Georgia Industry Enl\_'irn‘nmental‘ Coalition

'Marc:h 3 2006

Mr Ronald C Methler Chlef

* AirProtection Branch - : '
- Georgia Environmental Protection D|V|sron
© 4244 International Parkway, Surte 120

=Atlanta Georgia 30354

‘ Re:_ Comments on: Georgla EPD’s Proposed Amendments to

* Georgia’s Air Quality Control Rules, ‘Chapter 391-3-1 B
Attainment and Non-Attainment New Source Rev:ew Reforms '
Notlce Publrshed on January 29, 2006 L

Dear Mr Methler

5 The Georgia Industry Enwronmentat Coalition’ (GIEC) appremates the opportunlty to

comment on the Georgia Environmental Protection Division’s (EPD) proposed

- amendments to Georgia’s Air Quality Control ‘Chapter 391-3-1. The notice for these

proposed rule changes was publlshed on January 29 2006 and lnoluded rewsmns to

- '_the followmg chapters

Rule 391-3-1- 02(2)(000) Heavy-Duty Dlesel Englne Requnrements
" Rule'391-3-1- .02(7) - Prevention of- Slgnlflcant Deterioration of Air Quahty
" 'Rule 391-3-1- .03(8)(b) - Permit Exemption for Combustion Equipment-
Rule 391-3:1-.03(8)(c) - Perm[t Requ:rements for Non—Attalnment New Source
' Revrew (NSR) - . _

: Before provrdmg our comments on the Iatest proposed rule changes GIEC would like to

express appreclation for EPD’s response to our comments submitted on. November 14,
2005 in response to the notlce of proposed ruIe changes pub!:shed on October 2, 2005 '

"GIEC has partrcrpated as a stakeholder sincé ‘EPD's fxrst NSR Reform Technlcal_

s lmportance of NSR reforms to our member compames and other compames across the o

‘Workshop, which was held ‘on March 16-17,-2004. Throughout the multl-year process

GIEC, as well ‘as other members of the manufactunng sector, has emphaszed the -

_ State of Georgla

Overall the proposed rules reflect the core elements (except those vacated by the U.S.

- Court of Appeals for the D.C. Clrcmt on June 24 2005) of the rev:srons that U.S. EPA

’ _* Fcrmod in 1992 GIECisa not-for~proﬁt organrza’uon of Georgna sndustﬁes ‘Whose member compames are
. subject taenvironmental regulations in Georgia: GIEC's mission is to serve as a technically-based . '

advocate for Georgia industry by promoting environmental regulations and policies founded on. proteotlon of .
human heaith and the en\nronment sound smence and cost/benetit principies.

Many of our member companies represent the Iargest employers in the State and coﬂeotwety represent an

- employee-base that exceeds 55,000 and include: Arizona Chemical Company: AGL Resources; Colonial

Terminals, Inc.; DSM Chemicals North America, Inc.; Engelhard Corporation; General Electric Company; -
General Motors Georg:a—Pacnf ic Corpbration; Georgla Power Company; Gold Kist Inc.; Intemational Paper:
Kerr-McGee Pigments, Inc.; Lockheed Martin Aeronautics Company; Merck & Company, Inc:; Mohawk

.industiies; Norfolk Southem Corporation The NutraSweet Company; Omnova Solutions, Inc,; Southern -

3200 Town

Atummum Fm:shang Gompany; Southwure Weyerhasuser Company and The Wiham L Bonnell Co ,Ime.
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. 'rssued a little over four years ago and these changes are of -vital |mportance to
Georgia’s many and diverse industries. The NSR' Reform ‘Rules will ‘ensure that
sources will not be forced to give up capacity simply because operations have been
reduced due to economic downturns and will help allow buslness to brlng jObS into.
Georgla consrstent with the Clean A!I‘ Act and its goals. . -

The new rules represent a substantlal improvement over the prlor rules. Flrst they
recognize the unreasonable and bureaucratic way in which the prior program operated,
and. therefore provide additional flexibility to regulated entities to make .chariges
- consistent with Clean Air Act goals Second, we believe that these changes in‘the rules
- will result in direct environmental benefits because they remove impediments to projects
 that will improve environmental performance The previous rules were being mterpreted_
in ways. that created substantial roadblocks to any project that would improve efficiency
and reduce emissions per unit of production. By allowing sources to make realistic

- projections of maximum annual emissions after a change and more explicitly prowding
that unrelated increases should not be considered, the new rules more accurately

" -implement the Clean Air Act requrrements and allow envrronmentally beneficial projects
- to move forward. For these reasons we continue to request that EPD follow the Federal f
rule as cIosely as poss;ble : : - -

. -Speclf[c to Page 2, 1-29-2006 versron 2(k)(|)| there_ -appe_ars to be a typo_graphical
error. o

Th_e section currently reads as follows }

' “The average rate shall include fugitive emissions to the extent quantlﬂable and
emissions associated -with startups, shutdowns and malfunctlons assocrated with.
startups shutdowns and malfunctlons :

We beheve the section should read as foilows _ : ' '
"~ “The average rate shall inclide fugitive emissions to the extent quantlfrable and
- emissions associated with startups, shutdowns, and malfunctions. However, fugitive

emissions and/or emissions associated with startups shutdowns, and malfunctions

_shaII or may be excluded in accordance with the followmg subparagraphs A and B ?
' GIEC urges EPD and the Board of Natural Resources to fi nallze these rules as qmckly
" as possible. We have appreciated the opportunity to participate in thlS NSR Reform
process and look forward to worklng W|th EPDj in the future. - .
Si_ncerely, : '

GEORGIA INDUSTRY ENVIRONMENTAL COALITION, INC.

Katle Klrkpatnck P E %p Lo DeborahA Phlthps
Board Chair . o ISR Executlve Director -




