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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 60 and 63

[EPA-HQ-OAR-2010-0682; FRL-9986—68—
OAR]

RIN 2060-AT50

National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants and New
Source Performance Standards:
Petroleum Refinery Sector
Amendments

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action finalizes
amendments to the petroleum refinery
National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAT)
(referred to as Refinery MACT 1 and
Refinery MACT 2) and to the New
Source Performance Standards (NSPS)
for Petroleum Refineries to clarify the
requirements of these rules and to make
technical corrections and minor
revisions to requirements for work
practice standards, recordkeeping, and
reporting which were proposed in the
Federal Register on April 10, 2018. This
action also finalizes amendments to the
compliance date of the requirements for
existing maintenance vents from August
1, 2017, to December 26, 2018, which
were proposced in the Federal Register
on July 10, 2018.

DATES: This final rule is cffective on
November 26, 2018. The incorporation
by reference of certain publications
listed in the rule was approved by the
Director of the Federal Register as of
June 24, 2008.

ADDRESSES: The Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) has established
a docket for this action under Docket ID
No. EPA-H(}-0OAR-2010-0682. All
documents in the docket are listed on
the https://www.regulations.gov
website. Although listed, some
information is not publicly available,
e.g., confidential business information
(CBI) or other information whose
disclosure is restricted by statute.
Certain other material, such as
copyrighted material, is not placed on
the internet and will be publicly
available only in hard copy form.
Publicly available docket materials are
available either electronically through
https://www.regulations.gov, or in hard
copy at the EP'A Docket Center, EPA
WJC West Building, Room Number
3334, 1301 Constitution Ave. NW,
Washington, DC. The Public Reading
Room hours of operation are 8:30 a.m.
to 4:30 p.m. Eastern Standard Time

(EST), Monday through Friday. The

telephone number for the Public

Reading Room is (202) 566—1744, and

the telephone number for the Docket

Centor 1s (202) 566—1742.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For

questions about this final action, contact

Ms. Brenda Shine, Sector Policies and

Programs Division (E143-01), Office of

Alr Quality Planning and Standards,

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,

Rescarch Triangle Park, North Carolina

27711; telephone number: (919) 541-

3608; fax number: (919) 541-0516; and

cmail address: shine.brenda@epa.gov.

For information about the applicability

of the NESHAT to a particular entity,

contact Ms. Maria Malave, Office of

Enforcement and Compliance

Assurance, U.S. Environmental

Protection Agency, ETA WJC South

Building, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW,

Washingten, DC 20460; telephone

number: (202) 564-7027; and email

address: malave.maria@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Preamble acronyvms and

abbreviations. We use multiple

acronyms and terms in this preamble.

While this list may not be exhaustive, to

case the reading of this preamble and for

reference purposes, the EPA defines the

following terms and acronyms here.

AFPM  American Fuel and Petrochemical
Manufacturers

APl American Petroleum Institute

AWP  Alternative Wark Practice

CAA  Clean Air Act

CBI confidential business information

CFR  Code of Federal Regulations

CEDRI Compliance and Emissions Data
Reporting Interface

CDX Central Data Exchange

CRA Congressional Review Act

CRU catalytic reforming unit

DCU  delayed coking unit

EPA TEnviranmental Protection Agency

FCCU fluid catalytic cracking unit

FR Federal Register

IIAP hazardous air pollutant(s)

Ibs pounds

LEL lower explosive limit

MACT maximum achievable control
technology

MPV  miscellaneous process vent

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality
Standards

NESITAP National Emission Standards for
ITazardous Air Pollutants

NOCS Natice of Compliance Status

NSPS New Source Performance Standard

NTTAA National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act

OFEL open-ended line

OSITA  Occupational Safety and 1Tealth
Administration

PM  particulate matter

ppb  parts per billion

ppm  parts per million

PRA Paperwork Reduction Act

PRD pressure relief device

psi  pounds per square inch

psia  pounds per square inch absolute
RFA  Regulatory Flexibility Act
RIN Regulatory Information Number
RSR Refinery Sector Rule
SMR  steam-methane reforming
TTN Technology Transfer Network
UMRA  Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
VQOC  volatile organic compounds
Background information. On April 10,
2018, and July 10, 2018, the EPA
proposed revisions to the Petroleum
Refineries NESHAT and NSP'S, (April
2018 Proposal and July 2018 Proposal),
respectively (83 FR 15458, April 10,
2018; 83 FR 31939, July 10, 2018). After
consideration of the public comments
we received on these proposed rules, in
this action, we are finalizing revisions to
the NESHAT and NSI'S rules. We
summarize the significant comments we
received regarding the April 2018
TProposal and the July 2018 Proposal and
provide our responses in this preamble.
In addition, a Response to Comments
document, which is in the docket for
this rulemaking, summarizes and
responds to additional comments which
were received regarding the April 2018
TProposal. A ““track changes” version of
the regulatory language that
incorporates the changes in this action
is also available in the docket.
Organization of this document. The
information in this preamble is
organized as follows:
I General Information
A. Does this action apply to me?
B. Where can I get a copy of this document
and other related information?
C. Judicial Review and Administrative
Recansideration
II. Background
III. What is included in this final rule?
A Clarifications and Technical Corrections
to Refinery MACT 1
B. Clarifications and Technical Corrections
to Refinery MACT 2
C. Clarifications and Technical Corrections
to NSPS Ja
IV. Summary of Cost, Environmental, and
Economic Impacts and Additional
Analyses Conducted
V. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews
A. Executive Orders 12866: Regulatory
Planning and Review and Executive
Order 13563: Improving Regulation and
Regulatory Review
B. Executive Order 13771: Reducing
Regulations and Controlling Regulatory
Casts
C. Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA)
D. Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)
E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
(UMRA)
F. Executive Order 13132: Federalism
;. Executive Order 13175: Consultation
and Coordination With Indian Tribal
Governments
I1. Executive Order 13045: Protection of
Children From Environmental Ilealth
Risks and Safety Risks
I. Executive Order 13211: Actions
Concerning Regulations That
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Significantly Atfect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use

J. National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act (NTTAA) and 1 CFR
part 51

K. xecutive Order 12898: Federal Actions
To Address Environmental Justice in
Minority Populations and Low-Income
Populations

L. Congressional Review Act (CRA)

I. General Information

A. Does this action apply to me?
Regulated entities. Categorics and

cntities potentially regulated by this

action are shown in Table 1 of this

preamble.

TABLE 1—NESHAP AND INDUSTRIAL
SOURCE CATEGORIES AFFECTED BY
THIS FINAL ACTION

NAICS1
NESHAP and source category code
40 CFR part 63, subpart CC Pe-
troleum Refineries .................... 324110

1North  American
System.

Industry  Classification

Table 1 of this preamble is not
intended to be exhaustive, but rather to
provide a guide for readers regarding
entitics likely to be affected by the final
action for the source category listed. To
determine whether your facility is
affected, you should examine the
applicability criteria in the appropriate
NESHAP. If you have any questions
regarding the applicability of any aspect
of this NESHAT, please contact the
appropriate person listed in the
preceding FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT scction of this preamble.

B. Where can I get a copy of this
document and other related
information?

In addition to being available in the
docket, an clectronic copy of this final
action will also be available on the
internet. Following signature by the
EPA Administrator, the EPA will posta
copy of this final action at: https://
www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-
pollution/petroleum-refinery-sector-risk-
and-technologyv-review-and-new-source.
Following publication in the Federal
Register, the EPA will post the Federal
Register version and key technical
documaents at this same website.

C. Judicial Review and Administrative
Reconsideration

Under Clean Air Act (CAA) section
307(b)(1), judicial review of this final
action is available only by filing a
petition for review in the United States
Cowrt of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit by January 25, 2019.

Under CAA scation 307(b)(2), the
requirements established by this final
rule may not be challenged separately in
any civil or criminal proceedings
brought by the EPA to enforce the
requirements.

Scction 307(d)(7}(B) of the CAA
further provides that only an objection
to a rule or procedure which was raised
with reasonable specificity during the
period for public comment (including
any public hearing) may be raised
during judicial review. This section also
provides a mechanism for the EPA to
reconsider the rule if the person raising
an objection can demonstrate to the
Administrator that it was impracticable
to raise such objection within the period
for public comment or if the grounds for
such objection arose after the period for
public comment (but within the time
specified for judicial review) and if such
objection is of central relevance to the
outcome of the rule. Any person sceking
to make such a demonstration should
submit a Petition for Reconsideration to
the Office of the Administrater, U.S.
EPA, Room 3000, EPA WJC South
Building, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW,
Washingten, DC 20460, with a copy to
both the person(s) listed in the
preceding FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT scction, and the Associate
General Counsel for the Air and
Radiation Law Office, Office of General
Counscl (Mail Code 2344A), U.S. EPA,
1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW,
Washington, DC 20460.

II. Background

On December 1, 2015, the EPA
finalized amendments to the Petroleum
Refinery NESHAT in 40 Gode of Federal
Regulations (CFR) part 63, subparts CC
and UUU, referred to as Refinery MACT
1 and 2, respectively, and the NSPS for
petroleum refineries in 40 CFR part 60,
subparts J and Ja (80 FR 75178)
(December 2015 Rule). The final
amendments to Refinery MACT 1
include a number of new requirements
for “maintenance vents,” pressure relief
devices (PRDs), delayed coking units
(DCUs), and flares, and also establishes
a fenceline monitoring requirement.

The December 2015 Rule included
revisions to the continuous compliance
alternatives for catalytic cracking units
and provisions specific to startup and
shutdown of catalytic cracking units
and sulfur recovery plants. The
December 2015 Rule also finalized
technical corrections and clarifications
to Refinery NSI'S subparts | and Ja to
address issues raised by the American
TPetroleum Institute (ATPT) in their 2008
and 2012 pctitions for reconsideration
of the final NST'S Ja rule that had not
been previously addressed. These

include corrections and clarifications to
provisions for sulfur recovery plants,
performance testing, and control device
operating parameters.

In the process of implementing these
new requirements, numerous questions
and issucs have been identificd and we
proposed clarifications and technical
amendments to address these questions
and issucs on April 10, 2018 (April 2018
Proposal) (83 FR 15458; April 10, 2018).
These issues were raised in petitions for
reconsideration and in separately issued
letters from industry and in meetings
with industry groups.

