Title V Renewal Application Review LP-Athens OriedtStrandboard Mill, TV-15062

Facility Name: Athens Oriented Strandboard Mill
City:  Athens
County:  Jackson
AIRS #.  04-13-157-00015

Application #: TV-15062
Date Application Received: February 18, 2004
Permit No: 2493-157-0015-V-02-0

Program Review Engineers Review Managers
SSPP Brian Massengale John Yntema
ISMP Bob Scott Richard Taylor
SSCP Davy Simanjaya Doug Waldron
Toxics Sherry Waldron Karen Hays
Art Stelson

Introduction

This narrative is being provided to assist the eead understanding the content of the attachelt éat 70
operating permit. Complex issues and unusualstare explained herein simpler terms and/or gredetil
than is sometimes possible in the actual permitis permit is being issued pursuant to: (1) GeoAgiaQuality
Act, O.C.G.A 8§ 12-9-1, et seq. and (2) Georgia Ruite Air Quality Control, Chapter 391-3-1, and [@B)le V

of the Clean Air Act. Section 391-3-1-.03(10) detGeorgia Rules for Air Quality Control incorpast
requirements of Part 70 of Title 40 of the CodeFefleral Regulations promulgated pursuant to theerfaéd
Clean Air Act. The primary purpose of this permsitto consolidate and identify existing state aedefal air
requirements applicable #&thens Oriented Strandboard Mill and to provide practical methods for determining
compliance with these requirements. The follownagrative is designed to accompany the draft peamut is
presented in the same general order as the peimititially describes the facility receiving thgermit, the
applicable requirements and their significance, d@nel methods for determining compliance with those
applicable requirements. This narrative is intehde an adjunct for the reviewer and to providermftion
only. It has no legal standing. Any revisions mémléhe permit in response to comments receivetduhe
public participation and EPA review process willdescribed in an addendum to this narrative.
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l. Facility Description

A. Facility Identification

1. Facility Name: Louisiana-Pacific Corporationk&nhs Oriented Strandboard Mill
2. Parent/Holding Company Name: Louisiana-PacificgOration

3. Previous and/or Other Name(s): No previous nanege identified

4, Facility Location

10910 Commerce Road, Athens, Jackson County, Ge80§i07
5. Attainment, Non-attainment Area Location, or @iiruting Area

The facility is located in Jackson County, Georgihich is designated as an attainment
area for all criteria pollutants, but within the d&dunty area deemed to be contributing to
Atlanta ozone non-attainment.

6. Class | Area Impacts

The facility is located within 200 Km of two Clakéreas (Cohutta Wilderness Area and
Great Smoky Mountains National Park).

B. Site Determination

There are no other facilities which could possiidycontiguous or adjacent and under common
control.

C. Existing Permits

Table 1 below lists all current Title V permitsl amendments, 502(b)(10) changes, and off-
permit changes, issued to the facility, based comaparative review of form A.6, Current
Permits, of the Title V application and the "Petrfiie(s) on the facility found in the Air Branch
office.

Table 1: List of Current Permits, Amendments, @ftiPermit Changes

Permit Number and/or Off- | Date of Issuance/ Purpose of Issuance

Permit Change Effectiveness

2493-157-0015-V-01-0 8/17/99 Initial Title V Permit

2493-157-0015-V-01-1 11/6/00 Title V Minor Modifitan: Remove press room

enclosure; reroute paint booth exhaust from RTO
to the warehouse.

2493-157-0015-V-01-2 11/15/00 Title V Minor Modi&iton: Authorize a
Parametric Monitoring Implementation Plan, &
required by an EPA Consent Decree.

[72)
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2493-157-0015-V-01-3 11/12/03 502(b)(10) PermitpRee 34 MMBtu/hr burnet

in existing Thermal Oil Heater with new 40
MMBtu/hr unit.

2493-157-0015-V-01-4 9/5/03 Significant Modificatidncrease production
from 360 MMsf/yr to 450 MMsf/yr

Off Permit Change 1/5/05 Install centrifuge systamthe recycle water
system for existing WESPs.

Off Permit Change 1/5/05 Install conveyor to condelpris from the press
pit to a refuse container.

Off Permit Change 1/5/05 Install two fire dump ceyers.

Off Permit Change 1/5/05 Install a silencer to @ ooise from the tongue

and groove baghouse stack.

Off Permit Change 3/22/05 Install a conveyor angd®s to serve as a waste

wood reclaim system.

D. Process Description
1. SIC Codes(s): 2493
2. Description of Product(s)
This plant produces oriented strand board (OSB).
3. Overall Facility Process Description

OSB is produced primarily from mixed pine and aiféd amount of southern hardwoods.
The mill normally operates on a continuous basish@urs per day, 7 days per week).
The maximum annual production of this OSB mill isrently 360 MMsf of OSB per year
on a 3/8-inch basis. However, after previouslymitted modifications are completed(1
guarter of 2006) this facility will have a throughapacity of 450 MMsf of OSB per
year on a 3/8-inch basis. The thickness of thedpeoduced ranges from % to 1%
inches.

Tree-length logs are delivered to the plant simdferred to the log storage area, and
stored until needed. The logs then are transfdroed the storage area to debarkers where
the bark is removed. Waferizers reduce the lofgsthin wafers. These wafers are then
transported to green storage bins. From the g@age bins, the wafers are routed to
one of five dryers where they are dried to therdelsmoisture content.

Wafers exiting each dryer are collected by a cyeland then passed to a screen that
separates the larger wafers from the fines. Ftmstreen, the wafers are transported to
either the core (middle layer) dry storage bincoone of the two face (surface layer) dry
storage bins, and the fines are used as fuel éodtyrer burners. From their respective
bins, the wafers are routed to either the corderface blending where they are blended
with resins and wax. The coated wafers then matsetforming line and are assembled
into a mat consisting of two core layers between face layers. The loosely assembled
mat is then cut and pressed into OSB panels.
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The pressed panels are conveyed to an edge triamdesross cut saws where they are
reduced to the proper size. Some of the boardsgakels and sheathing) may then
proceed to the tongue-and-groove machine and/ahder. The boards are stacked;
then the edges of the stacks are coated with a wesistant seal. The company logo may
also be applied to the side of each stack. Sontlgegbanels are run through a TechShield
process in which a thin aluminum coating is gluetédards. The finished panels are
stored in a warehouse for shipment.

4. Overall Process Flow Diagram
The facility provided a process flow diagram inithitle VV permit application.
E. Regulatory Status
1. PSD/NSR

The facility is a minor PSD/NSR source because haimit limits emissions from
various emissions units such that annual emissiansot equal or exceed 250 tpy. Note
that this type of facility (wood products plant)ist one of the 28 named source
categories under PSD.

