TITLEV APPLICATION REVIEW King Finishing, TV-9024

Fecility Name:  King Finishing
City:  Dover
County:  Screven
AIRS#.  04-13-251-00008

Applicaion #: TV-9024
Date Application Received: October 5, 1996 (Updated November 3, 2000)
Date Application Deemed
Adminigratively Complete: April 11, 1997
Date of Draft Permit:
Permit No: 2261-251-0008-V-01-0

Program Review Engineers Review Managers
SSPP/ASU | AnnaAponte James Capp
SSCP/ASU | Deirdre Edwards James Eason
ISMP James Kdly Larry Webber
Toxics

I ntroduction

This narrative is being provided to ass the reader in understanding the content of the attached operating
permit. Complex issues and unusud items are explained herein smpler terms and/or grester detail than is
sometimes possible in the actua permit. This permit is being issued pursuant to: (1) Georgia Air Qudity

Act, O.C.G.A §12-9-1, et 329. and (2) Georgia Rules for Air Quality Control, Chapter 391-3-1. Section
391-3-1-.03(10) of the Georgia Rulesfor Air Qudlity Control incorporates requirements of Part 70 of
Chapter | of Title 40 of the Code of Federa Regulations promulgated pursuant to the Federal Clean Air Act.
The following narrative is designed to accompany the draft permit and is presented in the same genera

order asthe permit. The purpose of this narrative isto provide information only. Any revisons made to the
permit in response to comments received during the public participation and EPA review process will be
described in an addendum to this narrative.
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TITLEV APPLICATION REVIEW King Finishing, TV-9024

l. Facility Description
A Facility Identification
1. Facility Name
King Finishing
2. Parent/Holding Company Name
Spartan Mills
3. Previous and/or Other Name(s)
No other names have been identified.
4, Facility Location
Highway 17, Dover, Georgia
5. Attainment or Non-attainment Area Location

Thisfadility islocated in Screven County, isin an atanment areafor dl criteria
pollutants.

6. Class | Arealmpacts
Thisfacility is not located within 100 Km of Class| area.
B. Site Determination

There are no other fadllities which could be contiguous or adjacent and under
common contral.

C. Exiding Permits

Tablel: List of Current Permitsas Amended

. Date of | ssuance and Date of Comments
Permit Number and/or Purpose of | ssuance s
Amendments (if any) Yes No
2211-124-10321 10/20/89, 5/10/91, 3/9/92, 4/13/93
2211-124-7543-0 10/9/80
2211-251-0008-P-01-0 4/1/98 v
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TITLEV APPLICATION REVIEW King Finishing, TV-9024

Table2: Commentson Specific Permits
Permit Number Comments
2211-124-10321 Operation of afabric manufacturing and finishing facility including two boilers

Waste Lubrication oil generated may be burned as an alternate fuel

Construction and operation of printing operation. Zimmer rotary screen printer,
Aztec tubular jet print dryer
Change VOC emission to lessthan 40 tons per year at all times

Construct another printing operation with the VOC emission of both dryersis
lessthan 40 tons per year.

2211-124-7543-0 Toinstall and operate a new corduroy fabric dyeing and finishing line

2211-251-0008-P-01-0 Construction and operation of 181 MM Btu/hr boiler firing natural gas and No. 2
fuel oil. Thisreplacesa 233 MM Btu/hr coal boiler. Installing three 30,000 gal
storage tanksfor No. 2 fuel oil storage.

D. Process Description
1 SIC Code(s)

Major - 2261
Other - 2262

2. Description of Product(s)
The fina products are dyed or printed cotton and manmade fabrics.

3. Overdl Facility Process Description
This plant is involved in the bleaching, dyeing, finishing and printing of cotton and
manmade fabrics. There are four primary areas. preparation, dyeing, finishing, and
printing. Based on the specific product required portions of each sub process can/will
be usad in numerous combinations to meet a customer specification.
This plant uses two boilers, BOO1 burns naiurd gas and no.6 fud oil, BOO2 burns
naturd gas, and no. 2 fud oil, with heat input capacities of 150 MMBtwhr and 181
MMBtuhr, to provide the plant with the needed steam to run the process
departments.

4, Overdl Process Flow Diagram (optional)

There is one attached to the application.
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TITLEV APPLICATION REVIEW King Finishing, TV-9024

E Regulatory Status

1.

PSD/NSR

This facility is a mgor source under PSD because it does have potentid emissons of
PSD regulated pollutants greater than 100 tpy and it is one of the 28 named source
categories under PSD (Fossl-Fud boilers with a combined heat input capacity grester
than 250 MM Btu/hr).

Title V Mgor Source Status by Pollutant

The following table defines the mgor source satus of the facility:

Table3: TitleV Major Source Status

Isthe If emitted, what isthe facility’s Title V statusfor the pollutant?
Pollutant Pollutant 3 i
. . Major Source Non-Major Source
Emitted? HlElel SEUEE SRS Requesting SM Status Status
PM v v
PM 1o v v
0O, v v
vVOC v v
NOy v v
CcoO v v
TRS v
H>S v
Individual
HAP v
Total HAPs v v
3. MACT Standards

The King Finishing plant is not subject to a proposed or find MACT dandard. A
MACT dandard for Fabric, Printing, Coating and Dyeing is currently being
developed and is scheduled for publication in April 2001. This standard will be
goplicable only for affected sources a facilities, which are mgor sources of HAP
emissons
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4, Program Applicability

Program Code AppiEe
(y/n)
Program Code 6 - PSD No
Program Code 8 — Part 61 NESHAP No
Program Code 9 - NSPS Yes
Program Code M — Part 63 NESHAP No
Program Code V —TitleV Yes

Regulatory Analysis

. Facility Wide Requirements

A.

Emission and Operating Caps.
There are no facility wide emission and/or operating caps that apply.
Applicable Rules and Regulations

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(a)1. applies to dl permitted facilities that are capable of
emitting ar contaminants, and in generd prohibits any source from emitting ar pollutants in
quantities tha might cause a condition of ar pollution which is inurious or which
unreasonably interferes with the enjoyment of life or use of property in the State of Georgia
(regardless of the source' s compliance status with respect to al other air quadity rules).

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)()10. applies to dl permitted facilities that are capable of
emitting ar contaminants, and in generd requires that the source, including dl ar pollution
control equipment, be maintained and operated in a manner consistent with good air pollution
control practice for minimizing emissons.

Compliance Status

All information avalable to the Divison as of this date indicates that the faclity is currently
being operated in compliance with al gpplicable facility wide requirements.

Operationd Fexibility

Refer to Section VII.A of this narrative.
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TITLEV APPLICATION REVIEW King Finishing, TV-9024

E

Permit Conditions

The Title V Permit contains Condition 8.17.2 which subjects the facility to the specific
requirements of Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(a)1.

The Title V Permit contains Condition 8.17.1 which subjects the facility to the specified
requirements of Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(a)10.

[Il.  Regulated Equipment Requirements

A.

Brief Process Description

There are four primary arees. preparation, dyeing, finishing, and printing. The purpose of
preparation is to increase dimensona Sability, to remove chemicals used in the weaving or
fiber preparation, to improve dye dafinity/uptake, and to improve drength of the fabric.
There can be severd geps involved including singeing, desizing, heat setting, mercerization,
bleeching, and washing. The dyeing depatment is a continuous process and typicdly
condgs of dye agpplication, dye fixation with chemicds or heat, washing, and drying.
Finishing refers to any operations (other than preparation and coloring) that improve the
gopearance and/or usefulness of fabric after it has been woven or knitted.  Finishing
encompasses any of severd mechanical and chemica processes performed on fiber, yarn, or
fabric to improve its gppearance, texture, or performance. The fabric then passes through the
finish pad where the chemicds are gpplied, a pre-dryer and then another set of dry cans
before entering the tenter house. The tenter house uses tension to gretch the fabric to the
desred width. The finish desred and the placement in the overal process is dependant on
the conditions given by the customer.
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TITLEV APPLICATION REVIEW

King Finishing, TV-9024

B. Equipment Ligt for the Process

Emission Units Specific Limitations/Reguirements Sl PoIIutlc_m Control
Devices
. Isthe Rule or
ID No. Description RequiraAT?ErllltC;gtI:ndards Regulation Federally | D No. Description
Enfor ceable?
BOO1 Babcock & Wilcox 391-3-1-.02(2)(d) Yes None NA
Boiler rated at 150 391-3-1-.02(2)(g) Yes
MM Btu/hr 391-3-1-.02(2)(b)
B002 Babcock & Wilcox 391-3-1-.02(2)(d) Yes None NA
Boiler rated at 181 391-3-1-.02(2)(g) Yes
MM Btu/hr 40 CFR Part 60, subpart Db | Yes
DNR1 | Dye Narrow Range 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) Yes None NA
Application 391-3-1-.02(2)(e) Yes
391-3-1-.02(2)(g) Yes
DWR1 | DyeWide Range 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) Yes None NA
Application 391-3-1-.02(2)(e) Yes
391-3-1-.02(2)(9) Yes
FR40 | Aztec Finishing Range 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) Yes None NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e) Yes
391-3-1-.02(2)(g) Yes
FR51 | Aztec Finishing Range 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) Yes None NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e) Yes
391-3-1-.02(2)(9) Yes
FR58 | Aztec Finishing Range 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) Yes None NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e) Yes
391-3-1-.02(2)(g) Yes
FR59 | Aztec Finishing Range 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) Yes None NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e) Yes
391-3-1-.02(2)(9) Yes
PHSL Heat Setting 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) Yes None NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e) Yes
391-3-1-.02(2)(9) Yes
POW1 | Preparation Open Width | 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) Yes None NA
Range 391-3-1-.02(2)(e) Yes
PRR1 | RopeRange 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) Yes None NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e) Yes
391-3-1-.02(2)(g) Yes
PYP1 | Yarn Preparation 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) Yes None NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e) Yes
391-3-1-.02(2)(g) Yes
PO01 Zimmer Printer & Aztec | 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) Yes None NA
Tubular Jet Print Dryer 391-3-1-.02(2)(e) Yes
391-3-1-.02(2)(g) Yes
P002 MBK Printer & Aztec 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) Yes None NA
Tubular Jet Print Dryer 391-3-1-.02(2)(e) Yes
391-3-1-.02(2)(g) Yes
T003 Didtillate Fuel Oil 40 CFR 60 Subpart Kb Yes None NA
Storage Tanks
TO04 Distillate Fudl Qil 40 CFR 60 Subpart Kb Yes None NA
Storage Tanks
T005 Didtillate Fuel Oil 40 CFR 60 Subpart Kb Yes None NA
Storage Tanks
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TITLEV APPLICATION REVIEW King Finishing, TV-9024

C.