The ET'A received three separate
petitions for reconsideration. Two
petitions were jointly filed by APL and
American Fuel and Petrochemical
Manufacturcrs (AFTM). The first of
these petitions was filed on January 19,
2016 and requested an administrative
reconsideration under section
307(d}(7}(B) of the CAA of certain
provisions of Refinery MACT 1 and 2,
as promulgated in the December 2015
Rule. Specifically, APT and AFPM
requested that the EPA reconsider the
maintenance vent provisions in Refinery
MACT 1; the alternate startup,
shutdown, or hot standby standards for
fluid catal ytic cracking units (FGCUs) in
Refinery MACT 2; the alternate startup
and shutdown for sulfur recovery units
in Refinery MACT 2; and the new
catalytic reforming units (CRUs) purging
limitations in Refinery MACT 2. The
request pertained to providing and/or
clarifying the compliance time for these
requirements. Based on this request and
additional information received, the
ETA issucd a proposal on February 9,
2016 (81 FR 6814}, and a final rule on
July 13, 2016 (81 FR 45232), fully
responding to the January 19, 2016,
petition for reconsideration. The second
potition from ATT and AFT'M was filed
on February 1, 2016 and outlined a
number of specific issues related to the
work practice standards for PRDs and
flares, and the alternative water
overflow provisions for DCUs, as well as
a number of other specific issues on
other aspects of the rule. The third
petition was filed on February 1, 2016,
by Earthjustice on behalf of Air Alliance
Houston, California Communitics
Against Toxics, the Clean Air Council,
the Coealition for a Safe Environment,
the Community In-Power and
Development Association, the Del Ameo
Action Committee, the Environmental
Integrity Project, the Louisiana Bucket
Brigade, the Sierra Club, the Texas
Environmental Justice Advocacy
Services, and Utah Physicians for a
Healthy Environment. The Earthjustice
petition claimed that several aspects of
the revisions to Refinery MACT 1 were
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not addressed in the proposed rule, and,
thus, the public was precluded from
commenting on them during the public
comment peried, including: (1) Work
practice standards for ’RDs and flares;
(2) alternative water overflow provisions
for DCUs; (3) reduced monitoring
provisions for fenceline monitoring; and
(4) adjustments to the risk assessment to
account for these changes from what
was proposcd. On June 16, 2016, the
ET'A sent letters to petitioners granting
reconsideration on issucs where
petitioners claimed they had not been
provided an opportunity to comment.
These petitions and letters granting
reconsideration are available for review
in the rulemaking docket (sce Docket ID
Nos. EPA-HQ-0AR-2010-0682-0860,
EPA-HQ-0AR-2010-0682-0891 and
EPA-HQ-0AR-2010-0682-0892).

On Octeber 18, 2016 (81 FR 71661),
the EPA proposed for public comment
the issues for which reconsideration
was granted in the June 16, 2016, letters.
The EPA identified five issues for which
it was sccking public comment: (1} The
work practice standards for PRDs; (2)
the work practice standards for
cmergency flaring events; (3} the
assessment of risk as modified based on
implementation of these PRD and
cmergency flaring work practice
standards; (4) the alternative work
practice (AWT) standards for DCUs
cmploying the water overflow design;
and (5) the provision allowing refineries
to reduce the frequency of fenceline
monitoring at sampling locations that
consistently record benzene
concentrations below 0.9 micrograms
per cubic meter. In that notice, the EPA
also proposcd two minor clarifying
amendments to correct a cross
referencing error and to clarify that
facilitics complying with overlapping
cquipment leak provisions must still
comply with the PRD work practice
standards in the December 2015 Rule.

The February 1, 2016, API and AFT'M
petition for reconsideration included a
number of recommendations for
technical amendments and clarifications
that were not specifically addressed in
the October 18, 2016, proposal.l In
addition, APT and AFT'M asked for
clarification on various requirements of
the final amendments in a July 12, 2016,
letter.2 The EPA addressed many of the

1 Supplemental Request for Administrative
Reconsideration of Targeted Elements of EPA’s
Final Rule “Petroleum Refinery Sector Risk and
Technology Review and New Source Performance
Standards; Final Rule,” IToward Feldman, APL and
David Friedman, AFPM. February 1, 2016. Docket
[D No. EPA-TI(-0AR-2010-0682-0892.

2Letter from Matt Todd, API, and David
Friedman, AFPM, to Penny Lassiter, EPA. July 12,
2016. Available in Docket ID No. EPA-TIQ-0AR~
2010-0682.

clarification requests from the July 2016
letter and the petition for
reconsideration in a letter issued on
April 7, 2017.3 AT and AFPM also
raised additional issucs associated with
the implementation of the final rule
amendments in a March 28, 2017, letter
to the EPA 4 and provided a list of
typographical errors in the rule in a
January 27, 2017, mecting ® with the
ETA. On January 10, 2018, AFI'M
submitted a letter containing a
comparison of the clectronic CFR, the
Federal Register documents, and the
redline versions of the December 2015
Rule and October 2016 amendments to
the Refinery Sector Rule noting
differences and providing suggestions as
to how these discrepancics should be
resolved.® These items are located in
Docket [D No. EPA-HQ-0OAR-2016—
0682. On April 10, 2018 (83 FR 15848),
the ETA published proposed additional
revisions to the December 2015 Rule
addressing many of the issues and
clarifications identified by ATI and
AFPM in their February 2016 petition
for reconsideration and their subsequent
communications with the EPA.

On July 10, 2018, the EPA published
a proposcd rule (July 2018 Proposal) to
revise the compliance date for
maintenance vents located at sources
constructed on or before June 30, 2014,
from August 1, 2017, to January 30,
2019, (83 FR 31939; July 10, 2018). We¢
proposed to change the compliance date
to address challenges petroleum refinery
owners or operators are experiencing in
attempting to comply with the
December 2015 Rule maintenance vent
requirements, notwithstanding the
additional compliance time provided by
our revision of the compliance date to
August 1, 2017, plus an additional 1-
year (Le., August 1, 2018} compliance
extension granted by the relevant
permitting authoritics for cach source
pursuant to the requirements set forth in
the General Provisions at 40 CFR 63.6(1).
The requirements for maintenance vents
promulgated in the December 2015 Rule
resulted in the need for completing the
“management of change process™ for

8 Letter from Peter Tsirigotis, EPA, to Matt Todd,
API, and David Friedman, AFPM. April 7, 2017.
Availahle at: hitps://www.epa.gov/
stationarysources-air-pollution/december-2015-
refinerysector-rule-response-letters-qa.

4 Letter from Matt Todd, APL and David
Friedman, AFPM, to Penny Lassiter, EPA. March
28, 2017. Available in Docket [D No. EPA-TT()—
0OAR-2010-0682.

5 Meeting minutes for January 27, 2017, EPA
meeting with API. Available in Docket [D No. EPA—
II0Q-0AR-2010-0652.

8David Friedman, “*Comparison of Official CFR
and e-CFR Postings Regarding MACT CC/UUU and
NSPS Ja Postings.” Message to Penny Lassiter and
Brenda Shine. January 10, 2018. Email.

affected sources (81 FR 45232, 45237,
July 13, 2016). We also recognized that
the Agency had proposed technical
revisions and clarifications to the
maintenance vent provisions in the
April 2018 Proposal and that an
extension would also allow the EPA to
take final action on that proposal prior
to the extended compliance date.
Technical revisions and clarifications
are being finalized in today’s rule.

The April 2018 Proposal provided a
45-day comment period ending on May
25, 2018. The EPA received 16
comments on the proposed amendiments
from refiners, equipment manufacturers,
trade associations, environmental
groups, and private citizens. The July
2018 Proposal provided a 30-day
comment period ending on August 9,
2018. The EPA received comments on
the proposed revisions from refiners,
trade associations, environmental
groups, and private citizens. This
preamble to the final rule provides a
discussion of the final revisions,
including changes in response to
comments on the proposal, as well as a
summary of the significant comments
received and responses.

IT1. What is included in this final rule?

A. Clarifications and Technical
Corrections to Refinery MACT 1

1. Definitions

What is the history of the definitions
addressed in the April 2018 Proposal?

In the April 2018 Proposal, we
proposed to amend four definitions:
Flare purge gas, supplemental natural
gas, relief valve, and reference control
technology for storage vessel and to
define an additional term. Specific to
flare purge gas, we proposed for the
term to include gas needed for other
safoty reasons. For flare supplemental
gas, we proposcd to amend the
definition to specifically exclude assist
air or assist steam. For relief valves we
narrowed the definition to include PRDs
that are designed to re-close after the
pressure relief. As a complementary
amendment, we proposed to add a
definition for PRD. Finally, we proposed
to revise the definition of reference
control technology for storage vessels to
be consistent with the storage vessel
rule requirements in section 63.660.
What key comments were received on
definitions?

We did not receive public comments
on the proposed addition and revisions
of these definitions.
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What is the EPA’s final decision on the
definitions?

We are finalizing the addition and
revisions of these definitions as
proposcd.

2. Miscellancous Process Vent
Provisions

In the April 2018 Proposal, we
proposed several amendments to
address petitioners’ requests for
revisions and clarifications to the
requirements identifying and managing
the subsct of miscellancous process
vents (MIPV) that result from
maintenance activities. In the July 2018
Proposal, we proposed te change the
compliance date of the requirements for
existing maintenance vents. We describe
cach of these proposals in the fellowing
subparagraphs.

a. Notice of Compliance Status (NOCS)
Report

What is the history of the NOCS report
for MV addressed in the April 2018
TProposal?

In their March 28, 2017, letter (Docket
ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2010-0682—
0915}, AP and AFTPM noted that the
MPV provisions at section 63.643(c) do
not require an owner or operatoer to
designate a maintenance vent as Group
1 or Group 2 MPV. However, they stated
that the reporting requirements at
section 63.655(1)(1)(ii) are unclear as to
whether a NOCS report is needed for
some or all maintenance vents. We did
not intend for maintenance vents to be
included in the NOCS report. The rule
has separate requirements for
characterizing, recording, and reporting
maintenance vents in section
63.655(g)(13) and (h}(12); therefore, it is
not necessary to identify cach place
where equipment may be opened for
maintenance in a NOCS report. To
clarify this, we proposed to add
language to section 63.643(c) to
explicitly state that maintenance vents
need not be identified in the NOCS
report.

What key comments were received on
the NOCS report for MPV provisions?

We did net receive comments on the
proposed amendment in section
63.643(c) to explicitly state that
maintenance vents need not be
identified in the NOCS report.

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
NOCS report for MPV provisions?

We are finalizing the amendment in
scction 63.643(c) as proposed.

b. Maintenance Vents Associated With
Equipment Containing Pyrophoric
Catalysts

What is the history of regulatory text for
maintenance vents associated with
cquipment containing pyrophoric
catalyst addressed in the April 2018
Proposal?

Under 40 CFR 63.643(c) an owner or
operator may designate a process vent as
a maintenance vent if the vent is only
uscd as a result of startup, shutdown,
maintenanee, or inspection of
cquipment where equipment is emptied,
depressurized, degassed, or placed into
service. Facilities generally must
comply with one of three conditions
prior to venting maintenance vents to
the atmosphere (section 63.643(c)(1)(D)-
(ii1)}). However, section 63.643(c)(1)(iv)
of the December 2015 Rule provides
flexibility for maintenance vents
associated with equipment containing
pyrophoric catalyst (or simply
“pyrophoric units”), such as
hydrotreaters and hydrocrackers, at
refineries that do not have pure
hydrogen supply. At many refineries,
pure hydrogen is generated by steam-
methane reforming (SMR}, with
hydrogen concentrations of 98 volume
percent or higher. The other source of
hydrogen available at refineries is from
the CRU. This catalytic reformer
hydrogen may have hydrogen
concentrations of 50 percent or more
and may contain appreciable
concentrations of light hydrocarbons
which limit the ability of vents
associated with this source of hydrogen
to meet the lower explosive limit (LEL)
of 10 percent or less. The December
2015 Rule limits the flexibility to
maintenance vents associated with
pyrophoric units at refineries without a
pure hydrogen supply. For pyrophoric
units at a refinery without a pure
hydrogen supply, the December 2015
Rule provides that the LEL of the vapor
in the equipment must be less than 20
percent, except for one event per year
not to exceed 35 percent.