The following permit conditions limit the facilifom being classified as a PSD major
source for PM, NQ, CO and VOC: Conditions 3.2.1, 3.2.3, 3.2.5, 3.3.8.7 and 3.2.8.
Conditions 4.2.1 and 4.2.2 require performancerigsb insure compliance with PSD
limits upon completion of plant upgrades.

2. Title V Major Source Status by Pollutant
Table 2: Title V Major Source Status
Is the If emitted, what is the facility’s Title V status for the pollutant?
Pollutant Pollutant : :
- ; Major Source Non-Major Source
Emitted? MENOr SLEE SELE Requesting SM Status Status
PM Yes
PMyo Yes
SO, Yes
VOC Yes
NO, Yes
(6{0) Yes
TRS Yes
H,S Yes
Individual Yes
HAP

Total HAPs Yes
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3. MACT Standards

This facility is subject to 4@FR 63, Subpart DDDD Plywood and Composite Wood
Products. The compliance date for this regulation is Octahe2008.

The application did not indicate subjection to 46R363, Subpart QQQQ Surface
Coating of Wood Building Produgtsowever, the facility later informed EPD thawias
subject Most of the categories of coating done at the itsgc@re exempt from Subpart
QQQQ, including edge seals, painting of company loformation, and application of
trademarks and grade stamp. However, the TecliShietess has been determined by

the Permittee to be subject to Subpart QQQQ. ©dhgptiance date for this regulation is
May 28, 2006.

4, Program Applicability (AIRS Program Codes)

Program Code Apr())l/l/cne;ble
Program Code 6 - PSD No
Program Code 8 — Part 61 NESHAP No
Program Code 9 - NSPS Yes
Program Code M — Part 63 NESHAP Yes
Program Code V — Title V Yes
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Regulatory Analysis

Il. Facility Wide Requirements

A.

Emission and Operating Caps:
None applicable.
Applicable Rules and Regulations

The facility is a major source of hazardous aitygahts (HAP) because the facility has potential
to emit at least one HAP at greater than 10 tpyclvis methanol; in fact, the application
indicates that its methanol emissions are highem 26 tons per year. It will therefore be subject
to any applicable 40 CFR 63 NESHAP. As indicateove, the applicable NESHAPs are
Subpart QQQQ Surface Coating of Wood Building Produetsd Subpart DDDD Rlywood

and Composite Wood Product¥he compliance date for these standards are28a2006 and
October 1, 2007, respectively.

Compliance Status

The Title V renewal application submitted by thasifity contains a compliance certification,
which was signed by the company's responsibleiafficertifying “this facility is in compliance
with all applicable requirements effective as @ thate of this certification and will continue to
comply with such requirements.” The Title V permgplication did not contain a Form F.3
(compliance information for units out of compliajpc&hich must be submitted if there is any
non-compliance known by the company. The Dividias no evidence to the contrary and
therefore accepts that the facility is in complianc

Operational Flexibility

None applicable.

Permit Conditions

Permit Conditions 2.2.1, 2.2.2 and 2.2.3 requigef#itility to comply with 40 CFR 63, Subpart A

— General ProvisionsSubpart QQQQ Surface Coating of Wood Building Prodycsd
Subpart DDDD -Plywood and Composite Wood Products.
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lll.  Regulated Equipment Requirements

A. Brief Process Description

A brief process description is specified in therat@we for initial Title V Permit No. 2493-157-
0015-V-01-0. Please refer to that initial narrati\Likewise, there is useful information in the
narratives for the permit amendments listed in @dbabove.

B. Equipment List for the Process
Emission Units Specific Limitations/Requirements Air Pollution Control Devices
_ Applicable Corresponding o
Dl e Requirements/Standards Permit Conditions IV, e
DRY1 | Equipment Group for 391-3-1-.02(2)(b), 2.21,2.23,3.21, WES1 WESP
wood flake rotary dryers| 391-3-1-.02(2)(e), 3.2.2,3.2.8,3.2.9, WES2 WESP
D001, D002, D003, 391-3-1-.02(2)(9), 3.2.10, 3.2.11, 3.4.3, WES3 WESP
D004, and D0O05; Part 63 Subpart A, 3.4.4,346,4.2.1, WES4 WESP
multiclones, and flake Part 63 Subpart DDDD 422,521,527, WES5 WESP
screening. 6.1.7c.i,, 6.1.7c.ii., RTO1 RTO
6.1.7c.iii., 6.1.7c.iv., RTO2 RTO
6.1.7c.v.,6.2.2,6.2.4,
6.2.5,6.2.14
PREP | Equipment Group for | 391-3-1-.02(2)(b), 2.2.1,2.23,3.25, C006 Baghouse
flying cutoff saw, edge | 391-3-1-.02(2)(e), 3.45,3.46,4.2.1, C007 Baghouse
trim saws, cross cut Part 63 Subpart A, 422,522,523, C008 Baghouse
saws, mat reject system| Part 63 Subpart DDDD 5.2.4,5.2.5,6.1.7c.vi., CO011 Baghouse
sander, and the tongue 6.2.2,6.2.5,6.2.14 Cco012 Baghouse
and groove operation CP06 Baghouse
FORM | Equipment Group for 391-3-1-.02(2)(b), 2.2.1,2.2.3,3.2.6, C010 Baghouse
Wafer Blending & Mat | 391-3-1-.02(2)(e) 3.45,3.4.6,4.2.1,
Forming Part 63 Subpart A, 4.2.2,5.2.2,5.2.3,
Part 63 Subpart DDDD 5.2.4,5.2.5, 6.1.7c.vi.
6.2.2,6.2.5,6.2.14
HO06 | Thermal Oil Heater 391-3-1-.02(2)(d), 2.2.1,2.2.3,3.2.8, RTO1, RTO
391-3-1-.02(2)(9), 3.2.12,3.4.1,34.2, RTO2
Part 63 Subpart A, 3.4.3,4.2.3,5.2.6,
Part 63 Subpart DDDD 5.2.7,6.1.7b.i.,
6.1.7c.i., 6.1.7c.ii.,
6.1.7c.iii., 6.1.7c.iv.,
6.2.1,6.2.2,6.2.5,
7.6.1,6.2.14
MTR1 | Hammer Mill 391-3-1-.02(2)(b), 221,223,327, C009 Baghouse
391-3-1-.02(2)(e), 3.4.4,34.6,5.2.2,
Part 63 Subpart A, 5.2.3,5.2.4,5.2.5,
Part 63 Subpart DDDD 6.1.7c.vi., 6.2.2, 6.2.5
6.2.14
PRO1 | Board press 391-3-1-.02(2)(b), 2.2.1,2.23,3.2.3, RTO3 RTO
391-3-1-.02(2)(e), 3.2.4,3.2.9,3.4.5,
Part 63 Subpart A, 3.4.6,4.2.1,4.2.2,
Part 63 Subpart DDDD 5.2.7,5.2.8, 6.1.7c.i.,
6.1.7c.ii., 6.1.7c.iii.,
6.1.7c.iv., 6.2.2,6.2.3
6.2.5,6.2.14
TechShield Process Part 63 Subpart A, 221,222,331, None N/A
Part 63 Subpart QQQQ 3.3.2,4.1.3, 6.1.7h.ii.,
6.1.7d.i., 6.2.6, 6.2.7,
6.2.8,6.2.9, 6.2.10,
6.2.11,6.2.12,6.2.13
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C. Equipment & Rule Applicability