Equipment & Rule Applicability

B0OO1 - Babcock & Wilcox Boiler

This boiler is rated a 150 MMBtuhr and is permitted to burn naturd gas and #6 fud ail
backup. It was congtructed before January 1, 1972; and therefore the alowable PM emission
rae from the boiler is specified by Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(d)1., which is stated as
follows

...202
P= 0.78@9

eRg

Where P equds the dlowable PM emisson rate in pounds per million Btu and R is
defined as the heet input in million Btu per hour.

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) limits opacity from the boiler to forty (40) percent, and this
rule gpplies because each boiler is subject to an emisson limitation under Georgia Rule 391-
3-1-.02(2).

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(g)2 limits the sulfur content of the fud to 3%, by weight. They
are subject because they meet the definition of fuel burning equipment in the Georgia Rules.

B002 — Babcock & Wilcox Boiler

This boiler is rated a 181 MMBtuwhr and is permitted to burn naturd gas and #2 fud all
backup. It was congructed after January 1, 1972; and therefore the alowable PM emisson
rae from the boiler is specified by Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(d)2., which is stated as
follows

.05
p=05829
eRg

Where P equds the dlowable PM emisson rate in pounds per million Btu and R is
defined as the heet input in million Btu per hour.

Also, since this unit was congtructed after January 1, 1972, the opacity limit for this boiler is
expressed by Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(d)3. instead of Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(b).
The Georgia Rule (d) opacity limit is 20 percent, except for one sx-minute average, which
can be up to 27 percent.

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(g)2 limits the sulfur content of the fud to 3%, by weght. They
are subject because they meet the definition of fuel burning equipment in the Georgia Rules.

Boiler B002 is subject to New Source Performance Standard (NSPS) 40 CFR 60 Subpart Db
“Standards of Peformance for Industrid-Commercid-Inditutiond Steam Generating
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TITLEV APPLICATION REVIEW King Finishing, TV-9024

Units’ because it was constructed after June 19, 1984 and has a heat input capacity grester
than 100 million Btuwhr. When B002 is firing fud oil or naturd gas, the NOy limit in Subpart
Db is 0.20 I/MMBtu. When B002 is firing fuel ail the unit 5 subject to 40 CFR 60.42b(j)
and 40 CFR 60.43b (f), which requires King Finishing to combust fuel with a very low sulfur
oil content (0.5%) or natural gas and shdl not exhibit greater than 20 percent opecity (6-
minute average), except for one 6-minute period per hour of not more than 27 percent

opacity.

DNR1, DWR1 - Dye Narrow, Wide Range Application

Dye Ranges DNR1, and DWR2 are used to dye ether narrow or wide fabrics by passng
them through a dye pad which transfers the color onto the fabric and sjueezes off any excess
liquid. The dyeing depatment is a continuous process typicdly congsts of dye agpplication,
dye fixation with chemicds or hedt, washing, and drying in which the dl of the different
process parts comprise one Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(e) process. The alowable PM
emisson rae from the Process Group is expressed by Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(e)1.
which is gated as the following:

For process input weight rates up to 30 tons per hour:
E=4.1P>%’

For process input weight rates above 30 tons per hour:
E=55P>1 — 40

Where E equds the dlowable PM emission rate in pounds per hour and P equas the
maximum process input weight rate in tons per hour.

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) limits opacity from this process to forty (40) percent, and
this rule applies because each process is subject to an emisson limitation under Georgia Rule
391-3-1-.02(2).

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(g)2 limits the sulfur content of the fud to 2.5%, by weight.
They are subject because they burn fud (naturd geas).

FR40, FR51, FR58, FR59- Aztec Finishing Ranges

Finishing Ranges FR40, FR51, FR58, and FR59 ae dl identica in nature other than two
machines process narrow fabric and two machines process wide fabric. A continuous run of
fabric in a finishing range begins by passng through a series of dry cans which pre heat the
fabric to dlow for a more optimad absorption of the finishing chemicds. The fabric then
passes through the finish pad where the chemicas are applied, a pre-dryer and then another
st of dry cans before entering the tenter house.  The tenter house uses tenson to dretch the
fabric to the desred width. The finish desred and the placement in the overdl process is
dependant on the conditions given by the cusomer. All of the above comprise one Georgia
Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(e) process.  The adlowable PM emission rate from the Process Group is
expressed by Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(e)1. which is stated as the following:
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TITLEV APPLICATION REVIEW King Finishing, TV-9024

For process input weight rates up to 30 tons per hour:
E=4.1P%®"

For process input weight rates above 30 tons per hour:
E=55P"1! — 40

Where E equds the dlowable PM emisson rate in pounds per hour and P equds the
maximum process input weight rate in tons per hour.

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) limits opacity from this process to forty (40) percent, and
this rule applies because each process is subject to an emission limitation under Georgia Rule
391-3-1-.02(2).

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(g)2 limits the sulfur content of the fud to 2.5%, by weight.
They are subject because they burn fud (naturd gas).

PHSI - Heat Setting

Heat sdtting involves gpplying high temperatures (350-400°F) to confer dimensiond stability
to the synthetic fabrics, or blends and is consdered one Georgia rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(e)
process.  The alowable PM emisson rate from the Process Group is expressed by Georgia
Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(e)1. which is sated as the following:

For process input weight rates up to 30 tons per hour:
E=4.1P%¢

For process input weight rates above 30 tons per hour:
E=55P"1! — 40

Where E equds the dlowable PM emission rate in pounds per hour and P equas the
maximum process input weight rate in tons per hour.

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) limits opacity from this process to forty (40) percent, and
this rule applies because each process is subject to an emisson limitation under Georgia Rule
391-3-1-.02(2).

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(g)2 limits the sulfur content of the fud to 2.5%, by weight.
They are subject because they burn fuel (naturd ges).
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POW1 - Preparation Open Width Range

Open Width Range POWL1 is used to bleach narrow cloth.  All cloth that is brought into the
plant is initidly bleached to ensure consstency among their products. The process congss
of multiple parts, which are considered one Georgia rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(€) process. The
dlowable PM emission rate from the Process Group is expressed by Georgia Rule 391-3-1-
02(2)(e)1. which is gated as the following:

For process input weight rates up to 30 tons per hour:
E=4.1P>%’

For process input weight rates above 30 tons per hour:
E=55P>1 — 40

Where E equds the dlowable PM emisson rate in pounds per hour and P equas the
maximum process input weight rate in tons per hour.

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) limits opacity from this process to forty (40) percent, and
this rule applies because each process is subject to an emisson limitation under Georgia Rule
391-3-1-.02(2).

PRR1 - Rope Range

Rope Range PRR1 is used to bleach wide fabrics. The process condsts of multiple parts,
which are consdered one Georgia rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(¢) process. The dlowable PM
emisson rae from the Process Group is expressed by Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(e)1.
which is gated as the following:

For process input weight rates up to 30 tons per hour:
E=4.1P%¢"

For process input weight rates above 30 tons per hour:
E=55P>11 — 40

Where E equds the dlowable PM emisson rate in pounds per hour and P equas the
maximum process input weight rate in tons per hour.

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) limits opacity from this process to forty (40) percent, and
this rule gpplies because each process is subject to an emisson limitation under Georgia Rule
391-3-1-.02(2).

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(g)2 limits the sulfur content of the fud to 2.5%, by weght.
They are subject because each burn fud (natura gas).
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PYP1 - Yarn Preparation

Yan Preparation Dye Range PYPL is now used for deszing or washing of fabrics and is
consdered one Georgia rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(e) process. The dlowable PM emisson rae
from the Process Group is expressed by Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(e)1. which is stated as
the fallowing:

For process input weight rates up to 30 tons per hour:
E=4.1P%¢"

For process input weight rates above 30 tons per hour:
E=55P"11 — 40

Where E equds the dlowable PM emission rate in pounds per hour and P equas the
maximum process input weight rate in tons per hour.

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) limits opacity from this process to forty (40) percent, and
this rule gpplies because it is subject to an emission limitation under Georgia Rule 391-3-1-
02(2).

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(g)2 limits the sulfur content of the fue to 2.5%, by weight.
They are subject because each process burns fudl (natura gas).