APT and AFPM took issuc with the
regulatory language that drew a
distinction based on whether there is a
pure hydrogen supply located at the
refinery. As described in the preamble
to the April 2018 Proposal (83 FR
15462}, we reviewed commeaents from
APT and AFPM as well as additional
information contained in an August 1,
2017, letter (Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OAR-2010-0682-0916) which provided
cvidence that a single refinery may have
many pyrophoric units, some that have
a pure hydrogen supply and some that
do not have a pure hydrogen supply.
Thus, our assumption at the time we

issued the December 2015 Rule that all
pyropheric units at a single refinery
cither would or would not have a pure
hydrogen supply was incorrect.
Therefore, we proposed to modify the
portion of the regulatory text that
distinguished units based on whether
there was a pure hydrogen supply “at
the refinery” and instead base the
regulation on whether a pure hydrogen
supply was available for the pyrophoric
unit.

What key comments were received on
the regulatory text for maintenance
vents associated with equipment
containing pyrophoric catalyst?

Comment b.1: Onc commenter
(0953} stated that the proposed
language is inadequately defined, and
allows the refiner to opt in to the
provision providing flexibility by, for
example, shutting down the source of
the pure hydrogen supply.

Response b.1: In most cascs, the
pyrophoeric unit will be supplied by
cither pure SMR hydrogen or catalytic
reforming hydrogen. As purging with
hydrogen is onc of the steps used to de-
inventory this equipment, the refiner
cannot shutdown the hydrogen supply
pricr to de-inventorying the equipment.
If a pyrophoric unit can be supplied
with cither SMR and catalytic reformer
hydrogen, and the SMR hydrogen is
being used during normal operations of
the pyrophoric unit prior to de-
inventorying the unit, we consider it a
violation of the good air pollution
control practices requirement in scction
63.643(n) to switch the hydrogen supply
only for de-inventorying the equipment.
We also note that the refiner must keep
records of the lack of a pure hydrogen
supply as required at section
63.655(i}(12)(v).

Comment b.2: One commenter stated
that the EPA has not provided any
assessment of the potential increase of
uncontrolled emissions to the
atmosphere, or an analysis of the
increase in health risks or the
environmental impact of the proposed
excemption, or an assessment of the
industry-provided cost data.

Response b.2: The docket for the
rulemaking includes the information
upon which we based our decisions,
including costs and environmental
impact estimates of the provision
providing flexibility to maintenance
vents associated with pyrophoric units
without a pure hydregen supply. We
had reviewed this information and
determined that it was a reasonable
estimate of the impacts (see Docket TD
Nos. EPA-H(Q-0AR-2010-0682-0733
and —0909). This information supports
our statement in the April 2018



60700

Federal Register/Vol. 83, No. 227/Monday, November 26, 2018 /Rules and Regulations

Proposal that this amendment is not
projected to appreciably impact
cmission reductions associated with the
standard. In fact, considering secondary
emissions from the flare or other control
system necded to comply with the 10
percent LEL limit, this provision
providing flexibility to maintenance
vents associated with pyrophoric units
without a pure hydrogen supply is
expected to result in a net
environmental benefit.

Comment b.3: One commenter stated
that the exemption dees not comport
with the requirements of CAA scction
112(d}(2)—(3)}, which requires the
standards to be no less stringent than
the maximum achicvable control
technology (MACT) flocr. The
commenter points to the voluntary
survey of hydregen production units as
submitted by API and notes that 12 of
62 units not connected to a pure
hydrogen supply reported being able to
comply with the 10 percent LEL
standard. As such, the commenter
contends that the MACT floor should be
10 percent LEL for equipment
containing pyrophoric catalysts
regardless of whether or not they are
connected to a pure hydrogen supply
and, thus, there should be no alternative
based on whether or not a pure
hydrogen supply is available.
Furthermore, the commenter stated that
costs cannot be used as justification for
providing a higher emission limit
alternative to MACT standards,
particularly those based on the MACT
floor.

Response b.3: As an initial matter, the
ET A did not intend to re-open the issue
of what is the MACT floor for
pyrophoeric units through the proposal.
Rather, the issue raised was whether the
flexibility provided should only be for
pyrophoric units located at a refinery
without a pure hydregen supply or
should also apply to pyrophoric units
located at a facility that has a pure
hydrogen supply but for which pure
hydrogen is not available at the unit.
Regardless, we disagree with the
commenter that the survey results
submitted by API support a conclusion
that 10 percent LEL is the MACT floor
for all pyrophoric units. The survey
provided by ATI was not the type of
rigorous survey that could provide a
basis for establishing the MACT floor.
As an initial matter, the ATL survey did
not include the universe of pyrophoric
units and there is no information to
suggest whether the best performers for
the subset of units addressed in the
survey represents the top performing 12
percent of sources across the industry.
Also, because the exact questions and
definitions of terms were not provided,

there may be some misinterpretation of
the results. For example, it is unclear
from the summary provided if the
question was whether the facility
owners or operators could meet 10
percent LEL for all events (i.e., a never-
to-be-cxceeded limit) or if this was more
of an operational average.

We agree with the commenter that
costs cannot be considered in
establishing a MACT standard. We
based this provision on an assessment of
the overall environmental impacts
associated with the emission limitations
and concluded that the best performing
pyrophoric units without a pure
hydrogen supply, when considering
secondary impacts, was to mect a 20
percent LEL with one exception not to
exceed 35 percent LEL per year. The
ATI survey does not provide support to
change our analysis of the MACT floor
in the December 2015 Rule.

Comment b.4: One commenter
(—0958) pointed out that the proposed
amendment to section 63.643(c)(1)(iv) is
inconsistent with the description of the
amendment included in the preamble to
the April 2018 Proposal. Specifically,
the description of the amendment in the
preamble of the April 2018 Proposal
does not contain the additional phrase,
“considering all such maintenance
vents at the refinery,” which was
included in the amendatory text. The
commenter suggested that the EPA
delete this phrase as it could be
interpreted to limit the use of the 35
percent allowance to once per year per
refinery rather than to once per year per
picce of cquipment.

Response b.4: We agree that the
preamble discussion and the rule
language regarding these revisions arce
not consistent. We did not intend to
limit the one time per year 35 percent
LEL to the refinery; rather, we intended
it to apply to cach pyrophoric unit
without a pure hydrogen supply.
Consistent with our intent as expressed
in the preamble discussion of the April
2018 Proposal, 83 FR at 15462, we are
removing the phrase, “considering all
such maintenance vents at the refinery™
from the regulatory text at section
63.643(c}(1)(iv) for the final
amendments promulgated by this
rulemaking.

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
regulatory text for maintenance vents
associated with equipment containing
pyrophoric catalyst?

We are finalizing the proposed
amendment with one change. In
responsce to the public comments
received, we are not including the
phrase “considering all such
maintenance vents at the refinery” in

the final regulatory text at section
63.643(c)(1)iv), as revised by this
rulemaking.

c. Control Requirements for
Maintenance Vents

What is the history of the provisions for
the control requirements for
maintenance vents addressed in the
April 2018 Proposal?

Paragraph 63.643(a) specifies that
Group 1 miscellancous process vents
must be controlled by 98 percent or to
20 parts per million by velume or to a
flare meeting the requirements in
section 63.670. This paragraph also
states in the second sentence that
requirements for maintenance vents are
specified in section 63.643(c), “and the
owner or operator is only required to
comply with the requirements in section
63.643(c).”” Paragraphs (c)(1) through (3)
then specify requirements for
maintenance vents. Paragraph (€)(1)
requires that equipment must be
depressured to a control device, fucl gas
system, or back to the process until one
of the conditions in paragraph (c}(1)(i)
through (iv} is met. In reviewing these
rule requirements, the ETA noted that
we did not specify that the control
device in (¢}(1)} must also mect the
Group 1 miscellancous process vent
control device requircments in
paragraph (a). The sccond sentence in
section 63.643(a) could be
misinterpreted to mean that a facility
complying with the maintenance vent
provisions in section 63.643(c) must
only comply with the requirements in
paragraph (c} and not the control
requirements in paragraph (a) for the
control device referenced by paragraph
(c)(1). In omitting these requirements,
we did not intend that the control
requirement for maintenance vents prior
to atmospheric release would not be
compliant with Group 1 controls as
specified in section 63.643(a). In order
to clarify this intent, we proposed to
amend paragraph section 63.643(c)(1) to
include control device specifications
cquivalent to those in section 63.643(a).
What key comments were received on
the provisions for the control
requirements for maintenance vents?

We received one comment in support
of this revision.
What is the EPA’s final decision on the
provisions for the control requirements
for maintenance vents?

We are finalizing the amendment to
§63.643(c)(1) to include control device
specifications equivalent to those in
§63.643(a), as proposcd.
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d. Additional Maintenance Vent
Alternative for Equipment Blinding

What is the history of the maintenance
vent alternative for equipment blinding
addressed in the April 2018 Proposal?

We proposed a new alternative
compliance option for the subsct of
maintenance vents subject to the
provisions addressed at § 63.643(c)(v).
The proposed alternative compliance
option would apply to cquipment that
must be blinded to seal off hydrocarbon-
containing streams prior to conducting
maintenance activities.

What key comments were received on
the maintenance vent alternative for
cquipment blinding?

We received two comments on the
proposed amendment. One commenter
expressed concern regarding the burden
of the recordkeeping associated with
this alternative compliance option. The
sccond commenter asserted that the use
of work practice standards for
maintenance vents is illegal. As detailed
in the comment summarics and
responses included in the response to
comment document for this final rule
(Docket ID No. EPA-H(Q-OAR-2010-
0682), we were not persuaded to make
changes to the proposed amendments.

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
maintenance vent alternative for
cquipment blinding?

We are finalizing the new alternative
compliance option for the subsct of
maintenance vents subject to the
requirements of §63.643(c)(v) for which
cquipment blinding is necessary, as
proposcd.

¢. Recordkeeping for Maintenance Vents
on Equipment Containing Less Than 72
Pounds per Day (lbs/day) of Volatile
Organic Compounds (VOC})

What is the history of the provisions
regarding recordkeeping for
maintenance vents en equipment
containing less than 72 lbs/day of VOG
provisions addressed in the April 2018
Proposal?

Under section 63.643(c) an owner or
operator may designate a process vent as
a maintenance vent if the vent is only
uscd as a result of startup, shutdown,
maintenance, or inspection of
cquipment where cquipment is emptied,
depressurized, degassed, or placed into
service. The rule specifies that prior to
venting a maintenance vent to the
atmosphere, process liquids must be
removed from the equipment as much
as practical and the equipment must be
depressured to a control device, fucl gas
system, or back to the process until one
of several conditions, as applicable, is

met. One condition specifies that
cquipment containing less than 72 1bs/
day of VOC can be depressured dircetly
to the atmosphere provided that the
mass of VOC in the cquipment is
determined and provided that refiners
keep records of the process units or
cquipment associated with the
maintenance vent and the date of cach
maintenance vent opening, and the
estimate of the total quantity of VOC in
the equipment at the time of vent
opening. Therefore, cach maintenance
vent opening would be documented on
an cvent-basis.

