Georgla Industry Envir_onm_ental Caalition -

“June 13, 2005 3

i Mr. Jimmy Johnston, P E.

Planning.and Support Program Manager
Air-Protection Branch . .
Georgra Environmental Protection Division -
4244 International Parkway, Suite 120

: Atlanta Georgla 30354

 SUBJECT: ‘Comments on Georgia EPD’s Proposed Rule _ -

‘New Source Review Reform . -
- Technical Stakeholder Workshop #6 - May 4, 2005

- Dear Mr. Johnston:

‘The Georgia Industry Envirenmental Coalition, I-nc' (GIEC) apprecrates the opportunlty to

B _ part|0|pate in the stakeholder process for development of New Source Review (NSR) rule ~ -
- reform in Georgia. This letter is in response to the Georgia Environmental Protection

Division’s (EPD’s) request for comments made during the sixth stakeholder workshop
held on May 4, 2005. 'Comments herein are general and not all inclusive as GIEC plans =
to submit more thorough comments during the formal public comment period. GIEC -
acknowledges the time and effort devoted by EPD to listening to stakeholders and . -
responding to concerns as EPD drafted the NSR rules. Your consideration of -

’ stakeholder comments shared during. the process remalns |mportant to our membersh;p

Tt is also |mportant fo our membershlp that EPD adopts the federal rules as they were

promulgated by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency in order to realize the full

| ‘benefits of reform-in Géorgia. Any deviation from the federal rufes should be JUSt[fted on

the basrs of specmc and unique atr quality needs of Georg|a

GIEC belteves in general that these rules will move Georgia toward a cleaner

- “environment and a healthier, competltlve business climate in the years. ahead. For

example, encouragement of voluntary installations .of poltutlon control equipment by

‘ providing an exemption from the construction permrt requirements in the proposed

: -paragraph 391 3 1- 03(6)(|) will encourage economrc growth whlle reducrng emrsswns

. Regardtng the specrftc Ianguage proposed by EPD GIEC offers the’ foIIowmg

.suggeshons for further |mprovement of the proposed rules. Whlle the use of Ianguage

_' ' Formed in 1992, CiEC is & not-for-profit organ ization-of Georgia mdustnes whose member gompanies are

" subject to ervironmental regUlations in Georgia. GIEG's mission is to serve as & techmcaily«based advocaie’ - -
" for Georgia industry by promoting environimental regulations and policies founded on proteciron of human

nealth and the enwmnment sou'}d sc;eece ard costfbenefit pr;eczptes

wtany of bur rember companies represent the largest empioyers in the State and co%leotrveiy represent an

amployee-base that exceeds 55,000 and include: Alcan Aluminum Corporation; Arizona Chemical Company;”

"AGL Resources; Colonial Termznai Inc.; [XSM Chemicals North America, Inc:; Engelhard Corporation;

General Blectric Company; General Motors Georgia-Pacific Corporation; Geo;gla Power Company, Gold
Kist Inc.; international Paper; Kerr-NicGee Pigments; Inc.; Lockhged Martin Aeronautics Company; Merck &
Company nc.: Mohawk Industries; Noifolk Southem Cerporatson The NutraSwaet Company; Cnova
Selutions, Inc.; Plizer; Southem Alurminum l‘ersnng Company Soethware Weyerhaeuser Company, and
Ehe William L Bonnell Co lnc : . - .
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i : from federal rule preamble is logical in reachlng consensus on dlvergent posmons there -
- are. several points where further clarlflcat|on could be helpful. '

e I|n the defln'ltion of basellne actual em|SS|ons, 391-3-1-,.02(7)(3)2(0, additional .
language is needed to clarify when PSD (Preverition of Significant Deterioration)
. avoidance limits are added to a permit but the actual emissions have not been
_reduced, due to a substantial margin of compliance with the permit limitation. For
example, a reduction in the potential-to-emit should not force a redugtion in the -
- baseline actual emissions. :

s An mform'at:ve note should be added regarding future rule changes as the
- regional haze program (VISTAS work) is incorporated by Georgia. The note
- should directly address how these changes would or would not affect an
adjustment of the basellne emissions, since this: work has not been completed

e It is not clear how new appllcable requwements for some. pollutants Iackmg
" . ambient standards, like TRS (total reduced sulfur), might be addressed for -
* adjustment of the baseline. GIEC believes clarification shouid be added to state -
_that the baseline should not be adjusted for a new reqmrement involving a
pollutant W|thout an ambient air quahty standard. ‘

e In th'e definition of a replacement unit, ba'slc design parameters, 391-3-1-.02

(M (@)2(ix)(V), there is no rate spec:fled for the “maximum value achieved by the =

process unit in the five-year period...”. GIEC suggests the appropnate rate
should be.the maXImum hourly rate achleved by the un|t

We appremate EPD brlngmg the proposed NSR rules to the Board of I\Iatural Resources . .

“for consideration in June. This schedule should allow for adequate. tlme to finalize and
'|mplement the rules in a manner that is best for Georgla :

_ s These rules have very |mportant lmplacations for our member compames and future -
~ business opportunities in Georgla Thank you, again, for your consideration and the
~ opportunity to participate in the process and comment on EPD's proposed rule.

- Sincerely, -

: - GEORGIA INDUSTRY ENVIRONMENTAL COALITION INC.

WD%% DM&W

Mark D. Johnson o * Paul Sims, P.E.
Board Member - . Vice Chairman

cc: GIEC General Membership -