PO01 - Zimmer Printer, PO02- MBK Printer & Aztec Tubular Jet Print Dryer

The Zimmer and MBK Printers, POO1 and P002, used are a Rotary Screen Printer, which has
a Tubular Jat Print Dryer following it. Smilar to dyeing, the actud printing and drying of
the fabric is consdered to be one Georgia rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(e) process.  The dlowable
PM emisson rate from the Process Group is expressed by Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(e)1.
which is gated as the following:

For process input weight rates up to 30 tons per hour:
E=4.1P>%’

For process input weight rates above 30 tons per hour:
E=55P"11 — 40

Where E equds the dlowable PM emission rate in pounds per hour and P equas the
maximum process input weight rate in tons per hour.

Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) limits opacity from this process to forty (40) percent, and
this rule applies because each process is subject to an emisson limitation under Georgia Rule
391-3-1-.02(2).

Georgia Rule 391-3- 1-.02(2)(g)2 limits the sulfur content of the fuel to 2.5%, by weight.
They are subject because each process burns fudl (natura gas).
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V.

King Finishing has agreed not discharge or cause the discharge into the atmosphere from
sources POO1 and PO02 volatile organic compound (VOC) emissions of 40 tons or greater
during any twelve consecutive months for the purpose of PSD avoidance.

T004, TO05, and TO06 — Distillate Fud Oil Storage Tanks

These three 30,000-galon No. 2 fud oil tanks are subject to NSPS, Subpart KB —“ Standards
of Performance for Volatile Organic Liquid Storage Vessd's (including Petroleum Liquid
Storage Vessds) for which Congtruction, Recongtruction, or Modification commenced after
July 23, 1984.” However, the tanks are only subject to the requirements of 40 CFR
60.116b(a) and 40 CFR 60.116b(b); according to which the facility will have to maintain a
record of the dimensions of the storage tanks and an andysis showing the capacity of the

tanks, for the life of the source.

Compliance Status

All information avalable to the Divison as of this date indicates that the facility is currently
being operated in compliance with al other applicable requirements.

Operationd Hexihility
Refer to Section VII.A of this narrative.
Permit Conditions

There are no unusua permit conditions that need further explanation in this section.

Testing Requirements (with Associated Record K egping and Reporting)

A.

Generd Tedting Requirements

This facility is not currently required to perform any emissons tesing. However, a condition
goecifying thet the DiviSon can require emissons tesing on any emissons unit is included.
The test methods to be used to determine compliance with the limitations in Part 3 are listed
and a generd condition requiring notification of any test and submisson of a tet plan are
also provided.

Specific Testing Requirements and Compliance Procedures:

Boiler BO02 is subject to the emissions testing requirement contained in 40 CFR 60 Subpart
Db for determining compliance with the gpplicable Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) emisson
limitation and this requirement has been included in the Title V permit.  Specificdly, the
Permittee must when requested by the Divison, conduct a 30-day emissions test to determine
compliance with the NOx limitation using the Continuous Monitoring System required to be
ingdled by Condition 5.2.1.
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V.

Monitoring Requirements (with Associated Record Keeping and Reporting)

A.

Generd Monitoring Requirements

Condition 5.1.1 requires tha al monitors be operated continuoudy except during
breakdowns and repairs.  Any repairs or maintenance should be completed in an expeditious
manner so downtime is minimized. All data should be recorded during any cdibration
activity to help verify that the cdibration was performed and completed properly.

Specific Monitoring Requirements

Boiler BOO2 is subject to Rules 391-3-1-.02(2)(d)2 for PM emissions and 391-3-1-.02(2)(d)3
and 40 CFR 60.43b(f) for visble emissons. Subpart Db requires that a Continuous Opacity
Monitoring System (COMS) be ingaled on Boiler BO02 while burning fud oil. The COMS
has previoudy been ingtdled on the boiler and tested according to Performance Specification
1. A deerminaion was made that the COMS could be used to ensure compliance with the
PM sandard and no additional monitoring will be required for PM. Proper operation of
control equipment is necessary to ensure compliance with the particulate maiter standard.
The US Environmenta Protection Agency, in developing New Source Performance
Standards for fossl-fud fired steam generators, established opacity as a surrogate for
particulate matter and Sipulate a 6-minute average opacity of 20 percent as appropriate for
assuring good and proper operation of control equipment. Therefore, reliance on the COMS
is consdered adequate to ensure compliance with the particulate matter and opacity standards
for the Db bailer.

Smilaly, Subpat Db aso requires a Continuous Monitoring Sysem (CMS) for the
monitoring of NOy emissons (and diluent) for Boiler BO02. Subpart Db does dlow the use
of a CMS to for the prediction of nitrogen oxides emissons with the gpproval of the
Divison. An approved CMS for predicting nitrogen oxide emissons is presently in
operation on the Boiler and has met the appropriate performance criteria  The monitoring
systems satidy the monitoring requirements of Subpart Db and are, as of this time, the most
gringent form of monitoring. Therefore, no additiond monitoring will be required. Monitor
downtime and exceedances from the standard are presently reported quarterly.

When Boiler BOOL is fired with resdud fud oil, daly readings of visble emissons (opacity)
are required to ensure compliance with Rule (d) particulate metter (PM) limitations. The
boiler was congtructed prior to January 1, 1972 and as such is subject to a forty (40) percent
opacity sandard under Rule (b). When the boiler is firing resdud oil, the opacity action
level shdl be any occurrence of visble emissons tha is equd to or greater than 30 percent.
Occurrences of opecity greater than the trigger level are designated as excursons and are
required to be reported.

The Dye Narow (DNR1) and Wide Range (DWR1), Aztec Finishing Ranges (FR40, FR51,
FR58, FR59), Heat Setting (PHSL), Preparation Open Width Range (POW1), Rope Range
(PRR1), Yarn Preparation (PYPL), and the Zimmer Printer and MBK Printer (PO01, P002)
are dl subject to rules (€) and (b) for particulate matter and visble emissons. Due to the
materidls and process operations utilized by these sources, inconsequentid levels of
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Paticulate Matter are crested. Compliance with dlowable PM and Opecity limitations can
be reasonably assured without requiring monitoring. Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(g)2 limits
the sulfur content of the fud to 25%, by weight. They are subject because they burn fuel.
Due to the low leve of sulfur present in naturd gas, compliance with Rule (g) can be
reasonably assured without requiring monitoring.

The Permit contains generd requirements for the mantenance of dl records for a period of
five years following the date of entry and requires the prompt reporting of dl information
related to deviations from the gpplicable requirements are in the permit.  Also included is a
generd condition to submit a written report of any falure to meet an agpplicable emissons
limitation or standard and/or the falure to comply with or complete a work practice standard
or equipment contained in the permit.

VI.  Other Record Keeping and Reporting Requirements

A.

Generd Record Keeping and Reporting Requirements

Quarterly reports that include the identification of any excess emissions, excursons, and
exceedances from applicable monitoring triggers, the cause of such occurrence, and the
corrective action taken are required.

Records, as required by Subpart Db, including exceedences from the NOy standards are
required to be kept by the Permittee and the reporting is required on a quarterly basis.

Specific Record Keeping and Reporting Requirements

King Fnishing will mantain, for the didillate fuel oil storage tanks (source codes TOO3,
TOO4, and TOO5), a record on the dimensons of the tanks and an andyss showing the
capacity of the tanks to be maintained for the life of the source. This is in accordance with
40 CFR 60.116b(b).

In accordance with 40 CFR 60.49b(g) boiler B002, King Finishing will maintain records
incduding the following information: Cdander date, the average hourly nitrogen oxides
emisson rates measured or predicated, the 30-day average nitrogen oxides emissions raes
caculated at the end of each operating day from measure or predicted hourly nitrogen oxide
emission raes for the preceding 30 operating days, ldentification of the operating days for
which pollutant data have not been obtained including reasons and corrective actions taken,
identification of the times when emisson data have been excluded from the caculation of
average emisson rates and reasons.

All fud-burning sources are subject to Georgia Rule (g) for sulfur dioxide emissons. Boiler
B002 burns naturd gas and No. 2 fuel oil. B002 is adso subject to 40 CFR 60.42b(j) for No.
2 fud ol (05% sulfur content). Boiler BOO1 burns naturd gas or No. 6 fud oil. Snce
natura gaes is a processed fud (cleaned), which has a negligible amount of sulfur, monitoring
is not required while a@ther bailer is firing naturd gas. The permit limits the fud ail fired in
Boiler BOO2 to No. 1 or No. 2 fud oil, which is limited to a sulfur content of 0.5 percent by
weight. This limitation will be monitored by fud supplier certifications, which the Permittee
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VII.

is required to obtan from the fud oil supplier. Therefore, no additiona monitoring is
required for Boiler BOO2 burning fue oil. The permit dso limits Boiler BOO1 to 3.0% sulfur
by weght (rule (g). Monitoring for this limit is dso achieved through fud supplier
certifications. Certifications are required to be submitted quarterly.

The printers (POO1 and P0O02) are subject to a 40 tons per year VOC PSD avoidance limit.
King Hnishing will mantan monthly usage records of dl materids contaning volatile
organic compounds used in the Zimmer Printer and MBK Printer, POO1 and PO02. These
records shdl include the totad weight of each materid used, the volatile organic compound
content of each materid (expressed as a weight percentage), and the weight of any materia
disposed as waste. All caculaions used to figure usages should be kept as pat of the
monthly record. These usage records shal be kept avalable for ingpection or submitta for
two years from the date of record.

King Finishing will dso use the monthly usage records to cdculate totd monthly volatile
organic compound emissons and will natify the Divison in writing if the volaile organic
compound emissions exceed 3.33 tons during any cdendar month. This notification shdl be
postmarked by the fifteenth day of the following month and shdl include an explanation of
how King Finishing intends to maintain compliance the emisson limit.

