontrolled)
P002:   5 lbs/hr x 8760/2000 = 22 tpy PE (controlled by scrubber)
P003:   9 lbs/hr x 8760/2000 = 39 tpy PE (controlled by baghouse)

Total PTE = 70 tpy PE

The voluntary limits established in the permit will have both the lb/hr and ton/yr limits.  We will also include the necessary parametric monitoring for the control equipment along with visible emissions checks.

Note that 31-05(F) does not differentiate between controlled and uncontrolled emissions units.  Under 31-05(F), the facility can request a voluntary allowable limit based on a controlled emission rate.

Based on the above voluntary limits, the potential to emit at 8760 is below the Title V major source threshold and, therefore, no additional restrictions are needed.  Can we process this type of permit as a true minor PTIO and issue it Draft to ensure the voluntary limits are federally enforceable but not label this facility as a FEPTIO?


#2 – Subject:  PE vs. PM-10 for Title V Applicability (SEDO)

Can you please add a discussion of evaluating PE vs. PM-10 for Title V applicability? Bruce Weinberg and Mike Ahern were looking into this and I hoped they could provide an update at the meeting. Thanks!

Also with #2 – From May Meeting Minutes

PM vs PM10 and PM2.5

1. Regarding when to use PM vs PM10 and PM2.5, Mike later said that we do not change BAT limits for a permit renewal unless it is a TV, which must be the federal criteria pollutant of PM10, or maybe better PM10/PM2.5.  Renewals would get all of the new applicable rules added, but non-TVs will keep their original BAT.  Mike anticipates that the new criteria pollutant that we will soon be putting in new permits will be PM10/PM2.5.  This will be discussed further in our next meeting.

2. From Andrew:  PM10 is the pollutant for which PTE is evaluated for Title V applicability.  Unless there is PM10 data available, it is generally assumed that all PM=PM10 and this could result in co-located asphalt plants being pulled into Title V.


#3 – Subject:  Suggestion regarding Facility Name in STARS2 for oil & gas well sites (Canton)

For your consideration,

For the new oil & gas well sites, I would like to suggest that both the energy company name and their specific well-site or pad name be used for the Facility Name in STARS2.  I can't imagine a company having a problem with this, and I think it would be much more informative than either the company name or well-site name by itself.  

Some examples:
EnverVest Operating, LLC - Habrun Utica Pad  (1576205001)
Chesapeake Energy, Kenneth Buel Pad  (0634005026)

Regards,

Carl

#4 – Subject:  Dry Cleaner relocated under same ownership vs. General Permit 2.1 (Akron)

Could you please ask the P&E committee if the dry cleaning general permit #2.1 should be revised from “installation” to “construction” to align with the U.S. EPA applicability determination letter dated 12/16/09 (due to recent discussion with OCAPP over Mimi’s dry cleaner application)?
 
Thanks,   Kelly 
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