Industry petitioners noted that there
are numerous routine maintenance
activitics, such as replacing sampling
line tubing or replacing a pressure
gauge, that involve potential releases of
very small amounts of VOCG, often less
than 1 Ib/day, that arc well below the
72 lbs/day of VOC threshold provided
in section 63.643(c)(1)(iii}. They
claimed that documenting cach
individual event is burdensome and
unnecessary. As stated in the preamble
to the April 2018 Proposal (83 FR
15463), the EPA agrees that
documentation of cach release from
maintenance vents which serve
cquipment containing less than 72 1bs/
day of VOC is not nccessary provided
there is a demonstration that the event
is compliant with the requiremaent that
the equipment contains less than 72 1hs/
day of VOC. Therefore, we proposed to
revise the event-specific recordkeeping
requirements specific to maintenance
vent openings in equipment centaining
less than 72 lbs/day of VOC to only
require a record demonstrating that the
total quantity of VOC in the equipment
based on the type, size, and contents is
less than 72 Ibs/day of VOC at the time
of the maintenance vent opening.

What key comments were received on
the recordkeeping for maintenance
vents on cquipment containing less than
72 lbs/day of VOC provisions?

We received two comments on this
proposed amendment. One commenter
maintained that the event-specific
recordkeeping requirements are too
burdensome, while the other commenter
maintained that the recordkeeping
requirements are not adequate to assure
compliance with the rule. As detailed in
the comment summarics and responses
included in the response to comment
document for this final rule (Docket 1D
No. EPA-H(Q-0AR-2010-0682), wo
concluded that the proposed
amendment struck the right balance
between requiring the necessary
information needed to demonstrate and
enforee compliance with the 72 1bs/day
of VOC maintcnance vent provision

while reducing the recordkeeping and
reporting burden with more detailed
records.

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
recordkeeping for maintenance vents on
cquipment containing less than 72 lbs/
day of VOC provisions?

We are finalizing these amendments
as proposcd.

f. Bypass Monitoring for Open-Ended
Lines (OEL}

What is the history of the bypass
monitoring provisions for OELs
addressed in the April 2018 Proposal?

ATT and AFT'M requested clarification
of the bypass monitoring provisions in
section 63.644(c) for OEL (Docket ID
Nos. EPA-H(Q-0AR-2010-0682-0892
and —0915). This provision excludes
components subject to the Refinery
MACT 1 equipment leak provisions in
scction 63.648 from the bypass
monitoring requirement. Noting that the
provisions in scction 63.648 only apply
to components in organic hazardous air
pollutants (HAT) service (Le., greater
than 5-weight percent HATD), APTand
AFPM asked whether the EPA also
intended to exclude open-ended valves
or lines that are in VOC scrvice (less
than 5-weight percent HAT) and are
capped and plugged in compliance with
the standards in NSI'S subpart VV or
VVa or the Hazardous Organic NESHATD
(HON; 40 CFR part 63, subpart H) that
are substantively equivalent to the
Refinery MACT 1 equipment leak
provisions in section 63.648.
Commenters noted that OELs in
conveyances carrying a Group 1 MI'V
could be in less than 5-weight percent
HAP service, but could still be capped
and plugged in accordance with another
rule, such as NSPS subpart VV or VVa
or the HON. As stated in the preamble
to the proposed rule (83 FR 15464), the
EPA agrees that, because the use of a
cap, blind flange, plug, or second valve
for an open-cnded valve or line is
sufficient to prevent a bypass, the
Refinery MACT 1 bypass monitoring
requirements in scction 63.644(c) are
redundant with NSPS subpart VV in
these cases. Therefore, we proposed to
amend section 63.644(¢c) to make clear
that open-ended valves or lines that are
capped and plugged sufficient to moeet
the standards in NSPS subpart VV at
§ 60.482—6(a)(2), (b), and (c}, are not
subject to the bypass monitoring in
section 63.644(c).
What key comments were received on
the bypass monitoring provisions for
OFLs?

Comment [.1: One commenter (-0958)
expressed support for the addition of
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the bypass monitoring option for capped
or plugged OELs in section 63.644(c)(3).
The commenter suggested that the EPA
similarly amend section 63.660(i)(2) to
provide this new monitoring alternative
for vent systems handling Group 1
storage vessel vents. A different
commeaenter (—0953) opposcd this
revision, stating that the EPA did not
show or provide any evidence to
support the statement that the
monitoring requirements are
“redundant with NSI’S subpart VV.”
The commenter recommended that the
ETA require a compliance
demeonstration or otherwise demonstrate
that the provisions are equivalent.

Response [.1: The December 2015
Rule bypass provisions require cither a
flow indicator or the use of a valve
locked in a non-diverting position using
a car-scal or lock and key. The general
cquipment leak provisions for OELs arc
installation of a plug, cap or secondary
valve. Based on the effectivencess of this
cquipment work practice standard,
continuous or periodic monitoring of
these secondarily-sealed lines are not
gencrally required. With the elimination
of the exemption for discharges
associated with maintenance activities
and process upsets under the definition
of “periodically discharged™ in the
December 2015 Rule, there are a number
of process lines that are not traditional
bypass lines and that were not
previously considered an MV or an
MI'V bypass, but now are. Many of these
lines are small and not conducive to the
installation of a car-scal or lock and key
so they cannot comply with the current
bypass provisions. Most of these small
lines have been previously regulated via
Refinery MACT 1's requirement to
comply with the NSP'S open-cnded line
provisions, which are an effective
means to control cmissions from these
smaller lines. Because the existing
cquipment leak provisions for these
types of OELs serve the same purpose
and arc more appropriate for these
smaller lines, we determined that it is
rcasonable to provide for this method of
compliance for these OFELs.

What is the ETPA’s final decision on the
bypass monitoring provisions for OELs?

We are finalizing this amendment as
proposcd. In response to commaents
received on the proposed rule, we are
providing this new monitoring
alternative for vent systems handling
Group 1 storage vessel vents at section
63.660(i}(2) in the final rule.

g. Compliance Date Extension for
Existing Maintenance Vents

What is the history of the compliance
date extension for existing maintenance
vents addressed in the Tuly 2018
Proposal?

In the July 2018 Proposal, we
proposed to amend the compliance date
for maintenance vent provisions
applicable to existing sources (f.e., those
constructed or reconstructed on or
before June 30, 2014) promulgated at 40
CFR 63.643(c). The basis for this
proposal was that sources needed
additional time to follow the
“management of change” process. We
also noted that we had proposed
substantive revisions to the
maintenance vent requirements as part
of the April 2018 Proposal.

What significant comments were
received on the compliance date
extension for existing maintenance
vents?

Comment g.1: One commenter (—0968)
stated that the proposed compliance
extension is arbitrary and capricious
because the EPA has not provided any
cvidence as to why refineries could not
comply with the August 1, 2017,
compliance date and why a revised
compliance date of January 30, 2019, is
as expeditious as practicable, as
required by CAA section 112(i)(3)(A).
The commenter noted that the EPA
referred to the fact that some number of
refinery owners and opcerators have
applied for and received compliance
extensions of up to one year from their
permitting authoritics pursuant to 40
CFR 63.6(i), but does not provide any
evidence of these applications or
subscquent state agency determinations
in the rulemaking record. The
commenter further noted that the EPA’s
failure to provide this information in the
record for the rulemaking has inhibited
the public’s ability to provide fully
informed comments, and as such, the
ETA is in violation of the notice-and-
comment and public participation
requirements of CAA scction 307(d).
The commenter also disagreed with the
ET'A’s statement in the preamble of the
July 2018 Proposal that the sowrce
requests for an extension from the
permitting authorities is demonstrative
of refinery owners and operators acting
on “‘good faith efforts.” Rather, the
commenter asserted that the filing of
these requests shows an aveidance of
compliance with the rule.

The commenter stated that the
proposed compliance extension is
particularly harmful since the EPA has
acknowledged that there are significant
disproportionate impacts of refinery

pollution to communities of color and
low-income people. The commenter
noted that the EPA has not supported
the conclusion in the July 2018 Proposal
that the extension of compliance would
have an insignificant effect on emissions
reductions. A separate commenter
(—=0971) concurred with the EPA’s
conclusions that the proposed
compliance extension would have an
insignificant effect on emissions
reductions.

The commenter also stated that the
EPA’s reliance on regulatory uncertainty
due to the April 2018 Proposal as part
of the justification for the need for a
compliance extension is at odds with
the CAA’s explicit prohibition on any
delay or postponement of a final rule
based on reconsideration (see CAA
section 307(d)(7)(B}}. The commenter
further added that this provision only
allows the EPA to stay a rule’s effective
date during reconsideration, not to
postpone compliance, and only enables
the EPA to do so for up to three months.
Another commenter
(—0971) expressed support for the
proposed compliance extension for
maintenance vents because of regulatory
uncertainty since the EPA proposed
amendments in April 2018 Proposal, but
has not yet finalized those proposed
amendments. The commenter stated
that these revisions are critical to
providing certainty as to what is
required and to assure equipment may
be isolated for maintenance under all
expected maintenance situations. The
commenter noted that maintenance
vents are located across the refinery,
and time will be needed to review
procedures that would implement those
revisions under refinery management of
change processes, incorporate the
changes into refinery compliance
procedures and recordkeeping and
reporting systems, and provide training
to ciployees.

Response g.1: The EPA is not
finalizing the extension of the
compliance date as proposed in July
2018. However, in order to provide
sources with time to understand the
amended maintenance requirements, to
determine which maintenance
compliance option best mecets their
needs, and to come into compliance we
arc modifying the compliance date so
that it is 30 days following the cffective
date of the final rule. Due to the varicty
of different types of maintenance vents
and their ubiquitous nature, there has
been some uncertainty as to how the
maintenance vent requircments apply;
whether the provisions, as promulgated,
arc appropriate for all types of vents;
and the time needed to make the
requisite modifications to ensure
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compliance. The maintenance vent
provisions in their current form were
promulgated in the December 2015 Rule
in order to replace a start-up, shutdown
and malfunction (SSM} provision that
was included in the original MACT
standard. The EPA was replacing the
SS8M provisions because in Sierra Club
v. EPA, [551 F.3d 1019 (D.C. Cir. 2008}],
the D.C. Circuit determined that S5M
provisions, similar to those included in
the Refinery MACT were inconsistent
with the requirements of the CAA. The
EPA originally provided a compliance
date as of the effective date of the
December 2015 Rule (January 30, 2016},
but subscquently extended that date to
August 2017 bascd on information from
refineries that they needed more time to
comply. As previously noted, many
refineries sought a further extension
until August 2018 from state permitting
authorities. Establishing a compliance
date 30 days following promulgation of
these revisions will allow refineries a
modest amount of time to ensure any
remaining maintenance vents not yet in
compliance with the MACT, as
modified through this final action, arce
in compliance.