Specific Requirements

A.

Operationd Flexibility

Not Applicable.

Alternaive Requirements

King Finishing did not request any dternative requirements.

Inggnificant Activities

A lig of indgnificant ectivities is atached a the end of the Title V pemit. These
inggnificant emisson units may also be seen in Sections 4.10 and 4.50 of the Title V permit
goplication.

Temporary Sources

This section is not gpplicable to this facility. 40 CFR 70.6(e) requires Georgia EPD to
provide for the permitting of certain types of temporary sources. This facility currently hes
no such sources and is unlikely to have such sources in the future. However, they may add
temporary sources provided that the facility follows any necessary regulatory procedures for
the operation of such sources. This may include amending the Title V' permit, if necessary.
Short-Term Activities

None Applicable.
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F.

Compliance Schedule/Progress Reports

The fadlity is in compliance with dl Air Qudity Regulaetions Therefore, no compliance
schedule or progress reports are necessary.

Emissons Trading

The fadility isnot involved in any emissions trading programs.

Acid Rain Requirements

Thisfacility is not subject to any requirements of Title 1V of the Clean Air Act.
Prevention of Accidental Releases

An Accidenta Release Prevention Program is necessary for Propane.
Stratospheric Ozone Protection Requirements

Not Applicable.

Pollution Prevention

There are no pollution prevention provisons incorporated into this Title V' permit.
Specific Conditions

None Applicable.

VIIl. General Provisons

Generic provisions have been included in this permit to address the requirementsin 40 CFR Part 70
that apply to dl TitleVV sources, and the requirements in Chapter 391-3-1 of the Georgia Rulesfor
Air Quality Control that apply to al stationary sources of air pollution.
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Draft Permit Review

Comments Taken into
Reviewing Program Comments Received (y/n)? Consideration in Draft Permit
(y/n)?
ISMP Yes Yes
SSCP No No
SSPP Unit Manager:
James Capp Date
SSPP Program Manager:
Jmmy Johnston Date

Printed: March 22, 2001 Page 18 of 18



TITLEV APPLICATION REVIEW - Addendum King Finishing, TV-9024
Addendum to Narrative

EPD issued draft Title V Permit 2261-251-0008-V-01-0 for King Finishing in Dover, Georgia on March 30,
2001. The public notice for this permit was published in The Sylvania Telephone Newspaper on April 26,
2001. The public comment period expired May 29, 2001. Comments were received from King Finishing
and te Georgia Center for Law in the Public Interest on May 31, 2001 and May 28, 2001 respectively;
however, no comments were received from EPA. The comments are summarized below followed by a
discusson of the comment and any changes made to the permit as aresult.

Below are EPD’ s responses to questions and issues raised by King Finishing.
1 Condition 1.3

The sentence that reads, “Some basic print patterns can be produced from the dye machines usng a
dye pad gpplication.” isincorrect and should be deleted.

Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments.

2. Condition 1.3
The sentence tha reads, “A continuous run of fabric in a finishing range begins by passng through a
series of dry cans which pre heat the fabric to dlow for a more optima absorption of the finishing
chemicals.” Isincorrect and should be changed or deleted.

Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments.

3. Condition 3.1

Emissons Unit P002; change “Zimme” to “MBK”. Make the same change throughout the
document.

Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments.

4. Condition 3.4.2
On the third line, delete the word “Pad” from between Range and DNR1. On fourth line, change
“F49” to “F40". On last ling, refer to PO02 as “MBK” Printer. Open Width Range, POW1, is not
listed in this paragraph; isthis an oversght, or isit excluded?

Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments. The Open Width Range was
omitted by an oversight and has been added to Condition 3.4.2.
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5. Condition 3.4.4

Make same changes asin para. 3.4.2

Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments. The Open Width Range was
omitted by an oversight and has been added to Condition 3.4.4.

6. Condition 3.4.6
Delete the word “Pad” from between the words Range and DNR1.
Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments.

7. Conditions 3.4.6 through 3.4.12

What is the basis for the rate of 30 tonghr?
Response: This comes directly from Georgia Rule391-3-1-.02(2)(e).

8. Condition 3.4.12

Refer to PO02 as“MBK” Printer
Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments.
9. Condition 4.2.1

On second line, change condition “3.3.3 (b)” t0 “3.3.3 ()"
Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments.
10.  Condition5.1.1

The sentence “Data shal be recorded during cdlibration checks and span adjusments” requires
explanation or clarification.

Response: If the facility were doing any cdibrations or span adjustments on any monitoring systems that
are required by the permit such as required by 5.2.1 then the facility needs to record data during that time.

11. Conditions 6.1.3 & 6.1.4

The contents of the semi-annua reports required by 6.1.3 appear to be the same & the contents of
the quarterly reports required by 6.1.4. The content and necessity for these two reports needs to be
carified; otherwise, it gppears that the two reports are a duplication of effort. Which emisson units
listed in 3.1 do these paragraphs gpply to? Paragraph 6.1.7 seems to imply that only boiler BOO2,
and the print ranges PO01 and PO02 requires quarterly reports.
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Response: Concerning 6.1.3, this condition is for reporting a falure to meet an emisson limitation or
standard contained in this permit and/or any failure to complete a work practice standard that are required
by the permit that is not otherwise described in Conditions 6.1.2 and 6.1.7.

Concerning 6.1.4, this condition describes the content of the report for the excess emissons, exceedances or
excursons that are defined in Condition 6.1.7. Under 6.1.4 the facility would only report excess emissons,
exceedances or excursons to Boiler BOO1, Boiler BOO2 (inadvertently omitted from 6.1.7 in draft permit),
Printers POO1 and POOL.

12. Condition 6.1.7h.ii.

Refer to PO02 as“MBK” Printer
Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments.
13. Condition 6.2.2

This requirement is currently in affect for boiler BO02. Clarification is needed to specificdly date
which emission units this paragraph appliesto.

Response: Boiler BO02 is the only equipment that is subject to Condition 6.22. The source code was
omitted by an oversight and Condition 6.2.2 has been updated.

14.  Condition 6.2.3

Reference to 3.4.6 for fud sulfur limitsis an error, and should be removed.
Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments.
15.  Condition 6.2.5

Refer to PO02 as“MBK” Printer
Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments.
16.  Condition 6.2.6

Refer to PO0O2 as“MBK” Printer
Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments.
17.  Condition 6.2.7

Refer to PO02 as“MBK” Printer

Response: EPD has updated the permit in reference to these comments.
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18. Conditions 3.4.2,8.18.1, & 8.19.3

Paragraphs 3.4.2 & 8.18.1 agree concerning the stated opacity limit of 40%: however, paragraph
8.19.3 dates that the opacity for fud burning equipment constructed or modified after January 1,
1972 is 20%. The following emisson units use fud-burning equipment that was constructed or
modified after 1 January, 1972: 1) Boiler BO02 2) Finishing Ranges, FR40, FR51, FR58, & FR59 3)
Heat Set Range, PHSL 4) Rope Range, PRR1 5) Yarn Preparation Range, PYPL 6) Preparation Open
Width Range, POW1 7) Zimmer Printer, POO1, and 8) MBK Printer, PO02. Clarification of the
opacity limits for each emission unit is needed.

Response: Fud burning equipment built after 1972 is subject to the 20% opecity limit in Georgia Rule 391-
3-1-.02(2)(d)3.  “Fue-burning Equipment” means equipment the primary purpose of which is the
production of therma energy from the combustion of any fue. Such equipment is generdly that used for,
but not limited to, heating water, generating or super hedting steam, heating ar as in warm ar furnaces,
furnishing process heat indirectly, through transfer by fluids or transmissons through process vessdl walls
By this definition, Boiler BO02 is subject to the 20% opacity limit by this definition, al other process
equipment are subject to the 40% opeacity limit under Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.02(2)(b)1.
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Below are EPD’ s responses to questions and issues raised by Georgia Center for Law in the Public Interest.

Generd Comments

1 EPD’S PUBLIC NOTICE PROCEDURES ARE NOT ADEQUATE

The Environmenta Protection Divison (EPD) did not undertake the required public participation
activities for this draft permit.  Therefore, EPD may not issue the find permit. 40 CFR §
70.7(a)(1)(i1). Rather, EPD must re-notice the draft permit for a new public comment period thet
follows, a a minimum, the public participation processes specified in the law.

Response: For this draft Title V permit, EPD carried out its standard procedure for public participation that
it has used for draft Title V permits for the past few years. EPD has reviewed its Title V public participation
process and has determined that it conforms to the Part 70 requirements, except as may be noted below.

However, EPD is currently consdering incorporating some of the changes suggested by the commenter in
order to improve the public participation process.

For example, 40 CFR 8§ 70.7(h)(1) requires that EPD give notice of this draft permit by mailing such
notice to a mailing lig that includes people that have requested to be on that malling lis. EPD did
not mail notice to people on the mailing list. In fact, EPD has not yet created such amailing list.

Respose: The commenter is correct and the Divison has created this malling lig. It went into effect in June
2001.

Furthermore, the Implementation Agreement between EPD and US EPA Region 4 for the Title V
Operating Permit Program (1A) provides that EPD will put the end date for EPA’s review period in
addition to the end date for the public comment period in the public notice. IA a 16. The end date
for the public comment period placed on the web is inaccurate. EPD dtates on its web page that the
public comment period ends on May 26, 2001. However, May 26, 2001 is a Saturday. The
following Monday, May 28, 2001, is Memoria Day. Under Georgia law, if the end date of a public
comment period is a weekend or holiday, the public comment period is extended to the next working
day. O.C.GA. § 1-3-1(d)(3). Therefore, EPD should have listed the end of the public comment
period as May 29, 2001. Similarly, the end date for the public notice in the newspaper because it is
actually 33 days and not 30 days after the notice gppears in the newspaper.