As indicated in Table 1 above, since the issuaf&eomit No. 2493-157-0015-V-01-0, the
Permittee has been authorized to make several imatitiihs. However, these permit changes
did not add to or modify any regulations specifiedhe initial Title V Permit. The Equipment
and Rule Applicability is correctly specified inetimitial Title V permit narrative for Permit No.
2493-157-0015-V-01-0. Please refer to that nareati

Below is a discussion of Rules & Regulations, idahg how the Emission & Operating Caps
were affected by recent modifications to LP’s Athéacility.

Equipment Group DRY1

This equipment group is comprised of five direcgédi wafer Dryers, D001 through D005, and
the strand screening operation. These operatiensoasidered one source for the purpose of
applicable regulations. Each wafer dryer is egedpwith a direct-fired burner that can be fired
with wood dust and natural gas.

Currently each dryer in Equipment Group DRY1 vahtsugh a dedicated cyclone followed by
a dedicated WESP. From each WESP, the exhaumitisarto the dryer exhaust collection vault
before venting to two tandem RTOs

Emissions of PM, NOx, CO, and VOC from Equipmenbd@r DRY1 are limited such that the
facility is a PSD minor source. Emissions of foldedyde from this equipment group are
limited such that the facility complies with the @gia Air Toxics Guideline.

As authorized in Permit Amendment No. 2493-157-00131-4, the combustion air fans, as
well as the wood and natural gas burners, in d@hefdryers in Equipment Group DRY1, are to
be replaced; completion is expected within thejdarter of 2006. The new wood burners are
expected to be more efficient and consume apprdeignd80% less fuel per ton of wood dried.
The maximum dryer throughput will increase from®86ven Dried Tons/hr (ODT/hr) to 51.12
ODT/hr when all burner replacements are complefidulis far, the facility installed a new
combustion air fan in one of the dryers in Equipt®roup DRY1. Note that since the dryers
are direct fired, they do not become subject to 8ISBbpart Dc when modified.

With the dry process weight input rate increasm§1.12 ODT/hr, the Rule (e) allowable PM
emissions will increase frofd1.80 Ib/hr t*44.78 Ib/hr. Compliance with Rule (e) is expected
to occur if the existing PM limit is complied witiThe PM limit is now 28 Ib/hr. No new
applicable requirements apply due to these physltahges to the dryer burners.

! Assume dry process weight input rate of 36.9 ODT/fBeorgia Rule (e) allowable is computed as foliows5(36.9 — 40 = 41.80 Ib/hr

2 Assume dry process weight input rate of 51.12 GBTGeorgia Rule () allowable is computed amfos: 55(51.123 - 40 = 44.78 Ib/hr
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New PSD avoidance limits were established in PeAmendment No. 2493-157-0015-V-01-4,
as a result of these modifications. These emidsiats are listed in the following table and
have included in the Title V Renewal Permit. Cdiodi4.2.1 requires performance testing to
demonstrate compliance with these limits, oncenbdification is completed.

Air Pollutant | Old Permit | Tested Emission Maximum Current Permit
Limit Emission Rate | Factor Based | Expected Limit
(Ib/hr) (Ib/hr) on Testing Emissions using | (Ib/hr)

(Ib/ODT) factor (Ib/hr)

PM 23.14 15.7 0.425 21.74 28

VOC 7.88 1.47 0.040 2.45 7.0

CO 36.46 28.97 0.785 40.15 50

NOX 41.0 21.5 0.583 34.76 36

Formaldehydg 0.488 0.295 0.008 0.409 0.488

T Based on June 2000 testing. Capacity = 36.9 OO(¥8867 Ib/hr)

Equipment Group FORM, PREP & Emission Unit PRO1

Baghouses are used to control emissions from efatiese operations, except for the board
press. Emissions from Board Press PRO1, captaradatal enclosure for VOC control, are
vented through a dedicated RTO. Equipment GrouRM@ comprised of wafer blenders and
the mat forming system; these operations are gutguether because they share one emission
point. Equipment Group PREP consists of: flyingpfiusaw, edge trim saws, cross cut saws,
mat reject system, sander, and the tongue and groeration. These operations (FORM,
PREP and PRO01) are considered one source for thesriof applying Rule (e).

Upgrades to Equipment Groups FORM, PREP and PR@4 avghorized in Permit Amendment
No. 2493-157-0015-V-01-4. Completion of these rfiodfions is expected by thd' 4uarter of
2006. These upgrades are expected to increasiearspeed from 100 feet per minute (ft/min)
to 115-120 ft/min. The increase in line speed wafult in an increase in hourly emissions from
the plant. Therefore, performance testing is neglio demonstrate compliance.

Emissions of PM, N@, CO, and VOC from the board press will be limigeeth that the facility
is a PSD minor source. Emissions of formaldehptienol, and MDI from the board press are
limited such that the facility complies with the @gia Air Toxics Guideline. PM emissions
from Equipment Groups PREP and FORM are limitedhghat the facility is a PSD minor
source.

Following is a description of the permit modificais, for each equipment group, that were
approved by the Division in Permit Amendment No¥2-157-0015-V-01-1, 2493-157-0015-
V-01-2, 2493-157-0015-V-01-3 and 2493-157-0015-¥401These modifications have been
incorporated into this Title V renewal.

Equipment Group FORM
To meet production goals, LP is increasing the $ipeed (15 to 20%) by upgrading Equipment

Group FORM to debottleneck it. Modifications t@ tforming line include new equipment,
including a double tipple pre-loader, an unloadéfeed conveyor, a triangle conveyor (upper
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section), and two additional return belt conveyansgdifying two existing conveyors into tipple
conveyors; and replacing the existing cam boxel anicoders which will provide accurate line
position control and reduce downtime due to cardests being out of position. These upgrades
are expected to be completed in tHeq@arter of 2006.

Equipment Group PREP

To increase throughput, accuracy and reduce dowentims plant has received approval to
modify the existing saw line bpstalling the following new equipment: first passny, speed up
conveyor, corner transfer, second pass saw, sdeeautonveyor, stacker, stacker outfeed
conveyor, in/out deck, a new or modified trim reegvsystem, and a new control system. LP
will install a larger baghouse to control the toegund groove operation in order to
accommodate the increased throughput associatbdiveise improvements. These
modifications are expected to be completed in thquarter of 2006.

