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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.

August 29, 1985

M. C. H Fancy, P. E., Deputy Chief
Bureau of Air Quality Managenent
Department of Environnental Regul ation
Twi n Towers O fice Building

2600 Bl air Stone Road

Tal | ahassee, Florida 32301-8241

Dear M. Fancy:

This is in response to your letter of July 12, 1985, regarding proposed
construction at Buckeye Cellul ose Corporation. On August 6, Roger Pfaff
di scussed the answers to your questions with Bruce Mtchell by tel ephone.
This letter will document the guidance transmitted in that conversation.

Regar di ng banki ng of em ssions not used up during a PSD review, em ssions of
pol lutants which were subject to PSD revi ew cannot be banked. For exanpl e,
suppose that, in 1980, the source shut down a boiler with actual em ssions
of 200 tons per year (TPY) SO2 and 40 TPY particulate matter. |In 1982, the
source obtained a PSD pernmit for a new boiler emtting 250 TPY SO2 and 30
TPY particulate matter. That construction was subject to PSD only for SQ2,
since the net increase in particulate matter was de minims. |In 1985, the
source applies for a pernmit for another boiler which emts 100 TPY SO2 and
30 TPY particulate. This boiler would be subject to PSD for SO2, but not
particulate. That is because, after a PSD pernmt is issued for a particular
pollutant (SO2 in 1982), none of the increases or decreases at or before
that tinme can ever be used again in the netting calculation. However, if a
PSD permit has not been issued, all increases and decreases in the

cont enpor aneous time frane may be used. Thus, for SO2, the increase in

em ssions of the new boiler is 100 TPY, and for particulate the increase is
20 TPY (-40 + 30 + 30).

In answer to the second question, the actual pollutant decreases from
unpermtted sources may be used for creditable decreases if the decreases
are made federally enforceable.

The decreases in TRS, which you described in the third question, are not
credi tabl e beyond those allowed by the TRS rule. The PSD regul ati ons all ow
credit for decreases in the actual or all owabl e em ssions, whichever is
| ower. The definition of allowable enmissions includes SIP linmtations with
a future conpliance date. Therefore, if the Florida SIP contains a TRS rule
with a future conpliance date, no credit can be given for em ssions
exceeding that rule.

_2_

If you or your staff desire further clarifications on these
i ssues, please wite ne or call M. Roger Pfaff at 404/881-4253.

Si ncerely yours,

Bruce P. MIler, Acting Chief
Air Programs Branch

STATE OF FLORI DA



DEPARTMENT OF ENVI RONMENTAL

REGULATI ON

TWN TOWERS OFFI CE BUI LDI NG BOB GRAHAM

2600 BLAIR STONE ROAD GOVERNOR
TALLAHASSEE, FLORI DA 32301- 8241

VI CTORI A J. TSCHI NKEL

SECRETARY

July 12, 1985

M. Janes T. W/I burn, Chief
Ai r Engi neering Branch

U S EPA - Region IV

345 Courtland Street, N E
Atlanta, Georgia 30365

Dear M. W/ burn:

Re: PSD Review Policy Applicable to New Source Construction

During a preapplication neeting on June 13, 1985, with Buckeye
Cel | ul ose Corporation, whose mll is located in Perry, Florida (Taylor
County), they requested that three issues be presented to you for policy
interpretati on under PSD review as it pertains to new source (federa
facility) construction. M. Roger Pfaff has already had sone discussions
with M. Bruce Mtchell, who is a review engineer in our Central Air
Permitting section. These issues are
used

- Wuld the mIl be allowed to bank any pollutant em ssions not

up during a PSD review for any future projects?

- If quantifiable, can the actual pollutant emi ssions from existing
unpermtted sources be utilized for creditable decreases if they
are going to be shutdown and di smantl ed?

- Since the State of Florida has a TRS rul e, which becane effective
April 10, 1985, the m |l is proposing to conply with the maxi mum
al | onabl e em ssions standard earlier than the rule's conpliance

date. Can any creditable decrease in TRS be all owed under a PSD
revi ew?

Comments fromthe bureau: It is the bureau's contention and
policy that no credit should be granted to any project requiring

PSD revi ew when the pollutant reductions are made by operationa
procedures or installation of nmechanical control systens, or both,
to nmeet the maxi mum al |l owabl e em ssions standard set forth in a
rule. However, if the source's em ssions are reduced bel ow t he
rule's standard, then credit would be appropriate fromthe rule's
maxi mum al | owabl e eni ssion standard to the em ssion | evel bel ow
the rule's standard.

M. Janes T. Wl burn

Page Two

July 12, 1985

Bruce Mtchell at (904)488-1344 or

attention to these matters is

If there are any questions, please cal
wite to me at the above address. Your pronpt
very nmuch appreci ated

Si ncerely

C. H Faney, P.E

Deputy Chi ef

Bureau of Air Quality
Managenent

CHF/ BM s
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