Response: The Divison disagrees with the commenter regarding the necessty of dating the public notice
announcements.  Officid public notices for draft Title V operating permits are published in the legd organ
of the county in which the Title V source is located and on the Divison's web page. The notice that is
published in the legd organ is dated, since each edition of a newspaper is dated and carries the date of
publication on each and every page. The public notice clearly dates that Acomments must be received by
the EPD no later than 30 days after the date on which this notice is published in the newspaper.i Since the
newspaper itsdf is dated, the reader can clearly deduce the comment period deadline. The Public Notice
that is published on the Divison's web dte is an exact copy of the one published in the legd organ.
Although this verson of the Public Notice is not dated in the manner that the print verdgon is dated, the web
dte does dealy indicate the deadline by which dl comments from the public must be submitted to the
Divison. The Divison takes care to ensure that the posting of a public notice on the web dte coincides
with or precedes the publication of the printed notice in the legd organ. Concerning the language in the 1A,
it must be pointed out that the IA is intended to facilitate EPA review; EPA uses our webste so EPD
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consders that requirement to be met.  Findly, it must adso be pointed out that EPD has dways put the end
date on our web site.

As to the end date of EPA’s review period, it is not sufficient for EPD to put this date in the public
notice as 45 days after the public comment period begins. The redity is that the end date for EPA’s
review period changes. As such, by dating that the review period ends “45 days’ after the public
comment period commences, EPD could potentidly provide inaccurate information.  Faling to
provide accurate information regarding EPA’s review of the proposed permit greatly inhibits the
ability of the public to paticipate in the permitting process because the end date of EPA’s review
period is the first day of the public's 60-day period to petition EPA to object to the permit. It is
important that the public know when this time period begins and whether EPA has dready objected
to the permit in order for them to be able to determine whether to file a petition to EPA. To remedy
this dilemma and provide accurate information, we recommend that EPD add two more entries on its
web page. Firgt, EPD should provide a timely entry indicating whether or not EPA has objected to
the permit with the following possble answers: yes, no and has not decided. Second, EPD should
creste an entry indicating the precise date that EPA’s review period ends. While EPD can initidly
cdculate this date as 45 days after the date the public comment period begins, in order to comply
with the A and 40 CFR § 70.7(h), EPD must continue to update this information on day 46 and
thereafter depending on whether EPA’ s review period has truly expired.

Response:  The Divison maintains that its policy and procedures reflect the Clean Air Act requirements.
Further, the Divison does not believe that the possble benefits derived from putting these dates on the web
page judtify the added web maintenance burden, which would require updating the dates in a timely manner.

However, in order to satisfy the concerns of the commenter, the Divison has initiated a practice of notifying
members of the public who comment on the draft permit, as to whether or not EPD intends to Are-propose,d
as 0on as possible after the end of the 30 day public comment period. Those individuas are then notified

when the permit is re-proposed to EPA which Are-dtartf) EPA:s 45 day comment period. The Georgia
Center for Law in the Public Interest was naotified as such for this permit.

The commenter implies that the date of the end of the EPA comment period is ill defined. That is not the
case, asindicated below.

1. For a draft Title V permit for which there have been no comments received, and when the Divison does
not need to modify the permit and so does not need to re-propose the permit, the public petitioning deadline
is 135 days from the date of publication of the public notice. That is the 30-day public notice period plus the
45-day EPA review plus the 60-day petition period. The period is 135 days even if the permit undergoes
pardld review by EPA.

2. If adraft Title V permit must be modified after the draft is issued, that Title V permit must be re-proposed
to EPA. At that point, EPA=s 45 day review period is Are-startedd. This is done nearly every time the
Divison receives comments from the company or the public. Shortly after the end of the comment period
of each draft permit, the Divison determines whether the permit must be modified, in response to
comments, and thus will be re-proposed to EPA. The Divison has initiated a process to inform any member
of the public who comments on a permit, shortly after the end of the comment period, whether the Divison
is likdy to re-propose the permit. Upon re-proposa, the public petition deadline will occur 105 days
afterwards, which includes 45 days for the second EPA review plus 60 days. The commenter is then
notified of the date that the permit is re-proposed, thus dlowing that individud to determine precisdy when
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the petition deadline occurs. As indicated above, the Georgia Center for Law in the Public Interest was
notified as described above for this permit.

In addition, 40 CFR § 70.7(h)(2) dates that the public notice will explan where the public can
review dl rdevant supporting documents. EPD’s public notice dtates that dl rdevant information is
available a the Air Protection Branch in Suite 120. This may not be accurate. For example,
relevant information may be located in an EPD regiond office. In addition, information relevant to
accidental releases under Clean Air Act 8 112(r) may be located at other agencies. EPD has recently
daed an intent to provide the public with a lig of where dl of the information is avalabdle
However, we are unaware that such information has been made available.

Response: All information used in the development of the draft Title V permit is located a the Air
Protection Branch asindicated in the public notice,

Findly, the public notice dso contains inaccurate information. For example, the notice states “[t]his
permit will be enforceable by the Georgia EPD and the U.S. Environmenta Protection Agency.”
This datement is incomplete.  The permit will dso be enforcegble by any “person.” 42 U.SC. 8
7604(a). The Clean Air Act defines “person” to include an individud, corporation, partnership,
association, State, municipdity, and a political subdivison of astate. 42 U.S.C. § 7602(e).

Response: The commenter correctly noted that the permit, when issued, will be enforceable by the public.
The Divison believes that the current, sandardized public notice is correct as published and fulfills al the
requirements for such notices as set forth by the Act and the U.S. EPA. However, the Divison will examine
the wording of the public notice in light of this comment to determine if any changes or possble
improvements are warranted in order to properly encourage the participation of dl persons.

While this overaght may appear indgnificant, correcting this misstatement is important for at least
two reasons.  To begin with, it is inherently important for the government to dways provide the
public with accurate information regarding implementation of ar pollution laws. In addition, EPD
has recognized that public involvement in the Operaing Permit program has been limited. The onus
is on the gtate agency to involve people in this regulatory process. 40 CF.R. § 70.7(h). It is only
with full and meaningful public participation that we can hope to have clean ar here in Georgia See
genegdly Ashley Schannauer, Science and Policy in Risk Assessment: The Need for Effective Public
Paticipation, 24 Vermont Law Review 31 (1999). In order to involve the public in the Operating
Permit program, an important firg sep is to convince the public that this program is a legitimate
means by which the public can participate to achieve the god of ataining clean ar. If the public is
aware of ther right to enforce a permit, they are more likdy to put effort into ensuring that the
permit is adequately protective of the environment.

Furthermore, the public notice dates that “[after the comment period has expired, the EPD will
consder dl comments, make any necessary changes and issue the Title V' operaing permit.” This
datement is inaccurate.  Specificdly, the statement suggests that, while changes may be made, in the
end, the permit will be issued. However, under certain circumstances, EPD is required to refuse to
issue a Title V permit. 40 CFR § 70.7(a). As such, the aforementioned statement could be
interpreted as an indication of EPD’s predispostion to issue Title V permits regardless of whether
the permit complies with the law. See American Wildlands v. Forest Service, CV 97-160-M-DWM
(D.Mont. Apr. 16, 1999)(Denying government deference because of evidence of predispostion
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towards a predetermined outcome). Therefore, we suggest that EPD include an additiona statement
that it will make a determination of whether to issue the permit.

Response: EPD has determined that the language in the public notice meets the Public Notification
requirements of 40 CFR 70.7(h)(2). EPD has not received any information to indicate that a Pat 70
operating permit should be denied for thisfadility.

2. THE PERMIT IMPERMISSIBLY LIMITS ENFORCMENT TO “CITIZENS OF
THE UNITED STATES”

Section 82.1. of the draft permit dams to limit enforcement to citizens of the United States.
However, the Clean Air Act dates that any person can take an enforcement action. 42 U.S.C. §
7604(a). Therefore, the permit must be changed to date that any person can enforce this permit.
Furthermore, the permit is mideading by incduding mention of the public's right to sue under a
section entitted “EPA  Authority.”  We recommend that EPD creste a sSeparate section which
discusses the public’' s right to sue under a heading such as “Public’ s Enforcement Authority.”

Siera Club has raised this issue in prior comments on other Title V proposed permits. Nevertheless,
no changes have been made to the permit template. This may be an indicaion that EPD needs to
establish or improve a system to capture and implement lessons learned.

Response: The language of Condition 8.2.1 was derived from 40 CFR * 70.6(b)(1), which states that Part
70 permits Aare enforceable by the Adminigrator and citizens under the Act.l Neither the public notice nor
the language in Condition 8.2.1 of the permit affects the fact that any person, as authorized by the Act, can
enforce the permit.  Thus the statement in Condition 8.2.1, indicating that Adtizens) can enforce the permit,
IS not an incorrect statement, nor is the statement in the public notice incorrect.  The permit has therefore not
been modified in response to this comment.

3. THE PERMIT MUST REQUIRE THE PERMITTEE TO SUBMIT ALL
MONITORING INFORMATION TO EPD

40 CFR 8 70.6(a8)(3)(iii)(A) and 42 U.S.C. § 7661(c)(a) require that permits issued by State agencies
include a requirement for submittal of reports of any required monitoring & least every 6 months.
The permit does not contain any such requirement.

