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THE TEXT YOU ARE VIEWNG | S A COVPUTER- GENERATED OR RETYPED VERSI ON OF A
PAPER PHOTOCOPY OF THE ORI G NAL. ALTHOUGH CONSI DERABLE EFFORT HAS BEEN
EXPENDED TO QUALI TY ASSURE THE CONVERSI ON, |IT MAY CONTAI N TYPOGRAPHI CAL
ERRORS. TO OBTAIN A LEGAL COPY OF THE ORI G NAL DOCUMENT, AS IT
CURRENTLY EXI STS, THE READER SHOULD CONTACT THE OFFI CE THAT ORI G NATED
THE CORRESPONDENCE OR PROVI DED THE RESPONSE.

ENVI RONMENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY

DATE: Decenber 11, 1978

SUBJECT: PSD Applicability - Tenporary Em ssions

FROM Di rector

Di vision of Stationary Source Enforcenent
TO Anita B. Turpin, Chief

Techni cal Support Section (6AAHAT)

Regi on VI

This is in response to your October 25, 1978, menp to Rich Biondi which
rai ses two questions regarding treatnent of construction related em ssions
under the PSD regul ations.

In response to your first question, construction related emni ssions
shoul d not be considered in determ ning whether a source is subject to PSD
review or in determ ning whether a source is required to undergo second-tier
review. Potential as well as allowable emnmissions estimtes for a source
shoul d be cal cul ated wi thout taking into account any em ssions which result
fromconstruction of the source. For exanple, to determ ne whether a
proposed new chemical process plant is a mgjor stationary source or nmjor
nodi fication, the em ssions which will result only fromoperation of the
source and not the em ssions which will result from construction of the
source should be considered. Then, if the source is deternmned to be a
maj or stationary source or mgjor nodification and therefore subject to PSD,
any em ssions resulting fromconstruction of the source should be subject to
the PSD regul ations as tenporary em ssions. Following this line of
reasoning, the construction of a building or other structure which is not a
maj or stationary source or mmjor nodification should not come under PSD
revi ew regardl ess of the magnitude of the expected enissions fromthe
construction project. Therefore, the Center City urban revitalization
project used as an exanple in your neno would not cone under the PSD
regulations if the project does not involve construction of a mgjor
stationary source or major nodification.

In response to your second question, BACT should be applied to the
em ssions associated with the construction of a mgjor stationary source or
maj or nodi fication, and should be included as a condition of the PSD permt.
Equi pment or work practice standards nmay be specified for BACT if an
em ssion standard is not feasible. See 43 FR 26397, Colum 3.

As you noted in your Cctober 25, 1978, nenpb, Section 52.21(k) (1) (iii)
exenpts tenporary em ssions fromthe requirenment of paragraphs |, n, & p.

If you have any further questions on this issue, please contact Libby
Scopi no (FTS 755-2564) of my staff.

Edward E. Reich
cc: Mke Trutna, CPDD

Dave Dunbar, CPDD
Peter Wckoff, OGC