Emission Unit PRO1

In order to decrease the press closing time, LPphedously made piping modifications to the
C-pumps at the press area, which resulted in ptamuimcreases. The operating capacity of the
press was increased from 17.3 press loads/hr @b ikess loads/hr. The press had also been
disassembled down to its foundation and rebuilbwigw and refurbished components, restoring
the press to the original manufacturer’'s operatiand performance specifications. The
efficiency improvements authorized by the lateseadment were intended to further increase
press capacity from 21.06 press loads/hr to 23sdoasls/hr.

[Note: LP has not expanded the press with new péatibe rebuild resulted only in efficiency
improvements.]

This Title V permit incorporates conditions fromrpét amendment No. 4, including revised
PSD avoidance limits. These emission limits ackuited in the following table.

Equipment Old Permit Limit Current Permit Limit
Group ID No. (Ib/hr) (Ib/hr)
FORM PM =1.29 PM =20
VOC =17.78 VOC =17.78
PREP PM =824 PM =16
VOC =11.41 VOC =27
PRO1 PM =0.015 gr/dscf | PM  =0.015 gr/dscf
PM =11.57 PM  =8.00
NOx =15.00 NOx =20.00
CcO =18.23 CO =6.00
VOC =4.15 VOC =4.00
HCHO =0.51 HCHO =0.51
Phenol =0.338 Phenol = 0.50
MDI =0.0176 MDI =0.0176

Note: The Rule (e) Process Group is composed oipatent Groups FORM and PREP and Board Press PR4. dry process
weight input rate is determined at the beginninthaf process group, nhamely FORM.
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Note that the phenol emission limit for Board PrieB®1 was increased in amendment No. 4,
issued July 7, 2004, from 0.338 Ib/hr to 0.50 Ib/Arscreening analysis for phenol was
completed and showed phenol emissions at this tevs in compliance with the Acceptable
Ambient Concentration (AAC).

Since the dry process weight input rate has inect&s51.12 ODT/hr, the Rule (e) allowable
has also increased from 41.80 Ib/hr to 44.78 Ibompliance with Rule (e) is still expected
since the PM PSD-avoidance limit2%.29Ib/hr is below the Rule (e) allowable. No new
applicable requirements apply due to the physicahges authorized for Equipment Groups
FORM, PREP and Board Press PRO1.

Emission Unit: Thermal Oil Heater HO06

The thermal oil heater is equipped with a wood aattiral gas burner that supplies indirect heat
energy to Board Press PRO1, with the exhaust ghse#ed to directly provide some of the heat
energy to each dryer. The Thermal Oil Heater veasitucted prior to the June 1989 NSPS
Subpart Dc applicability date and well before théeR391-3-1-.02(2)(lll) applicability date and
SO0 was not subject to either rule.

As authorized by a permit amendment issued Septemia03, LP replaced the 34 MMBtu/hr
wood dust and natural gas burners in the ThermaH&ater with more efficient 40 MMBtu/hr
wood and natural gas burners. With the instaltatibthe larger burners, the Hot Oil Heater
would become subject to Subpart Dc and/or Ruleflthe change met the NSPS Definition of a
Modification for PM or NOXx, respectively. To hedgsure that there was not an increase in
emissions of either PM or NOXx, the wood fuel inpais limited to 2.02 tons per hour. [Based
on a standard heating value of 8,400 Btu per padmbly wood burned, the design throughput of
the existing wood fired burner, at 34 MMBtu/hr, wa82 tons of wood per hour Btu/hr.]

Testing of PM and NOx emissions was carried ougreeand after the burner replacement, to
determine if the change had resulted in any iner@a®M or NOx emissions. Two PM
emissions tests and three NOx emissions testsaoaducted after the burner replacement.
Neither PM test showed an increase in emissioriyioelof the NOX tests did. As stated above,
an increase in emissions would require that thertakoil heater burner replacement be
considered a modification under the definition i@ed®jia Rules for Air Quality Control 391-3-1-
.01, as well as of the New Source Performance &tdsdNSPS), as per 40 CFR 60.14.
Because one of the NOx tests showed an increasmissions the modified heater was assumed
to have become subject to Rule (lll). The Divisgamt LP a Notice of Violation (NOV) on
December 30, 2005 for alleged violations of the I@eoRules for Air Quality Control.

The Company met with the Division on February ZB)&, and also submitted additional
information on March 30 and April 18. Using thethwa outlined in NSPS Appendix C, the
Division determined that the change had not caasddcrease in emissions of NOx and
therefore had not met the Rule(lll) definition ofm@dification. The Division withdrew the NOV
by letter dated April 26, 2006. The equipment remmaubject to neither 40 CFR Part 60
Subpart Dc nor Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(lIl).
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Because flue gases from the thermal oil heater ghassgh the dryer and come in direct contact
with the drying material, the emissions are regdats dryer emissions according to 40 CFR 63,
Subpart DDDD - plywood and Composite Wood Prod(itts Boiler MACT). According to
Subpart 63.7491(l) any boiler and process heatmifsgally listed as an affected source in
another standard(s) under 40 CFR part 63 will easubject to Subpart DDDDD. Therefore, the
thermal oil heater will not be subject to the BoN#ACT.

Emission Unit: Hammer Mill MTR1

The hammer mill (MTR1) mills the dry wood fines asahderdust for use as fuel for the thermal
oil heater, HO06. The PM emissions from MTR1 aretmlled by baghouse C009, and the
magnitude of these emissions are limited to tHatvad by Rule (e).

Emission Unit: F029

Emission Unit FO29 represents the edge seal oparatihich is used to apply an edge seal to the
finished product. Emissions from this operatioa a0 longer routed to the press enclosure for
capture and control in the RTO3. Therefore, erarssirom F029 are no longer discharged to
the atmosphere and will now be considered fug#iession. So, this unit has been eliminated
from the Title V permit.

Equipment Group: TANK

Equipment Group TANK is comprised of four storageks (T019, T020, TO31 and T032). The
storage capacity of T019 and T020 are each 12,806ng, and T031 and T032 are each 15,000
gallons. They store either PF resin or MDI adhesikese materials have a very low vapor
pressure (<0.01 psi). The tanks in this Equipn@up have been removed from the Title V
permit since they are no longer subject 40 CFRSebpart Kb — “Standard of Performance for
Volatile Organic Liquid Storage Vessels,” Subpabtkad previously required LP to maintain
records specifying the dimensions and the capatigach tank for the life of the tank.

TechShieldProcess

As indicated above, there are some VOC emissiams the TechShield Process, and the
Permittee has determined it to be subject to 40 6FRSubpart QQQQ - “National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Surfaceti@gaf Wood Building Products”. Since
this rule is not applicable unless using over 1,d@8ons per year, it can be assumed that they
use, or could use, over 1,100 gallons of coatirrgypar. Because this Title V Site is a major
source for HAPs, that process is subject to Sulip@®Q. The facility is required to comply
with the MACT conditions within the proposed permit and after May 28, 2006.