EPD may clam tha condition 53.1 of the permit satisfies the requirements of 8 70.6(a)(3)(iii)(A).
However, condition 5.3.1 requires reporting of excess emissons, exceedances and/or excursions.
The reporting of these deviations is required by 8§ 70.6(8)(iii)(B). However, § 70.6(a)(iii)(A)
requires reporting of al monitoring. It is a cardind rule of Satutory and regulatory interpretation
that a regulation should be interpreted in such a manner as to not render any provison of the
regulation meaningless. However, EPD's dam that reporting of deviaions conditutes reporting of
any required monitoring renders 8§ 70.6(a)(iii)(A) meaningless as it would be redundant to §
70.6(a)(iii)(B).

It is true that Condition 6.1.4.b does require bi-annua reporting of totd process operating time
during each reporting period. While this certainly is a smdl sep towards compliance with §
70.6(a)(iii)(A), that subsection requires reporting of all monitoring. Tota processng time is just one
monitoring requirement. However, Condition 5.3.2.b requires daily recording of the average hourly
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nitrogen oxides emisson rates for Boiler BO02. This is exactly the type of monitoring that §
70.6(8)(iii)(A) requires to be reported at least bi-annudly and that King Finishing's permit does not
require. Therefore EPD should change the draft permit to include a requirement for bi-annud
reporting of al monitoring data.

Response: The section of the United States Code cited by the commenter requires that the Permittee submit,
no less than every sx months, the results of any required monitoring. 40 CFR 40 * 70.6(a)(3)(iii) and
Georgia Rule 391-3-1-.03(10)(d)1.(i), which incorporates the federad requirements by reference, require the
submittdl, a least every six months, of reports of any required monitoring. These citations do not require the
submittal of copies of al monitoring data recorded by the Permittee; rather, they require submitta of reports
on the results of this monitoring. Condition 5.3.1 of the permit, for which these comments were submitted,
requires such reports to be submitted semi-annudly, by July 30 and January 30, for the preceding caendar
semi-annua periods of each year. The permit has therefore not been modified in response to this comment.

4. THE PERMIT CANNOT LIMIT CREDIBLE EVIDENCE FROM BEING USED
IN AN ENFORCEMENT ACTION

As emphasized by the United States Environmenta Protection Agency’s (EPA) Credible Evidence
Rule, 62 FR 8314 (Feb. 24, 1997), the Clean Air Act (CAA) dlows the public, EPD, EPA, and the
regulated facility to rey upon any credible evidence to demondrate violaions of or compliance with
the terms and conditions of a Title V operating permit. Specificaly, EPA revised 40 CFR § 51.212,
51.12. 52.30, 60.11 and 61.12 to “make clear that enforcement authorities can prosecute actions
based exclusvely on any credible evidence, without the need to rely on any data from a particular
reference test.” 62 FR a 8316. EPD must ensure that no permit purports to limit the use of credible
evidence. Moreover, the permit should include standard language dating that dl credible evidence

may be used.
A. EPD Must Remove Language that Purports to Limit Credible
Evidence

EPD must ensure that its Title V permits contain no language tha could be interpreted to limit
credible evidence. For example, condition 4.1.3. in King Hnishings permit dates that “[t]he
methods for the determination of compliance with emissons limits listed under Sections 3.2, 3.3, 34
and 3.5 which pertain to the emission units lised in Section 3.1 are as follows” One could read this
provision to stand for the propostion that when a government agency or member of the public takes
an enforcement action for a permittee violating its permit, the enforcer can only rey on information
from the methods of determindion liged in the permit. This pogtion is directly contrary to the
Clean Air Act requirements in CAA 88 113(a), 113(e)(1) and 40 CFR § 51.212, 51.12. 52.30, 60.11
and 61.12 which dlow anyone teking an enforcement action to rdy on any credible evidence.
Therefore, the aforementioned sentence in Section 4.1.3 should be stricken.

Another example of the permit’s attempt to limit credible evidence is found in the second sentence
of condition 8.17.1. This condition cams to limit usable evidence to information thet is available to
EPD. Of course, the public or EPA may obtain information about a facility from sources other EPD
such as information from a “whigtleblower” or from people that live near the facility. As such, it is
inappropriate to limit credible evidence to exclude such information. Therefore, the aforementioned
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provison must be removed from the permit. Of course, the preferred option is to Smply remove the
sentence. A less dedrable option isto re-write it to state that “EPD may determine. . ..”

Smilaly, Condition 6.1.3 of the permit, which dates tha “falures shal be determined through
observation, data from any monitoring protocol, or by any other monitoring which is required by the
permit,” could be consdered to limit the use of credible evidencee  To correct the problem, this
Condition should include an additiond dause requiring reporting of any falure based on any
credible evidence, as wel as observation, data from monitoring protocols and other monitoring
required by the permit.

B. EPD Should Include Standard Language in the Permit that Explicitly
States that Anyone Can Use Any Credible Evidence

The permit does not affirmatively date that any credible evidence may be used in an enforcement
action. EPA supports the incuson of credible evidence language in dl Title V permits  As
explained by the Acting Chief of US EPA’s Air Programs branch:

It is the United States Environmenta Protections Agency’s postion that the
generd language addressing the use of credible evidence is necessary to make it
clear that despite any other language contained in the permit, credible evidence
can be usad to show compliance or noncompliance with agpplicable requirements. .
. . [A] regulated entity could congirue the language to mean tha the methods for
demondrating compliance specified in the permit are the only methods admissible
to demondrate violation of the permit terms. It is important that Title V permits
not lend themsdlves to thisimproper congtruction.

Letter from Cheryl L. Newton, Acting Chief, Air Programs Branch, EPA, to Robert F. Hodanbos,
Chief, Divison of Air Pollution Control, Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, dated October 30,
1998. In fact, EPA agpparently sent a letter in May 1998 specificdly directing EPD to amend its SIP
to include language clarifying tha any credible evidence may be used. Neverthdess, while three
years have elapsed since EPA’ s request, the permit does not contain the necessary language.

While anyone may rdy on all credible evidence regardless of whether this condition appears in the
permit, EPD should include credible evidence language in the permits and permit template to make
the point clear. Specificdly, EPA has recommended that the following language be incuded in dl
TitleV permits:

Notwithstanding the conditions of this permit that dtate specific methods that may
be used to assess compliance or noncompliance with applicable requirements,
other credible evidence may be used to demonsrate compliance or
noncompliance.

Letter from Stephen Rothblatt, Acting Director, Air and Radiaion Divison, US EPA, to Paul
Deubenetzky, Indiana Department of Environmental Management, dated July 28, 1998. We request
that EPD include this provison in the permit to daify the avalability of any credible evidence to
demonstrate noncompliance with permit requirements.
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Response: The Divison believes that adequate provisons for consderation of credible evidence have been
included in Condition 8.17.1, which dates, in part, that ADetermination of whether acceptable operating and
maintenance procedures are being used will be based on any information available to the Divison which
may include, but is not limited to, monitoring results, observations of the opacity or other characteridics of
emissons, review of operating and maintenance procedures or records, and ingpection or survelllance of the
source.(i

Furthermore, the prescribed performance test methods and procedures, which ae incorporated in the
Georgia Rules for Air Qudity Control, contain clear provisons that, by prescribing such procedures,
nothing would preclude the additional use of other credible evidence, ether for compliance certifications or
for establishing whether or not a source is in violation of any emissons limitation or sandard. [See Rule
391-3-1.02(3)(8) and the referenced Procedures for Testing and Monitoring Sources of Air Pollutants at
Section 1.3(g).] Even without this direct incluson, the Rules themsaves are cited in al permits issued by
the Divison.

The Divison has dected not to include any additiond language beyond the Rules cited above because it is
our beief that any attempt to darify the rule or define credible evidence will generdly produce an
impresson of limiting of the scope of the rule. This we do not wish to do. The Divison bdieves that any
chdlenge to the authority of the U.S. EPA, State of Georgia, or any citizen with standing to use any credible
evidence would essly be turned away. On the other hand, if limiting language such as that offered in the
referenced EPA text were to be used, arguments to use such statements to Awhither awvayl a the generd
principle could and most probably would be made. For indance, petitioners might suggest that the
datement was only meant to apply to Stated test methods and not work practice or other parts of the
goplicable gandards, including the genera provisons to the rules. Theefore, for the benefit of the
enforceability of the standards by using any credible evidence available, the permit need not and is not being
modified.

S. THE PERMIT MUST REQUIRE THE PERMITTEE TO REPORT ALL EXCEEDANCES,
EXCURSIONS AND EXCESS EMISSIONS.

Condition 6.1.7. limits the exceedances, excurdons and excess emissons that the facility must
report. This needs to be removed because 40 C.F.R. § 70.6(a)(3)(iii)(B) and (6)(i) mandates that the
permit require the permittee to report al exceedances, excesses and excursions.

Response: The Divison agrees that al exceedances, excursons and excesses be reported and therefore
Condition 6.1.4 of the proposed permit states AThe Permittee shal submit a written report containing any
excess emissons, exceedances, and/or excursionsY@ Condition 6.1.7, by liging explicity wha conditutes
an excess emisson, exceedance, and excursion, makes this requirement practically enforcesble

6. THE PERMIT DOESNOT FULLY INCLUDE THE ACCIDENTAL
RELEASE REQUIREMENTS

Section 112(r) of the Clean Air Act sets out the requirements for sationary sources to avoid and
address the accidenta release of hazardous substances. 42 U.S.C. 8§ 7412(r). Section 112(r) is an
gpplicable requirement under Title V and therefore must be included in Title V permits. 40 C.FR.
§ 70.2(Applicable Requirements (4)).
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However, the permit does not contain this requirement in its entirety. While Anchor’s Permit does
date that “the Permittee shdl submit a Risk Management Plan (RMP) in accordance with the 40
CFR Pat 68, when and if, such requirement becomes applicable,” Section 7.10.1, it fails to require
that the permit comply with its Risk Management Plan or with any other requirement under Part 68
or Section 112(r). For example, 42 U.S.C. 8§ 7412(r)(7)(E) requires that the operator of a source
subject to Part 68 operate its facility in compliance with Pat 68. Therefore, EPD needs to
completely incorporate Section 112(r) and Part 68 into Section 7.10 of the permit.