With respect to the comments on the
effect of emissions reductions relative to
the July 2018 Proposal, we reached this
conclusion based on several factoers.
First, maintenance cvents typically
occur about once per year or less
frequently for major equipment. Thus,
during the proposed period of the
compliance extension (approximately 6
months from the August 2018
compliance date that appliced to most
refineries due to extensions granted by
state permitting authoritics), some
cquipment would have no major events
and other equipment, at most, should
experience only one event. Second,
facilitics would still be required to
comply with the general requirements to
use good air pollution control practices
during maintenance events. Many
facility owners or operators already
have standard procedures for emptying
and degassing equipment. While these
procedures are not as stringent as the
MACT requirements for maintenance
vents as adopted in the December 2015
Rule and as we had proposed in April
2018, they would provide some limit on
cmissions to the atmosphere. In a
meeting with industry representatives,
an example of the type of emissions
occurring from maintenance vents was
provided to the Agency (Docket ID No.
EPA-HQ-0OAR-2010-0682-0909).
Based on that example, the Agency
cstimates that approximately 200 1bs of
VOC would be released from purging 6
picces of cquipment containing

pyrophoric catalyst when venting at 35
percent LEL rather than 10 percent LEL.
Basced on our previous analysis of
impacts for risk and technology review
revisions to Refinery MACT 1, we
estimate approximately 10 percent of
VOC cmissions are HAD, so that we
cstimate on the order of approximately
3 pounds of HAT ¢missions (0.1 x 200/
6} would cccur per major equipment
venting event. The maintenance vent
provisions as adopted in the December
2015 Rule were projected to reduce
cmissions of HAT by 5,200 tons per year
(80 FR 75178, December 1, 2015).
Therefore, based on the low expected
cmissions from cach major equipment
venting event, the expected limited
occwrence of maintenance venting
cvents, and the likelihood that many
types of maintenance venting cvents are
in compliance with the MACT, the
compliance extension would have an
insignificant cffect on emissions.

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
compliance date extension for existing
maintenance vents?

The EPA is not finalizing the
compliance extension as proposed in
the July 2018 Proposal. However, in
order to provide sources with time to
understand the amended maintenance
requirements, to determine which
maintenance compliance option best
meets their needs, and to come into
compliance, we are modifying the
compliance date so that it is 30 days
following the effective date of the final
rule.?

3. Pressure Relief Device Provisions

a. Clarification of Requirements for PRD
“in organic HAD service™
What is the history of the requirements
for PRD “in organic HAD service”
addressed in the April 2018 Proposal?
The introductory text for the
cquipment leak provisions for PRD in
section 63.648(j) requires compliance
with no detectable cmission provisions
for PRD “in organic HAPD gas or vapor
service” and the pressure release
management requircments for PRD “‘for
all pressure relief devices.” However,
the pressure release management
requirements for PRD in section
63.648(j)(3) arc applicable only to PRD
“in organic HAD service.” There are five
specific provisions within the pressure
release management requirements for
PRD listed in paragraphs 63.648(5)(3)(i)
through (v). [n the first four paragraphs,
the phrase “cach [or any] affected
pressure relief device™ is used, but this

7(f 5 U.8.C. 553(d) providing a 30-day period
prior to arule taking effect.

phrase is missing in the fifth paragraph.
API and AFT'M requested that we clarify
whether releases listed in section
63.648(j)(3}(v) arc limited to PRDs “in
organic HAD scrvice.” Consistent with
the requirements in section
63.648(j)(3}(i) through (iv) and the
Agency’s intent when promulgating the
provisions in section 63.648(j)(3), we
proposed to add the phrase, “affected
pressure relief deviee” to section
63.648(j)(3}(v). We also proposced to
amend the introductory text in
paragraph (j) to add the phrase, “in
organic HAT service” at the end of the
last sentence to further clarify that the
pressure release management
requirements for PRD in section
63.648(j)(3) arc applicable to “all
pressure relief devices in organic HAT
service.”
What key comments were received on
the requirements for PRD “in organic
HAPD service”?

We did not receive any public
comments on these proposed
amendments.,

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
requirements for PRD “in organic HAD
service”'?

We are finalizing these amendments
as proposcd.

b. Redundant Release Prevention
Moeasures in 40 CFR 63.648(j)(3)(ii)
What is the history of the requirements
for redundant release prevention
measures addressed in the April 2018
Proposal?

Scction 63.648(3)(3)(ii) lists options
for three redundant release prevention
measures that must be appliced to
affected PRDs. The prevention measures
in paragraph (j}(3)(ii} include: (A) Flow,
temperature, level, and pressure
indicators with deadman switches,
monitors, or autematic actuators; (B)
documented routine inspection and
maintenance programs and/or operator
training (maintenance programs and
operator training may count as only onc
redundant prevention measure); (C)
inherently safer designs or safety
instrumentation systems; (D} deluge
systems; and (E) staged relief system
where initial pressure relief valves (with
lower set release pressure) discharges to
a flare or other closed vent system and
control device. In their petition for
reconsideration (Docket ID No. ETPA—
HQ-OAR-2010-0682-0892), APl and
AFTM requested clarification as to
whether two prevention measures can
be selected from the list in
§63.648(j)(3)(ii}{A). APl and AFI'M
noted that the rule does not state that
the measures in paragraph (G)(3)(ii)(A)
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arc to be considered a single prevention
measure. The Agency grouped the
measures listed in subparagraph A
together because of similaritics they
have; however, they can be separate
measures. Therefore, as the EPA
explains in the preamble to the April
2018 Proposal (83 FR 15464), if these
measures operate independently, they
arc considered two separate redundant
prevention moeasurcs.

What key comments were received on
the requirements for redundant release
prevention measures?

We did not receive any public
comments on this proposed
amendment.

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
requirements for redundant release
prevention measures?

We are finalizing the amendment to
§63.648())(3)ii)(A), which clarifics that
independent, non-duplicative systems
count as separate redundant prevention
measures, as proposcd.

c. Pilot-Operated PRD and Balanced
Bellows PRD

What is the history of the provisions for
pilot-operated PRD and balanced
bellows PRD addressed in the April
2018 Proposal?

In a letter dated March 28, 2017, APL
and AFTM requested clarification on
whether pilet-operated PRDs are
required to comply with the pressure
rclease management provisions of
section 63.648(7)(1) through (3). Based
on our understanding of pilot-operated
PRD (sce memorandum, “Pilot- operated
PRD,” in Docket [D No. EPA-HOQ-0OAR—
2010-0682) and balanced bellows PRD,
we proposcd that pilot-operated and
balanced bellows PRD are subject to the
requirements in section 63.648(j)(1) and
(2}, but arc not subject to the
requirements in section 63.648(j)(3)
because the primary releases from these
PRD are vented to a control device. We
also proposed to amend the reporting
requirements in scction 63.655(g)(10)
and the recordkeeping requirements in
section 63.655(1)(11) to retain the
requirements to report and keep records
of cach release to the atmosphere
through the pilet vent that exceeds 72
lbs/day of VOC, including the duration
of the pressure release through the pilot
vent and the estimate of the mass
quantity of cach organic HAT releasc.

What key comments were received on
the provisions for pilot-operated PRD
and balanced bellows PRD?T

We received one public comment on
this proposcd amendment. The
commenter was gencerally opposed to

the addition of balanced bellows and
pilot-operated PRD to the work practice
standard requirements for PRD. The
comment and the EPA’s response are
available in the response to comments
document for this rulemaking (Docket
ID No. EPA-H(Q-0OAR-2010-0682).

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
provisions for pilot-operated PRD and
balanced bellows PRD?T

We are finalizing these amendments
as proposcd.

4. Delayed Coking Unit Decoking
Opcration Provisions

What is the history of the delayed
coking unit decoking operation
provisions addressed in the April 2018
Proposal?

The provisions in 40 CFR 63.657(a)
require owners or operators of DCU to
depressure cach coke drum to a closed
blowdown system until the coke drum
vessel pressure or temperature meets the
applicable limits specified in the rule (2
psig or 220 degrees Fahrenheit for
existing sources). Special provisions are
provided in 40 CFR 63.657(¢) and (f) for
DCU using “water overflow™ or
“double-quench” methed of cooling,
respectively. According to 40 CFR
63.657(c), the owner or operator of a
DCU using the “water overflow”
method of coke cooling must hardpipe
the overflow water (i.e., via an overhead
line) or otherwise prevent exposure of
the overflow water to the atmosphere
when transferring the overflow water to
the overflow water storage tank
whenever the coke drum vessel
temperature exceeds 220 degrees
Fahrenheit. The provision in 40 CFR
63.657(c) also provides that the
overflow water storage tank may be an
open or fixed-roof tank provided that a
submerged fill pipe (pipe outlet below
existing liquid level in the tank) is used
to transfer overflow water to the tank.

In the Octeber 18, 2016,
reconsideration proposal, we openced
the provisions in 40 CFR 63.657(c) for
public comment, but we did not
propose to amend the requircments. In
response to the October 18, 2016,
reconsideration proposal, we received
several comments regarding the
provisions in 40 CFR 63.657(¢) for DCU
using the water overflow method of
coke cooling. Based on these comments,
in the April 2018 Proposal we proposed
amendments to the water overflow
requirements in 40 CFR 63.657(c) to
clarify that an owner or operator of a
DCU with a water overflow design dooes
not need to comply with the provisions
in 40 CFR 63.657(c} if they comply with
the primary pressure or temperature
limits in 40 CFR 63.657(a) prior to

overflowing any water. We also
proposed to add a requirement to use a
scparator or disengaging device when
using the water overflow methed of
cooling to prevent entrainment of gases
from the coke drum vessel to the
overflow water storage tank and we
proposed that gases from the separator
must be routed to a closed vent
blewdown system or otherwise
controlled following the requirements
for a Group 1 miscellancous process
vent. As separators appear to be an
integral part of the water overflow
system design, we did not project any
capital investment or additional
operating costs associated with this
proposed amendment.

What key comments were received on
the delayed coking unit decoking
opceration provisions?

The following is a summary of the key
comments received in responsce to our
April 2018 Proposal and cur responses
to these comments. Detailed public
comments and the EPA responses are
included in the response to comments
document for this final action (Docket
ID EPA-HQ-0OAR-2010-0682).

Comment 1:Industry commaenters
(—0955, —0958) stated that the proposed
amendment to require DCU using the
water overflow compliance option to
have a disengaging device is
unsupported by the record for the
proposcd rule and was not included in
the Information Collection Request (ICR)
or MACT floor analysis supporting the
December 2015 Rule. The commenters
noted that the ETA has not determined
how many DCU use the water overflow
mothod of coke cooling or how many
will require the installation of a
disengaging device, instead basing the
provisions on a report by one facility
using such a device. The same
commenters stated that the EPA has not
quantified the expected emission
reductions associated with the proposed
amendment to require DCU using the
water overflow compliance option to
have a disengaging device. One of the
commenters (—0955) maintained that the
cmissions from the overflow water are
small and sufficiently controlled via the
submerged fill requirement. This
commenter provided various analyses to
support their contention that the
emissions from their overflow water are
small, including results of facility-
specific industrial hygicne monitoring
programs, which the commenter claims
have shown that operators exposures to
benzene are “orders of magnitude below
the Oceupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA}) exposure limit
of 1.0 parts per million (ppm), at 0.003
ppm (300 parts per billion (ppb)) and
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less.” Both of these commenters also
asserted that the ET'A should not
finalize the proposed amendment to
require DCU using the water overflow
compliance option to have a
discngaging device.