HAP emissions from the TechShield lamination preq@s$SH1) are limited by the permit such
that the facility complies with Subpart QQQQ enussiimits, for the Subcategory of doors,
windows, and miscellaneous, which limits HAP endasito below 231 grams HAP/ liter solids.
The permit also requires the facility to use ordgtings that comply with that emission limit and
use only thinners and cleaning materials that ¢gomta organic HAP. Emission limit

compliance calculations must be carried out udiegcontents of each material as received from
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the manufacturer. The facility must maintain mawctiirer’s formulation data, a record of the
coating operations, a record of the density and/ttheme fraction of coating solids for each
coating, the mass fraction of organic HAP for eaghting, thinner and cleaning material used
during each compliance period and a record of #heutation of the organic HAP content for
each coating using Equation 2 of 863.3941. A semial compliance report must be submitted
indicating the compliance status during for thevpes reporting period.

D. Compliance Status

See Section Il. C. of this narrative.
E. Operational Flexibility

None applicable.
F. Permit Conditions

The PSD Avoidance emission limits in Existing Cdiaiis 3.2.1, 3.2.3, 3.2.5, and 3.2.6, as well
as the Georgia Air Toxics Guideline emission linmt€Existing Condition 3.2.4, were updated as
a result of modifications to the initial Title V prit. These limits have been incorporated into
this Title V renewal permit.

Conditions 3.2.1 and 3.2.2 limit PM, NOCO and VOC emissions from DRY1. The emission
limits were modified by Title V amendment No. 24937-0015-V-01-4; these limits were
incorporated in this Title V renewal permit.

Conditions 3.2.3 and 3.2.4 limit PM, NOCO, VOC and phenol emissions from PR01. The
emission limits were modified in Title V amendméid. 2493-157-0015-V-01-4; these limits
have been incorporated in this Title V renewal perm

Condition 3.2.5 limits PM and VOC emissions fromBEHR PM and VOC emission limits were
modified in Title V amendment No. 2493-157-0015-V-@, these limits have been incorporated
in this Title V renewal permit.

Condition 3.2.6 limits PM and VOC emissions fromugmment Group FORM for PSD
avoidance.

Condition 3.2.7 limits PM emissions from Hammer INMITR1 for PSD avoidance.

Condition 3.2.8 specifies the minimum combustionetemperature of each RTO, which is
believed necessary to assure compliance with Gondios. 3.2.1, 3.2.2 and 3.3.1. This
condition was modified in Title V amendment No. 34B567-0015-V-01-4; this has been
incorporated in this Title V renewal permit. Thenrmum allowable temperature is to be
determined during compliance testing on the equigroentrolled by each RTO. Until that
testing is done, the limit for each RTO is 1500F.
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Condition 3.2.9 specifies the minimum airflow rat&ough each RTO, which is believed
necessary to assure compliance with Condition B@&sl, 3.2.2 and 3.3.1. This condition was
modified in Title V amendment No. 2493-157-0015-Y-0 and has been incorporated in this
Title V renewal permit. The airflow is to be detened during compliance testing on the
equipment controlled by each RTO. Until that tegisdone, the limits are, for RTO-1: 157,323
acfm; for RTO-2; 140,173 acfm, and for RTO-3: 189 &cfm.

Condition 3.2.10 requires the simultaneous opeanati;mo more than four dryers in Equipment
Group DRY1 during normal operation.

Condition 3.2.11 allows the simultaneous operatibmore than four dryers in Equipment
Group DRY1 during performance testing. This caoditvas added in Title V amendment No.
2493-157-0015-V-01-2 and has been incorporateldigTitle V renewal permit.

Condition 3.2.12 limits the consumption of wood émmbustion in the thermal oil heater to 2.02
tons per hour. This limit ensures that the po&mmissions from the new wood fired burner
will not trigger Subpart Dc or Georgia Rule (IMhis condition was added in the 502(b)(10)
Permit No. 2493-157-0015-V-01-3, and has been paated in this Title V renewal permit.

Condition 3.3.1 limits the amount of organic HAPissions from the TechShield lamination
process (TSH1), per Subpart QQQQ.

Condition 3.3.2 states the compliance option tledif has chosen to comply with the standards
of the Surface Coating MACT.

Condition 3.4.1 specifies the allowable PM emissite from thermal oil heater HO06 based on
Georgia Rule(d).

Condition 3.4.2 specifies the opacity limit for Thral Oil Heater HO06 based on Georgia
Rule(d).

Condition 3.4.3 specifies the maximum sulfur contgrthe fuel burned in HO0O6 and Equipment
Group DRY1 based on Georgia Rule(g).

Condition 3.4.4 specifies the allowable PM emissates for Equipment Group DRY1 and
Emission Unit MTR1 based on Georgia Rule(e).

Condition 3.4.5 specifies the allowable PM emissates for Equipment Groups FORM, PREP,
and Emission Unit PRO1 combined, based on Georgia(&).

Condition 3.4.6 limits the opacity from DRY1, FORMREP, MTR1 and PRO1 to that allowed
by Georgia Rule(b). Emission Group TANK has beamaved from this condition and the
permit since it is no longer subject to 40 CFR $0bpart Kb.
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IV.  Testing Requirements (with Associated Record Keping and Reporting)

A.

General Testing Requirements

The permit includes a requirement that the Permittenduct performance testing on any
specified emission unit when directed by the Dosisi Additionally, a written notification of any
performance test(s) is required 30 days prior éod#te of the test(s) and a test plan is requared t
be submitted with the test notification. Test noeliand procedures for determining compliance
with applicable emission limitations are listed dest results are required to be submitted to the
Division within 60 days of completion of the tegfin

Conditions 4.1.3.n through 4.1.3.q have been atlléae permit to list performance and
compliance tests required by NESHAP- Subpart QQQQ.

Specific Testing Requirements

Conditions 4.2.1 and 4.2.2 from Title V amendmeant R493-157-0015-V-01-2 had been
included in the permit, as per the Clean Air Actdfoement ActionUnited States v. Louisiana-
Pacific CorporationNo. CV93-0869. That order had required that Lihidg parametric
thresholds for retention chamber temperature aak tir flow that can be used to verify
compliance. This requirement has already been Hewever, the requirements were again
included in the permit as Conditions 4.2.3 and4d?.Title V amendment No. 2493-157-0015-
V-01-4, in order that LP demonstrate compliance r@aestablish the parameter thresholds, after
the plant equipment is upgraded, as authorizethdtyamendment. In the renewal Title V permit,
these are now Conditions 4.2.1 and 4.2.2.

