Permitting & Enforcement Committee Meeting			           September 15, 2015


[bookmark: _GoBack]Permitting and Enforcement Committee	FINAL  

When:      	September 15, 2015                                      Answer Place ID: 2140
9:30 a.m. – 11:45 p.m.
Where:	Central Office, Columbus 			
6th Floor - Conference Room A “Autumn Room”	
Facilitator:	Mike Hopkins, Jeff Canan
Minutes:	Lynne Martz for Briana Hilton


	
Time
	
Topic
	
Lead /
Involvement
	
Actions Needed

	
9:30
9:35

	
Introductions
	
All
	
Brief introductions.



	
9:35
10:00
	
Compliance & Enforcement
· New items?

	

Paulian/Bergman/Kavalec/Adam Ward

	

General discussion.


	
10:00
10:30	
	
Permitting 
· New items? 


	

Mike Hopkins
                                                                                                                                      
	

General discussion.


	
10:30
10:40
	
Short Break, If Needed.


	
All

	


	
10:40  11:00

	
P&E Bylaws
· New Bylaws
	
Mike Hopkins
	
Update 7/23/15: Drafted, complete and have been sent to Bob Hodanbosi for his comments/direction.

	
11:00
11:15
	
General Permit & Permit-By-Rule Development
· Create new GPs and PBRs
	Crematories GP- Cleveland
	Update 7/24/2015: Hopkins contacted the SIP Section.  The SIP section will try to get a modeling assigned w/in two weeks.

	
	
	Compressor Stations GP #14
	Update 7/23/15: Hope to send out to interested party and field offices by end of July, 2015.

	
	
	Miscellaneous Metal Parts GP #3
	Update 7/23/15: Alan working on comments received: still need discussion with Rick and Mike. Hope to finalize soon.

	
	
	Grain Elevator Operations GP
	Update 7/23/15: NWDO is still exploring the possibility of developing general permit. On back burner.

	
11:15
11:30
	
Engineering Guide Revisions
	

	


	
	#6 - PTI for Coal to Oil Conversion
	Misty Parsons
	reviewing guide

	
	#16 – Conditions for Requiring Additional Source Compliance Tests
	CDO (Bryon) & SWDO (Craig)
	Beginning initial review - Craig sent Bryon Marusek (CDO) comments

	
	#18 - SO2 Compliance Determination Methods for Boilers
	Toledo
	Returned to Toledo to address Mike’s comments – 7/25/14

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

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


	
	#42 - Definition of BAT for New Sources
	NWDO
	Beginning initial review 

	
	#44 - Permit Issuance Policy for Relocation of Portable/Mobile Facilities
	CO/SEDO
	6/23/15: If Sudhir has not comments and if comment period has concluded then Erica and Sarah can start working on changes. 

	
	#45 - Calculation of "Potential to Emit" for Surface Coating Lines
	Canton
	Draft revisions distributed for review 9/9/13.  Comments until 10/11/13.  Reviewing comments then will resend draft.

	
	#46 - Determination of Cost-Effectiveness for BAT and RACM Evaluations
	NWDO
	Beginning initial review 

	
	#48 - VOC Compliance Determinations for Coating Lines
	Canton
	update on progress – reviewing guide – Draft expected by end of January

	
	#53 - Interpretation of Open Burning Standards
	Paul Braun
	Update on progress – reviewing guide.

	
	#58 - Definition of “Facility” for Ohio Title V Permit Program
	Drew Bergman
	Beginning draft revisions due to recent court decisions

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

	
	#74 – Stack testing for PM2.5
	Andrew Hall
	Update 7/23/15: [On hold until asphalt plant testing issues are resolved.]  Alan and Jim K. have been in discussion & with court decision resolved – May be able to move forward on EG 74 & 83.

	
	#80 – Methods for Calculating PTE
	CDO
	Final recommendation submitted to Mike Hopkins on 7/24/2014.  May need to re-evaluate it based on recent BAT guidance.

	
	#83 – Asphalt Testing Production Rates
	Todd Brown/Alan
	Update 7/23/15: [On hold until asphalt plant testing issues are resolved.] 
Todd Brown came up with procedure for running at max pot - May be able to move forward on EG 74 & 83.

	
	#84 – Non-road Engines
	SEDO
	update on progress

	
	#88 – MACT and GACT Guidance 
	Briana Hilton
	Update 7/24/15: Hopkins finalized and sent it to Hodanbosi on 6/29/15 for his approval.  Currently waiting for Hodanbosi to review.

	
	#89 – Guidance for Determining if a BAT Study Is Needed
	Craig Osborne    OTHERS??
	7/23/15: Mike Hopkins to talk with Craig on issue with setting level of emissions and $/ton cost effectiveness.  