Another commenter (—0953) asserted
that the EPA did not provide any
quantitative assessment of emissions
from water overflow DCU compared to
the primary MACT standard in order to
demonstrate that the water overflow is
at least as stringent as the MACT floor
requirement (no draining or venting
until the pressure in the drum is at or
below 2 psig). According to the
commenter, without this direct
supporting analysis, the EPA’s inclusion
of the water overflow provision is
arbitrary and capricious. The
commenter recommended that the water
overflow provisions not be finalized or
that additional control requirements be
placed on the storage tank receiving the
water overflow. Specifically, the
commenter recommended that the rule
require these tanks to be vented to a
control device that achieves 98-percent
destruction efficiency or better.
Alternatively, the commenter
recommended that the EPA develop
minimum requiremaents for the liquid
height and volume of water in the
receiving tank and a maximum limit on
the temperature of the water in the tank.
The commenter also recommended that
the EPA set restrictions on the re-use of
the overflow water without prior
additional treatment to remove organic
contaminants.

Two commenters (—0955, —0958)
stated that, if the requirement to use a
discngaging device is finalized, the EPA
should provide a compliance date 3
years after the effective date of the rule,
as provided under CAA section
112(1)(3}(A), due to the expected
expense and timing needed for
cquipment installation to comply with
this requirement. One commenter
(—0955) described the specific steps
required for a DCU system not equipped
with a disengaging device to comply
with the proposed rule including:
Design, engincering, permit application
submission and permit receipt, and
installation, estimating it will take
between 24-36 moenths to complete.

Response 1: We agree that we did not
include the water overflow provisions
in the MACT floor analysis supporting
the December 2015 Rule. The MACT
floor analysis resulted in a
determination that emissions from the
DCU must be controlled (no
atmospheric venting, draining or
deheading of the coke drum) until the
coke drum vessel pressure is at or below
2 psig is the MACT floor. In developing

an alternative compliance methed, such
as the DCU water overflow provisions,
wq are only required to ensure that the
alternative being provided is at least as
stringent (achieves the same or lower
cmissions) as the established MACT
floor.

We disagree that the record does not
support the proposal. In comments
received on the June 30, 2014, proposed
risk and technology review “Sector
Rule,” Phillips 66 requested special
provisions for water overflow (sce
Docket [D No. EPA-HQ-OAR-0682—
0614). Further, we understood from
background mectings that there are two
main suppliers of DCU technology, one
of which took over the ConocolPhillips
technology licenses (see Docket ID No.
EPA-HQ-OAR-2010-0682-0216). As
Phillips 66 was an initial developer of
the technology, we surmised that the
DCU designed for water overflow were
likely all based on the Phillips 66
design. They also noted in their
comments that they operated two units
with water overflow design. While the
ICR supporting the December 2015 Rule
did not specifically ask about the water
overflow method of cooling, we did ask
the height of the drum and the height of
the water in the drum prior to first
draining. Three DCU were reported to
have water height when first draining
cqual to the drum height and two DCU
were reported to have water height
greater than the drum height. From
these data, we estimated that 2 to 5 DCU
used the water overflow method of
cooling. We understood that Phillips 66
likely operated most of the DCU
designed to use the water overflow
method of cooling. Therefore, when
Phillips 66 provided a water overflow
DCU design that included a water-vapor
discngaging drum, we expected all
water overflow DCU had this design. In
subsequent meetings with APTand
AFPM, we discussed our findings and
our intention to add a requirement for
a vapor disengaging drum (see Docket
ID No. EPA-H(Q-0AR-2010-0682-0910
and —0911)}. These records clearly show
we carefully considered this proposed
requirement and we informed industry
representatives from AT, AFT'M, and
some individual refinery representatives
of our conclusions prior to the proposal.

We agree that the EPA has not
provided a quantitative asscssment of
the emissions from the DCU when using
water overflow. Rather, for the
December 2015 Rule, we relied on a
qualitative assessment because the
precise mechanism of the cmissions
from the DCU is not well understeod.
This qualitative analysis did not
consider the entrainment of gases in the
overflow water or the need for the use

of a disengaging drum. To support this
final action, we estimated, to the best of
our ability, the emissions from a typical
DCU using water overflow method of
cooling for units using a vapor
discngaging device and one with no
vapor disengaging device and compared
them with the emissions projected for a
DCU using conventional method of
cooling complying with the 2 psig
MACT standard. We found that the
cmissions from a DCU using water
overflow method of cooling and a vapor
disengaging device had emissions
significantly less than a conventional
DCU complying with the 2 psig
standard. We also found that the
cmissions from a DCU using the water
overflow method of cooling without a
vapor disengaging device could have
cmissions exceeding those for a
conventional DCU complying with the 2
psig pressure limit (see memorandum
cntitled “Estimating Emissions from
Delayed Coking Units Using the Water
Overflow Method of Cooling” in Docket
ID No. EPA-HQ-0OAR-2010-0682). Owr
cmission estimates are higher than the
cmissions estimated by the commenter
because their analyses did not consider
entrained gases in the overflow water. In
a follow-up meeting with this
commenter, we learned that the
concentration monitored near the
overflow water tank was 0.3 ppm
benzence (consistent with the value of
300 ppb}. This concentration, while
below the OSHA exposure limit of 1
PP, is not “orders of magnitude
below™ the OSHA exposure limit and
provides strong evidence that cmissions
near the water overflow tank are higher
than would be projected based on their
analysis submitted dwing the comment
period.

Based on our analysis, we find that
the water overflow method of cooling
alternative achicves greater emission
reductions than the primary 2 psig
pressure limit when a vapor disengaging
device is used for the overflow water
prior to the water storage tank. Because
cmissions without the disengaging
device in the case where the receiving
tank is not vented to a control deviee
can exceed that of a conventional DCU
complying with the 2 psig pressure
limit, we conclude that it is necessary
for the alternative compliance method
to require usc of a disengaging device
unless the receiving tank is vented to a
control device.

Although cost consideration is not
rclevant for determining MACT, we
disagree that the EPA did not consider
the expensce of installing a disengaging
device. As part of the cost estimates for
the DCU MACT requirements
established in the December 2015 Rule,
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80 FR 75226, we considered compliance
costs for every DCU that did not already
mect the 2 psig pressure limit. Because
we already considered compliance costs
in our burden estimates for the
December 2015 Rule, there was no basis
for assuming that compliance with the
alternative standard proposed here
would result in additional or otherwise
different compliance costs and te do so
would result in double-counting the
compliance costs.

With respect to the commenter
requesting additional controls on the
tank receiving the water overflow, our
analysis supports the conclusion that
the main source of emissions from the
water overflow systems is entrained
vapors in the overflow water. We agree
that venting the receiving tank to a
control device is a reasonable
alternative to using a disengaging device
and wc have added this as an alternative
compliance option for DCU using the
water overflow method of cooling.
However, venting the receiving tank to
a control device when a vapor
disengaging device is already used is
unnecessary and redundant. We agree
that adding certain limitations on
overflow water temperature, receiving
tank water volume and temperature can
help te reduce emissions when a vapor
disengaging device is not used, but we
do not believe adding these limitations
will make water overflow without a
vapor disengaging device equivalent to
the primary 2 psig cmission limitation.
Based on our analysis, we find that the
use of a disengaging device with
submerged fill requirement is as
stringent as the MACT floor and that
additional restrictions on the receiving
storage vessel for these DCU are not
necessary to comply with MACT.

Finally, regarding the compliance
date, we agree that it will take time to
design, procure, and install a
disengaging drum for those DCU using
water overflow and that do not currently
have a disengaging drum. Similarly,
venting the receiving tank to a control
device as an alternative to using a
disengaging device will also require
time to design and retrofit the tank with
a fixed roof and closed vent system to
control. We originally provided a 3-ycar
compliance schedule due to the design,
engineering, and cquipment installation
that could be required to meet the
emission limitations for DCU in the
December 2015 Rule. As the December
2015 Rule did not require a vapor
disengaging drum or controlled tank
and similar enhancements in the
enclosed blowdown system will be
needed for facilities to comply with the
April 2018 Proposal, we are providing a
limited compliance extension, of 2 years

from the effective date of this final rule
that alters the work practice standard by
establishing the vapor disengaging drum
requirement. This extension will only
be afforded for DCU that use the water
overflow method of cooling without
adequate systems for a vapor
discngaging device or controlled tank,
which we consider to be as expeditious
as practicable based on comments
received on the April 2018 Proposal. We
are also including operational
requirements on the water overflow
system for these DCU in the interim to
minimize ¢emissions to the greatest
extent possible as requested by one of
the commenters. These operational
limits will not require any additional
cquipment, so implementation can
occwr immediately. We de not expect
that these operational limits are
sufficient to ensure that emissions from
these units will be less than
conventional DCU complying with the 2
psig standard at all times, but they will
help to ensure emissions are not
unrestricted in this interim period. We
also note that pursuant to the provisions
in §63.6(i}, which are generally
applicable, refinery owners or operators
may seck compliance extensions on a
casc-by-case basis if necessary.

What is the FT°A’s final decision on the
delayed coking unit decoking operation
provisions?

We are finalizing the requirement for
DCU using the water overflow
provisions in section 63.657(c) to usc a
separator or discngaging device to
prevent entrainment of gases in the
cooling water. In responsc to comments,
we are providing a limited compliance
extension, of 2 years from the effective
datc of this final rule, only for DCU that
use the water overflow method of
cooling that decument the need to
design, procure, and install a
disengaging device, which we consider
to be as expeditious as practicable based
on comments received on the April
2018 Proposal. We are providing
operational restrictions on these DCU in
the interim to minimize cmissions to the
greatest extent possible. Finally, in
response to comments, we are
including, as an alternative to the use of
a vapor disengaging drum, requirements
to discharge the overflow water to a
storage vessel vented to a control device
(i.e., a vessel mecting the requirements
for storage vessels in 40 CFR part 63,
subpart 85).

5. Fenceline Monitoring Provisions

What is the history of the fenceline
monitoring provisions addressed in the
April 2018 Proposal?

We proposed several amendments to
the fenceline monitoring provisions in
Refinery MACT 1. Many of the proposed
revisions to the fenceline monitoring
provisions are related to requirements
for reporting monitoring data.