As indicated above, upon completion of the plargrade authorized by Permit Amendment No.
2493-157-0015-V-01-4, Condition 4.2.1 imposes tgstince the modified plant reaches its new
maximum production capacity, but the test can b&atey than 180 days after the initial re-start
of the plant after modification. For purposesto$tpermit condition, the phrase “completion of
the plant upgrade” is defined as the date of ¢eatibn as defined in Condition 6.2.5b. These
plant modifications have begun and are expectd ttompleted within the forth quarter of
2006. Condition 4.2.1 imposes testing requiremanterify compliance with the new PSD
Avoidance limits for Equipment Groups DRY1, PRERJ & ORM and board press PRO1. In
addition, this condition requires that the Permaittenduct testing to verify compliance with the
formaldehyde, phenol, and MDI emission limits frtme board press.
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V. Monitoring Requirements

A.

General Monitoring Requirements

Condition 5.1.1 requires that all continuous manmity systems required by the Division be
operated continuously except during monitoringe&ysbreakdowns and repairs. Monitoring
system response during quality assurance activiiesquired to be measured and recorded.
Maintenance or repair is required to be conduatemhi expeditious manner.

Specific Monitoring Requirements

1.

Equipment Groups (all subject to the same mangaequirements):

Primary monitoring requirements specified in Perdot 2493-157-0015-V-01-0 are
discussed in the initial Title V permit narrativa that permit. Please refer to this
narrative.

Since the issuance of Permit No. 2493-157-0015-\0,0the Permittee has requested
several modifications. Below is a discussion offilaring Requirements effected by the
recent modifications to this plant.

Condition 5.2.1 is nearly identical to Conditio2 2. in the original Title V permit; it
requires that an hourly record be kept of the nurobget wafer bin bottom belts that are
moving (in order to identify how many of the 5 dryevere operating at any one time).
[This condition had been replaced by ConditionZa2n Title V amendment No. 2493-
157-0015-V-01-2. Also included in Condition 5.22that amendment were Condition
5.2.2 b. which required the Permittee to recordammourly basis, the gas stream static
pressure at the inlet of each RTO (previously Coori5.2.1 ¢) and Condition 5.2.2 c.
which required the Permittee to record, on an lydoakis, the operating mode of each
RTO bypass damper. Previous Conditions 5.2.2 bah@ c are now part of the CAM
requirements in Conditions 5.2.8 and 5.2.9 of Thike V renewal permit.

Condition 5.2.2 (previously Condition 5.2.3) recuirthe Permittee to measure the
pressure drop on each baghouse. This conditiemvealified in Title V amendment No.
2493-157-0015-V-01-1 to include Baghouse C011.s Tondition is used in this Title V
renewal permit, now including Baghouse CP06 as.well

Condition 5.2.3 (previously Condition 5.2.4), retpg the Permittee to perform a check
to determine if visible emissions are present femoh baghouse, has been somewhat re-
written in this Title V renewal permit to refledte language in similar conditions in more
recent Title V permits.

Condition 5.2.4 (previously Condition 5.2.6) reqsithe Permittee to implement a
Preventive Maintenance Program (PMP) for each haggo
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Condition 5.2.5 (previously Condition 5.2.9), whiefas added with the 502(b)(10)
permit, is incorporated into this Title V renewa&rmit. This condition requires the
Permittee to measure the mass of wood fuel conveytdte wood-fired burner in the
thermal oil heater (H006).

Condition 5.2.7 identifies pollutant specific emigsunit(s) (PSEU) at this plant that are
subject to the Compliance Assurance Monitoring (QAle in 40 CFR 64.

Conditions 5.2.8 and 5.2.9 (previously Conditiora 5a and 5.2.1 b) are now CAM
requirements. The Permittee is required to meabarenlet temperature, inlet pressure,
gas stream flow rate and the by-pass damper pod$droeach RTO.

Initial Title V Conditions 5.2.7 and 5.2.8 have haeplaced by Condition 6.1.7 c. vi. and
Conditions 6.1.7 a. through 6.1.7 c., respectivielyhis Title V renewal permit.

C. Compliance Assurance Monitoring (CAM)

The Emission Group DRY1 (including D001, D002, DPD®04 and D0O05) and Emission Units
HO06 and PRO1 are pollutant specific emission URSEU) controlled by RTOs. These units
are subject to the Compliance Assurance Monitof@®&M) Provisions of 40 CFR 64 because
they (1) are located at a major source with resgeetttle V of the Clean Air act; (2) are subject
to an emission standard; (3) use an add-on coténote, specifically an RTO, in order to
achieve compliance with the emission standard;(@nthe pre-controlled potential emission rate
is greater than 100 tpy for PM, VOC and/or CO.

The frequency of data collection under Part 64 ddp@n whether the controlled potential to
emit exceeds 100 tpy. In this case, each is less 100 tpy, so the facility is required to collect
data at least once per 24-hour period. The fgcitiéets this requirement by recording each RTO
inlet temperature and gas stream flow rate evenyibites and archiving records in 1-hour
averages, and by operating continuous inlet pressua by-pass damper position monitoring
devices on each RTO.

As already indicated in Section V.B, Conditions.3,5.2.8 and 5.2.9 have been added to this
Title V renewal to accommodate these CAM requireisien
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VI.  Record Keeping and Reporting Requirements

A.

General Record Keeping and Reporting Requirement

The Permit contains general requirements for thmte@ance of all records for a period of five
years following the date of entry and requires ghempt reporting of all information related to
deviations from the applicable requirements. Re&goicluding identification of any excess
emissions, exceedances, or excursions from thecapjd monitoring triggers, the cause of such
occurrence, and the corrective action taken, ayeired to be kept by the Permittee and reporting
is required on a semiannual basis.

Specific Record Keeping and Reporting Requiresien

Record keeping and reporting requirements spedifi@aditial Title V Permit No. 1493-157-
0015-V-01-0 are discussed in the initial Title \fipé narrative for this permit. Please refer to
this narrative.

Condition 6.1.4 (previously Condition 5.3.1) hagheevised, to require semiannual reporting
frequency. Quarterly reports had been requirdzktprepared and submitted, in accordance with
the Consent Decree, but all requirements set foyttihe Consent Decree have been satisfied.
The reporting requirements now in effect are ohlyse related to the Title V operating permit,
which are semiannual.

Condition 6.1.7b.ii is added as a requirement difaut QQQQ for reporting exceedances.

New Condition 6.1.7d.i is added as a requiremerudpart QQQQ for collecting and keeping
appropriate records that are essential in showamgptiance with this MACT standard.

Previous Condition 6.2.1, requiring records for ipguent Group TANK as specified in 40 CFR
60.116b., is no longer applicable and has beenvecho

Condition 6.2.1 (previously Condition 6.2.2) spasfthe record keeping requirements as they
relate to venting the Hot Oil Heater HO06 throutghbiypass stack.