Response: As indicated in the text of the comment, EPD includes the 112(r) requirements in Condition
7.10.1 of Title V permits. EPD has reviewed language of condition 7.10.1 and has modified it in order to
better reflect the requirements of 112(r).

Specific Comments

7.

THE NARRATIVE ISINCOMPLETE

40 CFR 8§ 70.7(8)(5) requires that EPD provide a statement that sets forth the legal and factual basis
for the draft permit conditions. EPD cdls this statement a Narrative. EPD needs to include in the
Narrative an explanaion of the presence or lack thereof of any modification or renovation of Boiler
BOO1l. This is important because any such modification or renovation would mean 391-3-1-
.02(2)(g)(1) would gpply. Such a change in agpplicable regulations would place dricter limitations on
emissons and therefore impacts the area surrounding King Finishing. To the extent that any
modifications to Boiler BOO1 are somehow exempt from the regulation, EPD must provide a reason
for this exemption.

Response: Based on dl available information EPD believed that the boiler BOO1 has not been modified in
such away such that it would become subject to any different gpplicable regulations.

8.

INCOMPLETE REFERENCE TO PSD REQUIREMENTS

The permit does not contain a review of whether the facllity has complied with Prevention of
Sgnificant Deterioration (PSD) requirements.  Although the facility clams to have avoided PSD
requirements, there is no andyss of whether the permittee has made changes to the facility tha
trigger PSD. In light of the fact that areas of Georgia in addition to the Metro Atlanta Area are
headed towards designation for non-attanment and U.S. v. Alabama Power Company, 99CV 2859
(N.D.Ga. 1999)(JEC), EPD should be particularly sendtive to this issue.  Accordingly, EPD should
review the facility to ensure that it has complied with PSD requirements.

Response: During its review EPD has not discovered any information that the company has rot complied
with PSD requirements.
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0.

THE NARRATIVE DOESNOT PROVIDE THE COMPLETE FACTUAL AND LEGAL BASIS
FOR THE PERMIT.

In generd, the narrative provides very limited asssance to the public. It provides no additiond
information than what is dready in the draft permit and sometimes actually mideads the public. For
example, section V.B. of the narative clams that the permit requires monitoring and corrective
action. However, the narrative does not explan that the permit actudly alows the permittee to
avoid corrective action by submitting a request to EPD. Nor does the permit explain the legd
authority EPD has to dlow the permittee to avoid the new source performance standard. Similarly,
Section VI.LA of the narative dtates that the permit requires the reporting of any exceedance, excess
and excurson. However, the narrative does not explain that Section 6.1.7 of the permit exempts the
permittee from reporting all excess emissions and excursions and many exceedances.

Response: It wes an oversght that EPD did not include reporting for excursions discovered by the vishble
emissons check on BOOl. For the purpose of this permit any required dally determination of visble
emissions from boiler BOO1 greater than or equa to 30 percent that is not corrected within 24 hours of first
discovering the visble emissonsisto be reported as an excursion.

10.

THE PERMIT IMPERMISSIBLY ALLOWS PREDICTIONS OF NOx
EMISSIONS

Condition 5.3.2.b dlows for the prediction of NOx emisson rates. However, Part 70 requires that
there be monitoring. 40 CFR 70.6(8)(3). No where in Part 70 does it dtate that “prediction” is an
acceptable subgtitute for monitoring. Therefore, the permit should not alow prediction.

Response: Predictive Emisson Monitoring Systems (PEMYS) is dlowed under 40 CFR 60.48(g)(2) and is
congdered monitoring.
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1.3 Overall Facility Process Description

This plant is involved in the bleaching, dyeng, finishing and printing of cotton and
manmade fabrics. There are four primary areas. preparation, dyeing, finishing, and printing.
Based on the specific product required portions of each sub process can/will be used in
numerous combinations to meet a customer specification. The purpose of preparation is to
increase dimendona ability, to remove chemicds used in the weaving or fiber preparation,
to improve dye affinity/uptake, and to improve drength of the fabric. There can be severd
deps involved induding sngeing, desizing, heat sdting, mercerization, bleaching, and

washing. The dyeing department is a continuous process and typicdly condsts of dye
appllcatlon dye frxatlon with chemlcais or heat washrng, and dryrng Some—basc—prmt
< cati Fnishing

refers to any operatlons (other than preparatlon and coIorl ng) that improve the. appearance
and/or usefulness of fabric after it has been woven or knitted. Finishing encompasses any of
severd mechanica and chemica processes performed on fiber, yarn, or fabric to improve its

appearance texture, or performance A—eentrnuous—run—ef—tden&m—a—f—mrshmg—range—begms

abeorpﬂon—of—the—ﬁnrshng—ehm»@s The fabrrc then passes through the frnlsh paol where
the chemicas are applied, a pre-dryer and then another set of dry cans before entering the
tenter house. The tenter house uses tension to gretch the fabric to the desired width. The
finish desred and the placement in the overdl process is dependant on the conditions given
by the customer.

3.1 Emisson Units

Emission Units Specific Limitations/Requir ements Air Pollution Control Devices
o Applicable Corresponding Permit .
'D No. | Description Requirements/Standards | Conditions 'DNo. | Description
B0OO1 Babcock & Wilcox 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 341, 342,343,522, | None NA
Boiler rated at 150 391-3-1-.02(2)(d) 6.2.4
MM Btu/hr 391-3-1-.02(2)(g)
B002 Babcock & Wilcox 391-3-1-.02(2)(d) 3.2.2,331, 332, 333, | None NA
Boiler rated at 181 391-3-1-.02(2)(g) 345,421,521, 531,
MM Btu/hr 40 CFR Part 60, subpart Db | 5.3.2,5.3.3,6.1.7,6.2.3
DNR1 | Dye Narrow Range Pad | 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 342,344,346 None NA
Application 391-3-1-.02(2)(e)
391-3-1-.02(2)(q)
DWRIL | Dye Wide Range Pad | 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 342,344,346 None | NA
Application 391-3-1-.02(2)(e)
391-3-1-.02(2)(9)
FR40 Aztec Finishing Range 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 34.2,34.4,347 None NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e)
391-3-1-.02(2)(g)
FR51 Aztec Finishing Range 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 342,344,347 None NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e)
391-3-1-.02(2)(q)
FR58 Aztec Finishing Range 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 342,344,347 None NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e)
391-3-1-.02(2)(q)
FR59 | Aztec Finishing Range 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 342,344 347 None | NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e)
391-3-1-.02(2)(9)
PHST | Heat Setting 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 342,344,348 None | NA
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391-3-1-.02(2)(e)
391-3-1-.02(2)(g)
POW1 | Preparation Open Width | 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 342,344,349 None | NA
Range 391-3-1-.02(2)(e)
PRR1 | RopeRange 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 34.2,344,34.10 None NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e)
391-3-1-.02(2)(q)
PYPL | Yarn Preparation 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 342,344 3411 None | NA
391-3-1-.02(2)(e)
391-3-1-.02(2)(g)
PO01 Zimmer Printer & Aztec | 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 3.2.1,34.2,34.4, None NA
Tubular Jet Print Dryer 391-3-1-.02(2)(e) 34.12,6.25,6.2.6,6.2.7
391-3-1-.02(2)(g)
P002 Zimmer MBK Printer & | 391-3-1-.02(2)(b) 321,342,344, None NA
Aztec Tubular Jet Print | 391-3-1-.02(2)(e) 34.12,6.25,6.2.6, 627
Dryer 391-3-1-.02(2)(9)
TOO3 Distillate Fuel Qil 40 CFR 60 Subpart Kb 6.2.1 None NA
Storage Tanks
TOO4 Didtillate Fuel Qil 40 CFR 60 Subpart Kb 6.2.1 None NA
Storage Tanks
TO05 Distillate Fuel Qil 40 CFR 60 Subpart Kb 6.2.1 None NA
Storage Tanks

* Generally applicable requirements contained in this permit may also apply to emission units listed above.

34.2

34.4

3.4.6

The Permittee shdl not discharge, or cause the discharge, into the amosphere any
gases that exhibit visble emissons, the opacity of which is equd to or greater than
forty (40) percent from the following equipment: boiler, BOO1, Dye Range RPad DNR1
and DWR1, Finishing Range F49 F40, F51, F58, F59, Heat Setting Range, PHSI,
Rope Range, PRR1, Yarn Preparation Range, PYPLl, Open Width Range, POW1,
Zimmer Printer & Aztec Tubular Jet Print Dryer, POO1 and Ziwer MBK Printer &
Aztec Tubular Jet Print Dryer, PO02. [391-3-1-.02(2)(b)1.]

