


In addition, consider whether the permit should include any operational requirements applicable
to the electrostatic precipitator (ESP), pursuant to 40 CFR Part 64, and/or to assure compliance
with the section I. PM limits and section IV.1. requirement to operate the control in a satisfactory
manner.

4. Staff Report, EUBOILER#1 The Staff Report indicates that the source has taken synthetic minor
restrictions on individual and aggregate Hazardous Air Pollutants (HHAP). Given the types and
variety of feed material used, it would be helpful to provide additional information in the Staff
Report regarding the source’s facility-wide potential to emit (PTE) for aggregate and individual
HAPs We would appreciate a conversation to discuss reasonable ways to understand potential
HAP emissions.

5. EUBOILERf#1. Section I. includes hydrogen chloride (HCI) and aggregate HAP cmission limits
applicable to EUBOILER#1 that may be related to the individual and aggregate HAP synthetic
minor limits. Section VL.4. includes a general requirement to calculate and keep records of
monthly and annual HAP emissions, but the permit does not specify how compliance with the
individual and aggregate HAP limits are monitored and calculated, Note also that the July 2016
FPMP includes specific calculations for determining the maximum chlorine fuel input which
may be relevant for determining HCl emissions. Please revise the permit as appropriate to
include the specific monitoring, recordkeeping, and calculations (including emission factors)
necessary to assure compliance with the individual and aggregate HAP emission limits, as
required by 40 CFR §70.6(a)(3) and (c)(1). We are available to work with MDEQ to identify the
portions of the 2016 FPMP that could be incorporated into the permit to address this comment.

6. Additional comments can be found in the enclosed Appendix A.

We appreciate the opportumty to prbvide comments on this draft permit. If you have any questions,
please feel free to contact Beth Valenziano at (312) 886-2703 or Stephanie Diaz at (312) 353-1907.
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Appendix A: Additional Comments on draft L’ Anse Warden Title V Permit Renewal

Commercial and Industrial Solid Waste Incineration (CISWI), 40 CFR Part 60 Subpart DDDD
and Part 62 Subpart 111. The Staff Report indicates that L’ Anse Warden is not subject to CISWI
standards because the source meets the exemption for small power production facilities. Given
the complex history on L’ Anse Warden’s applicability to CISW1, it would be helpful toupdate
the Staff Report as appropriate to comprehensively address the CISWI applicability
requirements, including the percentage amount of natural gas used by the facility in order to
qualify for the small power production exemption and also the definition of solid waste
provisions in 40 CFR Part 241 (Resource Conservation and Recovery Act).

Malfunction Abatement Plan {MAP) and Fugitive Emissions Control Plan. Appendix A of the
March 2012 MAP is entitled “Fugitive Emissions Control Plan” The permit documents for

L’ Anse Warden on MDEQ}’s website do include a separate document, dated April 2017, also
entitled “Fugitive Emissions Control Plan.” The April 2017 document includes its own
Appendix A. The similar nomenclature may make it confusing to determine the compliance
requirements. Please revise these documents and the permit conditions in EUFUEL,
EUBOILER#1, and EUASH as appropriate, to clearly identify the relationship of these
documents to one another and to the applicable permit requirements to operate in accordance
with the MAP.

In addition, EUFUEL sections I11.2. and VI1.2., and EUASH sections 111.2., VI.2., and VIL5
include requirements referred to as the “Program for Continuous Fugitive Emissions Control.”
Please verify whether these applicable requirements should also include permit conditions
specifically requiring these units to be operated in accordance with L’ Anse Warden’s “Fugitive
Emissions Control Plan,” and revise the permit conditions as appropriate to ensure that the
permit clearly identifies the plans that apply to these units.

EUBOILER#1. The emission table in section L. for the PM, sulfur dioxide, mtrogen oxides,
volatile organic compounds, and lead emission limits do not appear to reference specific
associated monitoring/testing methods for determining compliance with these limits. Section
V1.3 includes general requirements to keep records associated with sulfur and lead. Note also
that the July 2016 FPMP includes specific calculations for determining the maximum sulfur fuel
input which may be relevant for determining sulfur dioxide emissions. Please revise the permit
as appropriate to include the specific monitoring, recordkeeping, and calculations (including
emission factors) necessary to assure compliance with the PM, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides,
volatile organic compounds, and lead emission limits, as required by 40 CFR §70.6(a)(3) and
{c)(1). We are available to work with MDEQ to identify the portions of the 2016 FPMP that
could be incorporated into the permit to address this comment.

EUBOILER#1. The material limits on fuels in section II. reference general monitoring,
recordkeeping, and calculation requirements in section VI. for determining compliance with
these limits. In addition, the July 2016 FPMP includes specific monitoring requirements and
information relevant for calculating the hourly and annual material limits. Please evaluate these
provisions of the FPMP and revise the permit as appropriate to include monitoring and
recordkeeping necessary to assure compliance with the fuel limits, as required by 40 CFR



§70.6(a)(3) and (c)(1). We are available to work with MDEQ to identify the portions of the 2016
FPMP that could be incorporated into the permit to address this comment.

In addition, it appears that the FPMP states that compliance with the hourly material limits and
annual material limits will be based on the monthly fuel usage divided by the total number of
hours in a month. The permit would be more clear if it defined the timeframe for the calculation
as hours of operation per month.

Also note that the FPMP includes an incorrect hourly material usage limit for railroad ties listed
in Section 2.3.1, Table 1 — Acceptable Fuel and Material Limits, and Table 1-1 of Appendix A.
Consider updating the FPMP to reflect the current material usage limits.

EUBOILER#1. Section V.1. includes broad references to federal test methods, but does not
specify the test methods for determining compliance with the emission limits in section 1. Please
revise the permit to include the relevant test methods for each pollutant, in accordance with 40
CFR §70.6(a)(3). EPA believe that information regarding the applicable test methods should be
readily available, because this source has recently undergone performance testing.



ce: Chris Ethridge, Field Operations Manager, Air Quality Division, MDEQ