The December 2015 Rule included
new EPA Methods 325A and B
specifying monitor siting and
quantitative sample analysis
procedures. Method 325A requires an
additional moniter be placed near
known VOC emission sources if the
VOC cmissions source is located within
50 meters of the monitoring perimeter
and the source is between two monitors.
In the April 2018 Proposal, we proposed
an alternative to the additional menitor
siting requirements if the only known
VOC cmission sources within 50 meters
of the monitoring perimeter between
two monitors arc pumps, valves,
conncctors, sampling connections, and
open-cnded line sources. The proposed
alternative requires that these sources be
actively monitored monthly using
audio, visual, or olfactory means and
quarterly using Method 21 or the AWP
for equipment leaks.

In addition, we proposed to revise the
quarterly reporting requirements in
scction 63.655(h)(8) to specify that it
means calendar year quarters (Le.,
Quarter 1 is from January 1 to March 31;
Quarter 2 is from April 1 through Tune
30; Quarter 3 is from July 1 through
September 30; and Quarter 4 is from
October 1 through December 31) rather
than being tied to the date compliance
monitoring began.

We also proposed to require one ficld
blank per sampling period rather than
two as currently required. Similarly, we
proposed to decrease the number of
duplicate samples that must be
collected cach sampling period. Instead
of requiring a duplicate sample for every
10 monitoring locations, we proposed
that facilitics with 19 or fewer
monitoring locations be required to
collect one duplicate sample per
sampling period and facilities with 20
or more sampling locations be required
to colleet two duplicate samples per
sampling period. We also proposcd to
require that duplicate samples be
averaged together to determine the
sampling location’s benzene
concentration for the purposes of
calculating the benzene concentration
difference (Ac).

Consistent with the requirements in
scction 63.658(k) for requesting an
alternative test method for collecting
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and/or analyzing samples, we also
proposed to revisce the Table 6 entry for
scction 63.7(f) to indicate that section
63.7(f) applics except that alternatives
directly specified in 40 CFR part 63,
subpart CC, do not require additional
notification to the Administrator or the
approval of the Administrator.

What key comments were received on
the fenceline monitoring provisions?

We received minor comments on
these proposed revisions. The comment
summarics and the EI?A responses are
available in the response te comments
document for this final rule (Decket ID
No. EPA-H(}-OAR-2010-0682).

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
fenceline monitoring provisions?

The proposed revisions to the
fenceline monitoring requircments, as
described above, are being finalized as
proposed with one minor change. In the
April 2018 proposal, §63.655(h)(8)(viii}
specificd that CEDRI would calculate
the biweekly concentration difference
(Ac) for benzene for cach sampling
period and the annual average Ac for
benzene for cach sampling period.
However, in order to accurately reflect
CEDRI's current configuration, we are
finalizing §63.655(h)(8)(viii) to require
the reporter to calculate and report the
values of the biweekly and annual
average Ac for benzene.

6. Storage Vesscl Provisions

What is the history of the storage vessel
provisions addressed in the April 2018
Proposal?

We received comments from ATT and
AFTM in their February 1, 2016,
petition for reconsideration regarding
the incorporation of 40 CFR part 63,
subpart WW, storage vessel provisions
and 40 CFR part 63, subpart 55, closed
vent systems and control device
provisions inte Refinery MACT 1
requirements for Group 1 storage vessels
at 40 CFR 63.660. The pre-amended
version of the Refinery MACT 1 rule
specificd (by cross reference at 40 CFR
63.646) that storage vessels containing
liquids with a vapor pressure of 76.6
kilopascals (approximately 11 pounds
per square inch (psi)) or greater must be
vented to a closed vent system or to a
control device consistent with the
requirements in section 63.119 of the
HON. API and AFPM pointed out that
the EPA did not retain this provision at
40 CFR 63.660 in the December 2015
Rule. We agree that the language was
inadvertently omitted. We did not
intend to deviate from the longstanding
requirement limiting the vapor pressure
of material that can be stored in a
fleating roof tank. Therefore, we

proposed to revise the introductory text
in 40 CFR 63.660 to clarify that owners
or operators of affected Group 1 storage
vessels storing liquids with a maximum
true vapor pressure less than 76.6
kilopascals (11.0 psi) can comply with
cither the requirements in 40 CFR part
63, subpart WW or S5, and that ownoers
or operators storing liquids with a
maximum true vapor pressure greater
than or equal to 76.6 kilopascals (11.0
psi) must comply with the requirements
in 40 CFR part 63, subpart 55.

We also received comments from APT
and AFP'M in their February 1, 2016,
petition for reconsideration regarding
provisions in section 63.660(b). Scction
63.660(b)(1) allows Group 1 storage
vessels to comply with alternatives to
those specified in section 63.1063(a)(2)
of subpart WW. Section 63.660(b)(2)
specifies additional controls for ladders
having at least one slotted leg. The
petitioners explained that section
63.1063(a)(2)(ix) provides extended
compliance time for these controls, but
that it is unclear whether this additional
compliance time extends to the use of
the alternatives to comply with section
63.660(b}. We proposed language to
clarify that the additional compliance
time specified in the alternative
included at section 63.1063(a)(2) applies
to the implementation of controls in
section 63.660(b).

We also propoescd language to clarify
at section 63.660(c) that the initial
inspection requirements that apply with
initial filling of the storage vessels are
not required again if a vessel transitions
from the existing source requirements in
section 63.646 to new source
requirements in section 63.660.

The following is a summary of the
comment received in response to our
April 2018 Proposal and our response to
this comment. We did not receive any
other comments related to the proposed
amendments for storage vessels.

What comment was received on the
storage vesscl provisions?

Comment 1: One commenter (—0958)
claims that the ETA proposed revisions
to the introductory paragraph of section
63.660 to allow certain storage vessels to
comply with alternative requircments is
not an acceptable control measure. The
commenter states that the proposed
revisions included 11.0 psia as
parcnthetical equivalent to the 76.6 kPPa
threshold. The commenter
recommendaed that the ETA revise the
11.0 psia to 11.1 psia as this represcnts
a more accurate conversion and
consistency with historical regulations.

Response 1: Upon reviewing this
issue, we agree with the commenter that
11.1 psia is the correct value to use

when converting 76.6 kilopascals to psia
and we are revising the proposed
language to use 11.1 psia rather than
11.0 psia in this introductory paragraph.

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
storage vessel provisions?

After considering public comments on
the proposed amendments, the EPA is
finalizing the amendment to the
introductory text in 40 CFR 63.660 with
a change from 11.0 psia to 11.1 psia. We
are finalizing the amendments to section
63.660(b) and scction 63.660(c) as
proposed.

7. Flare Control Device Provisions

What is the history of the flare control
device provisions addressed in the April
2018 Proposal?

ATT and AFT'M requested clarification
in a December 1, 2016, letter to the EPA
(Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2010-
0682-0913) regarding assist stecam line
designs that entrain air into the lower or
upper steam at the flare tip. The
industry representatives noted that
many of the steam-assisted flare lines
have this type of air entrainment and
likely were part of the dataset analyzed
to develop the standards established in
the December 2015 Rule for steam-
assisted flares. AP and AFPM,
therefore, maintain that these flares
should net be considered to have assist
air, and that they are appropriately and
adequately regulated under the final
standards in the December 2015 Rule for
steam-assisted flares. Because flares
with assist air are required to comply
with both a combustion zone not
heating value (NHV,,) and a net heating
value dilution parameter (NHVga), there
is increased burden in having to comply
with two operating parameters, and API
and AFPM contend that this burden is
UNNECeSSAry.

In the preamble to the April 2018
TProposal, we stated that air intentionally
cntrained through steam nozzles meets
the definition of assist air. However, we
also noted that if this is the only assist
air introduced prior teo or at the flare tip,
it is reasonable in most cascs for the
owner or operator to only need to
comply with the NHV, operating limit.
We also noted that, for flare tips with an
cffective tip diameter of 9 inches or
more, there are no flare tip steam
inducticn designs that can entrain
cnough assist air to causc a flare
operator to have a deviation of the
NHVay operating limit without first
deviating from the NHV,, operating
limit. Therefore, we proposed in scction
63.670(f}(1}) to allow owners or opcerators
of flares whose only assist air is from
perimeter assist air entrained in lower
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and upper steam at the flare tip and
with a flare tip diameter of 9 inches or
greater to comply only with the NHV,
operating limit. Steam-assisted flares
with perimeter assist air and an effective
tip diameter of less than 9 inches would
remain subject to the requirement to
account for the amount of assist air
intentionally entrained within the
calculation of NHVan. We further
proposed to add provisions to section
63.670(i)(6) specifying that owncers or
operators of these smaller diameter
stcam-assisted flares use the steam flow
rate and the maximum design air-to-
steam ratio of the steam tube’s air
entrainment system for determining the
flow rate of this assist air.

We also propesed several clarifying
amendments for flares in responsc to
APT and AFPM’s February 1, 2016,
petition for reconsideration (Docket ID
No. EPA-H(}-OAR-2010-0682-0892} as
outlined below.

e For air assisted flares, we proposed
to amend section 63.670(i)(5) to include
provisions for continucusly monitoring
fan speed or power and using fan curves
for determining assist air flow rates to
clarify that this is an acceptable method
of determining air flow rates.

¢ We proposed two amendments
relative to the visible emissions
monitoring requirements in section
63.670(h) and (h)(1). We proposed to
clarify that the initial 2-hour visible
cmission demonstration should be
conducted the first time regulated
materials are routed to the flare. We also
proposed to amend section 63.670(h)(1)
to clarify that the daily 5-minute
obscrvations must only be conducted on
days the flare receives regulated
materials and that the additional visible
cmissions menitoring is specific to cases
when visible emissions are observed
while regulated material is routed to the
flare.

¢ We proposed to amend section
63.670(0)(1)(iii)(B) to clarify that the
owncr or operator must establish the
smoekeless capacity of the flare in a 15-
minute block average and to amend
section 63.670(c)(3)(i) to clarify that the
excecdance of the smokeless capacity of
the flare is based on a 15-minute block
average.

What comments were received on the
flare control device provisions?

The following is a summary of one
comment received in response to our
April 2018 Proposal and our response to
this comment. All other comments
related to the proposed amendments for
the flare provisions are included in the
response to comments document for this
final action (Docket ID No. FPA-HQ)-
2010-0682).

Comment 1; 0nc commenter (—0958)
explained that assist air may enly be
cntrained in upper steam. Thus, they
requested that the proposed revision to
section 63.670(f}(1) and scction
63.670(i)(6) be changed from “lower and
upper” to “lower and/or upper.” The
commenter also requested that the EPA
clarify that the tip diameter referenced
in section 63.670(1)(6) Ls the effective
diameter as defined in section
63.670(n)(1) and scction 63.670(k)(1).
Finally, the commenter requested that
the EPA clarify that section 63.670(1)(6)
applies to flares with an effective
diameter less than 9 inches and stated
that perimeter air menitoring for a
steam-assisted flare with an effective
diameter equal to or greater than 9
inches is not required.

Response 1: We did not mean to limit
the air entrainment provisions to only
instances where air is entrained in both
lower and upper steam at the flare tip.
We agree that the language “lower and/
or upper steam”’ is more accurate and
consistent with our intent. We also
agree that we should refer to the
“effective diameter” of the flare tip as
defined in the equation for NHV gy in
section 63.670(n)(1). This clarification
was made in section 63.670(f)(1); this
term is not used in section 63.670(1)(6).