The Permittee shdl not fire any fue tha contans grester than 2.5-weight percent
ulfur in the following process equipment: Dye Range Pad DNR1 and DWRI,
Fnishing Range F49 F40, F51, F58, F59, Heat Setting Range, PHS1, Rope Range,
PRR1, Open Width Range, POW1, Yan Preparation Range, PYPL, Zimmer Printer
& Aztec Tubular Jet Print Dryer, POO1 and Zimmer MBK Printer & Aztec Tubular Jet
Print Dryer, PO02. [391-3-1-.02(2)(g)2.]

The Permittee shal not discharge, or cause the discharge, into the amosphere from
esch Dye Range Pad DNR1 and DWR1 any gases, which contain PM in excess of the
rate, derived from the equation noted below. [391-3-1-.02(2)(e)1.]

a For process input weight rate up to and including 30 tong'hr:
E=4.1P"%"; or

b. For process input weight rate above 30 tong/hr:
E=55P"! - 40

where E equals the dlowable PM emission rate in pounds per hour; and P equas the
total dry process input weight rate in tons per hour.
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3.4.12

4.2.1

6.1.7

The Permittee shdl not discharge, or cause the discharge, into the atmosphere from
eech Zimmer Printer & Aztec Tubular Jet Print Dryer, POO1 and MBK Printer &
Aztec Tubular Jet Print Dryer, P002, any gases, which contain PM in excess of the
rate, derived from the equation noted below. [391-3-1-.02(2)(e)1.]

a For process input weight rate up to and including 30 tong'hr:
E=4.1P"%"; or

b. For process input weight rate above 30 tong/hr:
E=55P"! - 40

where E eguds the dlowable PM emission rate in pounds per hour; and P equds the
total dry process input weight rate in tons per hour.

For Boiler BO02 the Permittee shal, upon request, determine compliance with the
Nitrogen Oxides (NOy) emisson limitation in Condition 3.3.3 g a) through the use of
a 30-day performance tes using the Continuous Monitoring Sysem (CMS) required
by Condition 521 (b). For the purpose of monitoring during periods when
performance tests are not requested, Nitrogen Oxides emissons data collected by the
CMS shdl be used to cdculate a 30-day rolling average emisson rate on a daily bass
and used to prepare the report required by Condition 6.1.4. A new 30-day rolling
average emisson rate is caculated each steam generating unit operating day as the
average of dl of the hourly NOy emisson data for the preceding 30 steam generdting
unit operating days.

[40 CFR 60.46b (e)(4)]

For the purpose of reporting excess emissons, exceedances or excursons in the
report required in Condition 6.1.4, the following excess emissions, exceedances, and
excursions shdl be reported:

[391-3-1-.02(6)(b)1, 40 CFR 70.6(a)(3)(i), and 40 CFR 60.46b]

a  Exces emissons (means for the purpose of this Condition and Condition
6.1.4, any condition that is detected by monitoring or record keeping which is
specificdly defined, or dated to be, excess emissons by an applicable
requirement)

I. Any sSx-minute average opacity, as recorded by the Continuous
Opacity Monitoring System ingtdled on Boiler B0O02, that exceeds 20
percent, except that one six-minute average per hour of up to 27
percent need not be reported

b. Exceedances (means for the purpose of this Condition and Condition 6.1.4,
any condition that is detected by monitoring or record keeping that provides
data in tems of an emisson limitation or sandard and that indicates that
emissons (or opacity) do not meet the gpplicable emisson limitation or
sandard consgent with the averaging period specified for averaging the
results of the monitoring)
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6.2.2

6.2.3

6.2.5

I Any 30-day rolling average nitrogen oxide emisson rate, as measured
by the Continuous Monitoring System ingdled on the Boiler B0OO2
that exceeds 0.2 Ib/MMBtu

I Any 12-consecutive month period during which the combined totd
VOC eamissons of the Zimmer Printer POO1 and MBK Printer PO02
exceeds 40 tons.

ii. Any time in which the fuel oil is burned in Boiler BO0O2 contains
mor e than 0.5 per cent sulfur by weight.

Iv. Any time in which the fuel oil burned in Boiler BOO1l contains
mor e than 3.0 per cent sulfur, by weight.

c. Excursons (means for the purpose of this Condition and Condition 6.1.4, any
depature from an indicator range or vaue edablished for monitoring
condgtent with any averaging period specified for averaging the results of the
monitoring)

I Any required daily determination of visble emissons from boiler
B0OO1 greater than or equal to 30 percent that is not corrected
within 24 hoursof first discovering the visible emissions.

The Permittee shdl record and maintain records of the amounts of each fud
combusted during each day in boiler BOO2 and cdculate the annud capacity factor
individudly for naturd ges and didillate oil, for each cdendar quarter. The annud
capacity factor is determined on a 12-month ralling average basis with a new annud
capacity factor caculated at the end of each calendar month.

[40 CFR 60.49b(d)]

For dl didillate oil received for combugion in the boiler BO02, the Permittee shal
demondrate compliance with the fud sulfur limit contained in Condition 3:4-6 3.3.2
through the use of fud supplier cetifications A fud supplier cetification shal
contain the following information: (1) the name of the supplier; and (2) a statement
from the supplier that the oil complies with the specifications of Numbers 1 or 2 fud
oil contaned in ASTM D396. Quarterly reports shdl be submitted to the Divison
catifying that only oil meeting this definition was combuded in the affected facility
during the preceding quarter.

[40 CFR 60.42b(j) and 40 CFR 60.49b(n)]

The Peamittee shdl mantan monthly usage records of dl materids containing
voldile organic compounds used in the Zimmer Printer, POO1 and MBK Printer,
PO02. These records shdl include the tota weight of each materid used, the volatile
organic compound content of each materia (expressed as a weight percentage), and
the weight of any materia digposed as waste. All cdculations used to figure usages
should be kept as part of the monthly record. These usage records shdl be kept
available for ingpection or submitta for five years from the date of record.
[391-3-1-.02(6)(b)1 and 40 CFR 70.6(a)(3)(i)]
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6.2.6 The Permittee shdl cdculate, usng the monthly usage records required by Condition

6.2.7

7.10.1

No. 6.25, the combined monthly emissons of volatile organic compounds (VOC)
from Zimmer Printer POO1 and MBK Printer PO02. The Permittee shal submit with
the quarterly report required by Condition 6.1.4, a 12-consecutive month ota of the
combined VOC emissons from the printers for each month in the reporting period. A
12-consecutive month total of combined VOC emissons shdl be defined as the sum
of a reporting period month’'s tota plus the totads of the previous eleven consecutive
months.

[391-3-1-.02(6)(b)1 and 40 CFR 70.6(a)(3)(i)]

The Peamittee shdl notify the Dividon in writing if the volaile organic compound
emissons from the Zimmer Printer POO1 and MBK Printer POO2 combined exceed
3.33 tons during any calendar morth. This notification shal be posmarked by the
fifteenth day of the following month and shdl incdude an explanation of how the
Permittee intends to maintain compliance the emisson limit in Condition 3.2.1.
[391-3-1-.02(6)(b)1 and 40 CFR 70.6(a)(3)(i)]

When and if the requirements of 40 CFR Part 68 become applicable, the
Permittee shall comply will all applicable requirements of 40 CFR Part 68,
including the following.

a. The Permittee shall submit a Risk Management Plan (RMP) as provided in
40 CFR Part 68.150 through 68.185. The RMP shall include a registration
that reflects all covered processes.

b. For processes digible for Program 1, as provided in 40 CFR 68.10, the
Permitee shall comply with 7.10.1a and the following additional
requir ements:

i Analyze the worst-case release scenario for the process(es), as
provided in 40 CFR 68.25; document that the nearest public receptor
is beyond the dstance to a toxic or flammable endpoint defined in 40
CFR 68.22(a); and submit in the RMP the wor st-case r elease scenario
asprovided in 40 CFR 68.165.

ii. Complete the five-year accident history for the process as provided in
40 CFR 68.42 and submit in the RMP as provided in 40 CFR 68.168

iil. Ensure that response actions have been coordinated with local
emer gency planning and response agencies
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iv.

Include a certification in the RMP as specified in specified in 40 CFR
68.12(b)(4)

c. For processes subject to Program 2, as provided in 40 CFR 68.10, the
Permittee shall comply with 7.10.1.a.,, 7.10.1.b. and the following additional
requirements:

Develop and implement a management system as provided in 40 CFR
68.15

Conduct a hazard assessment as provided in 40 CFR 68.20 through
68.42

Implement the Program 2 prevention steps provided in 40 CFR 68.48
through 68.60 or implement the Program 3 prevention steps provided
in 40 CFR 68.65 through 68.87

Develop and implement an emergency response program as provided
in 40 CFR 68.90 through 68.95

Submit as part of the RMP the data on prevention program eements
for Program 2 processes as provided in 40 CFR 68.170

d. For processes eigible for Program 3, as provided in 40 CFR 68.10, the
Permittee shall comply with 7.10.1.a., 7.10.1.b. and the following additional
requir ements:

Develop and implement a management system as provided in 40 CFR
68.15

Conduct a hazard assessment as provided in 40 CFR 68.20 through
68.42

Implement the prevention requirements of 40 CFR 68.65 through
68.87

Develop and implement an emergency response program as provided
in 40 CFR 68.90 through 68.95

Submit as part of the RMP the data on prevention program elements
for Program 3 asprovided in 40 CFR 68.175

e. All reports and notification required by 40 CFR Part 68 must ke submitted
electronically (e.g., diskette or compact disc) to:

Attention: RM P* Submit
RMP Reporting Center
P.O. Box 3346
Merrifield, VA 22116-3346

f. Compliance with all requirements of this condition, including the registration
and submission of the RMP, shall be included as part of the compliance
certification submitted in accor dance with Condition 8.14.1.