Condition 6.2.2 (previously Condition 6.2.3) istate only enforceable condition requiring the
plant to maintain records describing the routinéntesmance performed on all air pollution
control equipment.

Condition 6.2.3 (previously Condition 6.2.4) istate only enforceable condition requiring the
plant to maintain records of daily production rixtem the board press as finished product.

Condition 6.2.4 (previously Condition 6.1.4) recusithe Permittee to track as a malfunction any
time there is an RTO “bake-out” while the dryers aperating and emitting to the atmosphere.

Condition 6.2.5 was added in Title V modification.NL493-157-0015-V-01-4 as a reporting
requirement and requires the Permittee to notiffp @Pon startup of the facility upon completion
of the plant upgrade as defined in Application Mé428. In addition, the Permittee is required to
submit a certification that the plant upgrade, @scdbed in Application No. 14428, has been
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completed in accordance with the application. fNiiat the modification is expected to be
completed during the forth quarter of 2006.]

Conditions 6.2.6 through 6.2.13 require specificaations, record keeping, and reporting to
show compliance with 40 CFR 63, Subpart QQQ&urface Coating of Wood Building
Products
Condition 6.2.14 requires the submittal of an aialgy application, including the facility’s
method of compliance with 40 CFR 63, Subpart DDDBlywood and Composite Wood
Product by April 1, 2008; this is 6 months prior to thenagpliance date for these standards of
October 1, 2008.
VII.  Specific Requirements

A. Operational Flexibility
LP has not request any operational flexibility &mry process equipment at the facility.

B. Alternative Requirements
Not Applicable.

C. Insignificant Activities
A complete list of insignificant activities is inaed at the end of the Title V Permit as
Attachment B. These insignificant units may als@éen in sections D1 through D6 of the Title
V renewal application.

D. Temporary Sources
None Applicable.

E. Short-Term Activities
LP reported one short-term activity, namely opagathe bypass stack on thermal oil heater
H006. During a cold start, the thermal oil heatermally fired on wood, is brought to proper
operating temperature by firing the heater withureltgas. The natural gas combustion
emissions are vented to the atmosphere througtnénmal oil heater bypass stack during these
events. Once the dryers are operational, the #lesihheater exhaust is vented to the dryers for
use as process air.

F. Compliance Schedule/Progress Reports

Refer to Section Il C. of this Title V Narrative
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G. Emissions Trading
Not Applicable.
H. Acid Rain Requirements
Not Applicable.
Stratospheric Ozone Protection Requirements
Not Applicable.
J. Pollution Prevention
Not Applicable.
K. Specific Conditions
None Applicable.

VIIl. General Provisions

Generic provisions have been included in this petonaddress the requirements in 40 CFR Part 740 tha
apply to all Title V sources, and the requirement€hapter 391-3-1 of the Georgia Rules for Air
Quality Control that apply to all stationary sowsad air pollution

Printed: December 14, 2006 Page 20 of 20



Title V Application Review - Addendum LP-Athens &nted Strandboard Mill, TV-15062
Addendum to Narrative

The Division issued the draft Title V Permit RenéWNa. 2493-157-0015-V-02-0 for the Louisiana-
Pacific Corporation - Athens Oriented Strandboaiti ikl Athens, Georgia, on June 5, 2006. The
announced comment deadline for the draft permitug21, 2006. A request for a public hearing was
received from Mike Anderson with Louisiana-Pacditd apetition signed by 10 people, including Dick
Jurgenson and Jill McElheney. Mr. Jurgenson reigdabat EPD’s hearing not be held until after an
upcoming meeting of Louisiana Pacific’s Communityvisory Council (CAC), because the company
was planning to explain what the Title V renewalnpié meant. The CAC meeting was held on August
9, 2006.

A combination question and answer meeting and puidaring was then scheduled and held on
September 21, 2006. At the hearing, it was annedititat written comments could also be submitted
for a week after the hearing, until September @8itten comments were received at the September 21,
2006 meeting from Jill McElheney. Ms. McElhenegasubmitted transmitted several emails to the
Division, starting on September 22, 2006.

Below are the questions and issues raised by lamasPacific Corporation — Athens Oriented
Strandboard Mill (LP), submitted in a letter dathdy 20, 2006 and emails dated September 12 and
September 14, 2006, followed by EPD’s responses.

1. OVERALL FACILITY PROCESSDESCRIPTION
Corrections were requested in the facility proatsscription found in Section 1.3. In paragraph
two of Section 1.3 they requested clarificationcompletion dates for each of the proposed
process modifications.

Division Response

The Title V permit will be changed to include tHeaages proposed in LP’s redline version,
clarifying the proposed projects authorized in adment No. 2493-157-0015-V-01-4 and their
completions dates.

2. LP requested the removal of the word multiclainesn Emission Units Table 3.1.

Division Response

The Title V permit will be changed to remove anference to multiclones imable 3.1 since alll
other references to multiclones were removed inipts permit amendments when wet ESP’s were
installed.

3. The following comment was made regarding Coodi#.2.1:

LP requested the test result submittal, “chandg&tdays to be consistent with 4.1.1. This also
allows for the longer lab time needed for NCASL tegthods.”
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Division Response

Condition 4.2.1 has been changed, allowing LP ¢ogested 60 days to generate, review and
submit test results from the performance testsiredquy this condition.

4, In an email dated September 14, 2006, LP queditheir ability to perform VE checks on
baghouse CP06. The comment explained that thisduesg was located inside the mill and its
exhaust also discharged in the mill.

Division Response

As a result of LP’s comment, the Division has reetbbaghouse CP06 from Condition 5.2.3.
Since this baghouse vents inside the mill, vis@rtessions checks will not be necessary.

5. In an email dated September 12, 2006, LP regdestanges to CAM tables in Conditions 5.2.7
and 5.2.8 for clarification.

Division Response

As a result of LP’s comment, the Division has miedifthe language in the CAM tables to
specify combustion temperature instead of inlefperature.

6. LP requested changes to the CAM tables in Ciomdit5.2.7 and 5.2.8 to “allow for more
frequent readings, which provides more data pdortaveraging.”

Division Response

As a result of LP’s request, the Division has miedithe CAM tables in Conditions 5.2.7 and
5.2.8, which now require readings to be recordedramum of every 15 minutes.

7. LP requested changes to the excursion definitic®onditions 6.1.7c.i. and 6.1.7c.iii. from 15
minutes to one-hour periods stating, “One-hourqekis consistent with the tables in 5.2.7 and
5.2.8 that require the data be archived in one-hwarages.”

Division Response

The Division modified Condition 6.1.7 to specifyatran excursion is any one-hour period, in
which the average combustion zone temperatureostgeam flow rate through an RTO is
outside of the range indicating compliance. Thalification makes this consistent with the
averaging time period specified in Conditions 52nd 5.2.8.