	
11:30
11:45
	
New items
· Any new items to discuss?
· Bulk Gas Terminal Testing
· Revised de minimis rule exemption 15-05
· Ts&Cs Library



	

All

Cleveland Christine Barnie
CDO Kelly Saavedra

NEDO Erik Bewley
	

New items to discuss?

See below from Cleveland
See below from CDO

See below from NEDO





Cleveland Division of Air Quality:

CDAQ has a bulk gasoline terminal that recently performed stack testing.  Among other requirements, they were required to follow the test methods and procedures outlined in 40 CFR 60.503(b), (c), (e), and (f) of Subpart XX – Standards of Performance for Bulk Gasoline Terminals, and OAC 3745-21-10(E).  

Subpart XX requires that the test be at least 6 hours long during which at least 300,000 liters (about 80,000 gallons) of gasoline is loaded (all testing requirements non-pertinent to this discussion have been omitted).

OAC 3745-21-10(E)(2) adds that, in addition to following the methods and procedures contained in 40 CFR 60.530(b), (c), (e), and (f) of Subpart XX, the gasoline throughput “shall be not less that ninety per cent of the maximum throughput of the loading rack(s) and not less than eighty thousand gallons.”  In addition, Engineering Guide #8 (Compliance Tests at Bulk Gasoline Terminals) stipulates that “at no time should the requirement of achieving 90% of the maximum throughput capacity of the loading rack be waived.”

It has been explained to us that a gasoline terminal has very little, if no, control over their throughput.  The throughput is dependent upon when a truck makes a delivery for that day.  We are uncertain as to how many bulk terminals have succeeded in achieving 90% of the maximum throughput capacity during the stack test.  It is our understanding that if the maximum capacity is not achieved, then their throughput should be restricted by either sending a formal letter to the company or by modifying their permit.  Since the throughput during the stack test is out of the company’s control, this might overly restrict their operations.

We would like to know if it is possible to add an exemption to either 21-10(E) or Engineering Guide #8.  Something like, if the facility achieves at least X% (say, 50%) of their maximum hourly throughput, calculated using Engineering Guide #8, and the emissions calculated from their test are XX% (say, 75%) below their permit limit, then we can accept the test without adding a throughput restriction to their permit.  Or, possibly eliminate the hourly throughput restriction all together and default to Subpart XX if their emissions from the test are XX% under their permit limit.  The limit for the terminal that just tested is 45 mg/L and they are anticipating an emission rate of about 1 mg/L when the test results come in.  If that’s true, they will be at 2.2% of their permit limit.  Even if they were at 50% max throughput for the run, they are nowhere close to exceeding their limit.


CDO:  Can we introduce a discussion about the revised de minimis rule exemption (15-05)?
The rule was revised in July and the definition of similar sources still contains three criteria; however, the word ‘and’ was removed from the language.  This would appear to change the application of those three criteria such that all three criteria no longer need to be met for sources to be similar.  Would like to hear Central Office’s opinion about whether or not we’re changing our approach.  If not, DO/LAAs should be aware that the language is less clear but that we aren’t changing our interpretation.   

NEDO: 
The standard terms and conditions library has the following:
Emissions Testing Language from Permit Terms and Conditions Library (revised 5/1/13):
For a TV or PTIO:  “approximately 2.5 years after issuance of the permit (following the effective date for the Title V permit) and within 6 months prior to the permit expiration.”

Question 1: If a facility does not test after 2.5, 2.75. 3 years or more - should an enforcement case be started?  
Question 2: The word “approximately” leaves too much “wiggle” room. Any chance it can be changed?  


	
Pending Action Items
	
Date Action Completed

	
Revisions to EAC Form #3862 for engines 

	Update 6/23/15: Let Elisa Thomas know when ready to upload form to web. 

	Possible revisions to permit application & instructions
	Update 6/23/15: Erica Engel-Ishida gave to Mike Hopkins & it is on his list to review the info provided.

	EG #61 vs 20% provision
	CDO to consider how to resolve EG #61 and/or Chapter 77 rules as relates to 20% provision used to avoid Title V applicability.  See minutes from March 10, 2015.

	Determining if controls are integral.
	AP topic or revision of EG 80 to further clarify.

	Permit Fees
	NEDO is drafting something.

	BAT Flowchart
	Update 6/23/15: Mike Hopkins assigned to Ben Cirker to review. 
Comments were to be to Craig Osborne until 7/14/15.

	7/23/2015: Question was raised asking if companies could submit e-mailed applications.  
	Update 7/24/15: The Stars2 call, topic#2, on February 20, 2014:

Topic: Emailed or faxed copies of documents that are submitted outside of Air Services can be accepted without requiring a follow-up hard copy with a wet ink signature.

DAPC received Legal response: It is valid to Accept a scanned/fax signature of application, forms, reports no follow up needed of original copy of wet ink signature.

Memorialized in Ohio EPA Answer Place topic 2338.


Updated 9/11/2015 jrc


Next meeting:  November 10, 2015    
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