8. LP asked the Division to modify Condition 6.1vidor changes to the Visible Emission
excursion definition, requesting excursion rep@rtmly when two consecutive daily
determinations of visible emissions are made.

Printed: December 14, 2006 Addendum Page 2 of 5



Title V Application Review - Addendum LP-Athens &nted Strandboard Mill, TV-15062

Division Response

The Division modified Condition 6.1.7c.vi to spgcdn excursion as any two consecutive daily
determinations of visible emissions. This willngiihate any unnecessary reporting and provide
adequate assurance of compliance and correctiyanact

Below are the questions and issues raised at thiecR{earing/Meeting on September 21, 2006, by the
community members who attendetihe Division answered the questions received duhegjuestion
and answer session. However this dialog is ndtidea in this addendum. Since the entire procegsdin
were videotaped, the questions and the Divisiosggaese can be obtained by watching the DVD. A
copy of this DVD is available for $1.00ote that the questions and the Division’s resp@usessed
below have been edited for clarification.

1.

Jill McElheney, an environmental health advocatadNorth East Georgia, presented comments
at the public hearing held on September 21, 208§6. McElheney challenged the leaders of
Georgia and the leaders of LP to work togetherctoewve clean and safe air with the technology
we have available. She expressed her disappré@eéargia air regulations, claiming, “the
letter of the law is not protecting us, our childreor the earth from the harmful effects of air
pollution.” She asks in her comments “is it acedye that industries operating in Georgia can
afford better filtration, but choose not to becaGsmrgia tolerates externalizing such pollutants
into the air, the people and the environment.”

Division Response

The Division has included practically enforcealdgquirements in this Title V Renewal Permit
for the purpose of minimizing emissions from thR facility. These requirements include
control system monitoring requirements to ensuop@r control and the destruction of toxic
chemicals. LP will also be required to perform sron tests, which must demonstrate
compliance with the emission levels as spelledmothe permit.

On April 2004, the Division evaluated the potenhiahlth impact of the toxic air pollutants
(formaldehyde, phenol and MDI) from the facilitying its Air Toxic Guideline. Using
maximum allowable emission rates, dispersion madedietermined the maximum ground-level
concentration (MGLC) that would result from the sgsibns. These concentrations were then
compared to the acceptable ambient concentrati&C§A This analysis clearly predicted that
emissions of formaldehyde, phenol, and MDI fromltRefacility would not create an adverse
health impact on the surrounding community. Thedpction holds true for all locations outside
the fence line.

Randy Armor a Jackson County citizen raised eorgabout the location of the public hearing.
He questioned the validity of the hearing sincgas held in Clarke County instead of Jackson
County where the facility is located. He also que®d the hearing’s legality, because he did
not see it posted in any of the local papers aaind there was no public notice issued.

Robert Clements, Secretary of the North East@@&«&oalition, stated that he did receive notice
for this public hearing, but like Randy Armor didtrsee any notice in the paper. He felt that the
people listed in the public record from the pregiqublic hearing in 2003 should have been

notified. He commented that greater effort shdwdde been made to contact those people. He
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also pointed out that this public hearing shouldehlaeen held closer to the facility, and that
seven miles away is too far.

4, In a series of E-mail communications, Jill Mogitley requested verification of notification or
advertisement of the public hearing. Ms. McElheakso requested further clarification on the
legal requirements and the protocol used by thésirn when news releases are issued to local
newspapers notifying the public of the meeting tame location. Following are excerpts of
JilI's E-mail comments to the Division

a. “We cannot seem to verify that the EPD publietimg was advertised legally in the
JCH. Do you have your confirmation?” (E-mail dageptember 26, 2006)

b. “Correct me if | am wrong: EPD sends public oes to newspapers which could be local
or regional. However, you do not get confirmatibat your notices are received or
published?”

“This is what you meant last night by saying tlne hewspaper itself decides if the EPD
public meeting is newsworthy? GA EPD does nottpayn the notice in legal or
advertised sections?” (E-mail dated SeptembeR@26)

C. “So are you saying in essence that if a reafleeolocal newspaper overlooks or fails to
read the legal section, she could miss your EPD@mrement of a public hearing?”
(E-mail dated September 25, 2006)

Division Response

The Division believes that it chose a reasonaldation for the hearing that was accessible to
the constituents most affected by the facility afsb believes that the meeting was sufficiently
advertised, in compliance with the requirementthefClean Air Act.

A public notice was published regarding the propdsauisiana-Pacific draft Title V renewal
permit in the Jackson Herald on June 21, 2006fé&tiéty location being in Jackson County and
the Jackson Herald being the county’s legal org@nitear sheet” of the actual page of the
newspaper is included in the record. Followind,thequests were received from Mike
Anderson with Louisiana-Pacific andatition signed by 10 people, including Dick Jurggm
and Jill McElheney that EPD hold a public hearidg requested by Mr. Jurgenson, the
planning of that public hearing was delayed urftéraa meeting could be held by Louisiana-
Pacific, with the Louisiana-Pacific Athens Plant@uaunity Advisory Council (CAC) on the
subject of the Title V renewal permit. The CAGisitizen’s advisory council organized by
Louisiana-Pacific to inform Jackson County citizeimsl address their concerns. That meeting
was held orAugust 9, 2006

On September 7, the Division decided on a datd@adion to have a public meeting and public
hearing. The company was informed of this by emisit. Jurgenson was also informed by
email on September 7. A press release was entaitb@ Athens Banner Herald on September 8
and to the Mainstreet News, publisher of the Jatks$erald, on September 11. [It appears that
neither newspaper published anything regardinglfuened hearing.] On September 11, Mr.
Jurgenson and Ms. McElheney were emailed copié@sabfpress release. The Division emailed
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an announcement to over 300 people who had prdyieMpressed interest in environmental
issues in Georgia, and also mailed announcemeiatsatiot 175 people, which included local
officials and all the those that attended and signeat hearings and meetings regarding recently
proposed air quality permits for CertainTeed an#éaashi. The Division also included an
announcement of the public hearing on the Air Bhanweb page.

Additional changes to the permit

1. As a result of an internal review, Condition8.2.and 6.2.14 have been modified to clarify the
compliance date with Subpart DDDDPdywood and Composite Wood Producthe permit
now reflects the proper compliance date of Octdh@008 in these conditions. Condition
6.2.14 b. has been eliminated since the Octob2006 deadline in the Draft permit has passed
and this condition is no longer relevant.
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Title V Application Review LP-Athens Oriented Strandboard Mill, TV-15062

Draft Permit Review

Comments Taken into
Reviewing Program Comments Received (y/n)? cOnsiderati?;/:;?Draﬁ Permit
ISMP Y Y
SSCP N N
TOXICS Y Y

SSPP Unit Manager:

John Yntema Date

SSPP Program Manager:

Jac Capp Date
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