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
flare control device provisions?

After considering the comments, we
are finalizing the proposed amendment
in section 63.670(f)(1) and scction
63.670(i)(6)} with a change in language
from “lower and upper” to “lower and/
or upper.” We are also finalizing the
proposed amendment in section
63.670(f)(1) with a change in language
from “flare tip diameter” to “effective
diameter,” a term that is defined in
section 63.670(n)(1) and scction
63.670(k}(1). The proposed clarifying
amendments related to air assisted
flares, visible emissions monitoring
requirements, and smokeless capacity of
the flare are being finalized as propoesed.

8. Recordkeeping and Reporting
Provisions

What is the history of the recordkeeping
and reporting provisions addressed in
the April 2018 Proposal?

We proposed several clarifying
amendments for recordkeeping and
reporting requirements in responsc to
questions received from API and AFPM
as well as in response to APT and
AFPM’s March 28, 2017, letter (Dockoet
ID Ne. EPA-HQ-0OAR-2010-0682—
0915).

Refinery owners or operators must
submit a NOCS with 150 days of the

compliance date associated with the
provisions in the December 2015 Rule.
We proposcd to amend sections
63.655(f} and (£)(6) to provide that
sources having a compliance date on or
after February 1, 2016, may submit the
NOCS in the periodic report rather than
as a separate submission.

We proposcd several amendments for
clectronic reporting requirements at
sections 63.655(f}(1)1}(B)(3) and (C)(2),
(H)(1)(iii), (£}(2), and (f}(4) to clarify that
when the results of performance tests or
evaluations are reported in the NOCS,
the results are due by the date the NOCS
is due, whether the results are reported
via Compliance and Emissions Data
Reporting Interface (CEDRI) or in hard
copy as part of the NOGS report. If the
results are reported via CEDRI, we also
proposed to specify that sowrces need
not resubmit those results in the NOCS,
but may instead submit specified
information identifying that a
performance test or evaluation was
conducted and the units and pollutants
that were tested. We also proposed to
add the phrase “Unless otherwise
specificd by this subpart” to sections
63.655(h}(9)(i} and (i1} to make clear that
test results associated with a NOCS
report are duc at the time the NOCS is
due and not within 60 days of
completing the performance test or
evaluation. We also proposed to amend
several references in Table 6—General
Trovisions Applicability to Subpart CC
that discuss reporting requirements for
performance tests or performance
evaluations.

We proposed to revise the provision
in section 63.655(h)(10) to include
processes to assert claims of EPA system
outage or force majeure cvents as a basis
for extending the electronic reporting
deadlines.

We also proposed to revise section
63.655(i)(5) to restore the subparagraphs
which were inadvertently not included
in the published CFR due to a ¢lerical
CITOL.

The amendments to section
63.655(h)(5)(iii) included in the
December 2015 Rule (80 FR 75247) woere
not included in the regulations as
published by the CFR. As reflected in
the instructions to the amendments, we
intended for the option to use an
automated data compression recording
system to be an approved monitoring
alternative. [n addition, in reviewing
this amendment, the EPA noted that 40
CFR 63.655(h}(5) specifically addresses
mechanisms for owners or operators to
request approval for alternatives to the
continucus operating parameter
monitoring and recordkeeping
provisions, while the provisions in 40
CFR 63.655(i)(3) specifically include
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options already approved for
continucus parameter monitoring
system (CPMS). Consistent with our
intent for the use of an automated data
compression recording system to be an
approved monitoring alternative, we
proposed to move paragraph
63.655(h)(5)(iii} to 63.655(i}(3)(ii)(C).

Finally, we proposced a number of
cditorial and other corrections in Table
2 of the April 2018 Proposal (83 FR
15470).

What significant comments were
received on the recordkeeping and
reporting provisions?

The following is a summary of the
significant comments received in
response to our April 2018 Proposal and
our responsce to these comments. All
other comments related to the proposed
amendments for the recordkeeping and
reporting provisions are included in the
response to comments document for this
final action (Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
2010-0682).

Comment 1;0One commenter (—09538)
objected to the proposed revisions to
section 63.655(f) and section
63.655(f}(6) which require facilitics to
include their NOGS in the periodic
report following the compliance
activity. The commenter suggested that
the EPA revert to the 150-day NOGS
submission requirements as was
included in the December 2015 Rule
amendments for the sources listed in
Table 11 of 40 CFR part 63, subpart CC,
which have a compliance date on or
after February 1, 2016. The commenter
explained that for petroleum refinery
owners and operators completing
compliance activitics requiring an
NOCS in the latter half of the periodic
reporting period, as little as 60 days
could be provided to perform the test
and generate the submission in order to
include it in the periodic report.

Response 1: The proposed revisions
wore specifically included to address
the commenter’s original request to
align the new compliance notifications
with the semiannual periodic reports to
reduce burden. As the commenter has
withdrawn the request for these
revisions, we are not finalizing these
proposcd revisions.

Comment 2: One commenter (—0958)
supported the proposed revision
allowing petroleum refinery owners and
operators to request an extension for
reporting under specificd
circumstances. One such circumstance
is if the EPA’s electronic reporting
systems is out-of-service in the five
business days prior to the report due
date. Proposed revisions in section
63.655(h)(10)(i) and scection
63.1575(1}(1) require the extension

request to include the date, time, and
length of the clectronic reporting system
outage. The commenter requested that
the EPA remove these details from the
requirements for the extension request
as this is information the EPA, rather
than the reporter, keeps. The commenter
suggested that the EPA could require
reporters to identify the dates on which
they attempted to access the system in
the 5-day period preceding the reporting
due date.

Response 2: We agree with the
commenter. While users may know the
length of time for a planned outage, as
this information is provided to uscrs, it
is unlikely that a user will know the
length of time for an unplanned outage.
However, users will know the dates and
times that they attempted but were
unable to access the system. Therefore,
we have revised the language in section
63.655(h}(10)(1} and scction
63.1575(1)(1) to state that owner or
opcerators must provide information on
the date(s) and time(s) the Central Data
Exchange (CDX) or the CEDRI was
unavailable when the user attempted to
access it in the 5 business days prior to
the submission deadline.

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
recordkeeping and reperting provisions?

In response to the public comments
received, we are not finalizing the
proposed amendments to section
63.655(f) and scction 63.655(f)(6) which
require facilities to include their NOCS
in the periodic report following the
compliance activity.

Also in response to the public
comments received, we are finalizing
the proposed amendment to section
63.655(h)(10) with changes. In the final
rule, a refinery owner or operator’s
request for an extension must include
information on the date(s) and time(s)
the CDX or the CEDRI was unavailable
when the user attempted to access it in
the 5 business days prior to the
submission deadline, rather than
requiring information regarding the
length of the cutage.

We are finalizing the amendments to
the electrie reporting requirements in
sections 63.655(f1(1)(1}(B)(3) and (C)(2),
(0¥(1}(1i1), (£)(2), and (f}(4)}, scctions
63.655(h)(9)(i) and (ii), and Table 6—
General Provisions Applicability to 40
CFR part 63, subpart CC, as proposcd.

We are finalizing the restoration of
paragraph 63.655(i}(5), as proposcd. We
are also finalizing moving paragraph
63.655(h)(5)(iii) to 63.655(i)(3)(ii}(C), as
proposed. We are also finalizing the
editorial and other corrections in Table
2 of the April 2018 Proposal (83 FR
15470}, as proposcd.

B. Clarifications and Technical
Corrections to Refinery MACT 2

1. FCCU Provisions

What is the history of the FCCU
provisions addressed in the April 2018
TProposal?

In order to demonstrate compliance
with the alternative particulate matter
(I’M) standard for FCCU as provided at
section 63.1564(a)(5)(ii), the outlet
{exhaust) gas flow rate of the catalyst
regenerator must be determined. As
provided in scction 63.1573(a), owners
or operators may determine this flow
rate using a flow CP’MS or an
alternative. Currently, the language in
section 63.1573(a) restricts the use of
the alternative to occasions when “the
unit does not intreduce any other gas
streams into the catalyst regenerator
vent.” APT and AFPM (Docket ID No.
FPA-H()-OAR-2010-0682—-0915) claim
that while this restriction is appropriate
for determining the flow rate for
applying cmissions limitations
downstream of the regenerater because
additional gases introduced to the vent
would not be measured using this
method, it is not a necessary constraint
for determining compliance with the
alternative PM limit. This is because the
alternative PM standard applies at the
outlet of the regencrator prior to the
primary cyclone inlet and this is the
flow measured by the alternative in
scction 63.1573(a). As described in the
preamble of the April 2018 Proposal (83
FR 15471). We proposed to amend
section 63.1573(a) to remove that
1estriction.

Additionally, APTand AFPM noted in
their February 1, 2016, petition (ETA-
HQ-OAR-2010-0682-0892) for
reconsideration that the FCCU
alternative organic HAT standard for
startup, shutdown, and hot standby in
section 63.1565(a)(5)(ii) requires
maintaining the oxygen concentration in
the regencrator exhaust gas at or above
1 volume percent (dry) (i.e., greater than
or equal to 1-percent oxygen (Cg)
measured on a dry basis); however, they
claim process Oz analyzers measure Oq
on a wet basis. As described in the
preamble of the April 2018 Proposal (83
FR 15471), meeting the 1-percent Oz
standard on a wet basis measurement
will always mean that there is more Oy
than if the concentration value is
corrected to a dry basis. As such, we
proposed to amend scction
63.1565(a}(5)(ii) and Table 10 to allow
for the use of a wet Oz measurement for
demonstrating compliance with the
standard so long as it is used directly
with no correction for moisture content.
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The following is a sumnmary of the one
comment received in response to our
April 2018 Proposal and our response to
this comment on the proposed
amendments to the FCCU provisions.

What comment was received on the
FCCU provisions?

Comment 1;0One commenter (—0958)
supported the EPA’s proposed revisions
to section 63.1573(a)(1), which allows
the use of the inlet velocity requirement
during periods of startup, shutdown,
and malfunction (SSM) for an FCCU as
an alternative to the PM standard
regardless of the configuration of the
catalytic regencrator exhaust vent
stream. The same commenter suggested
additional clarifications relative to the
alternative PM standard. These
clarifications include:

(1) Amending the last sentence in
section 63.1573(a)(1) to clarify that the
requirement to use the same procedure
for performance tests and subsequent
monitoring does not apply to the use of
the alternative in scction 63.1564(c)(5),
since the alternative only applies during
S5M.

(2) Revising the first sentence of
scction 63.1573(a)(2) to specifically
allow use for demonstrating compliance
with section 63.1564(c)(5).

(3) Amending the footnote to Item 12
in Table 3 to make it clear that cither
alternative in (a}(1) or (a}(2) is
acceptable for demonstrating
compliance. The commenter also
recommended providing a separate
footnote as other items reference
footnote 1.

(4) Adding the fostnote from Item 12
in Table 3 to Ttem 10 in Table 7.

Response 1: We agree with the
commeaenter that the last sentence in
section 63.1573(a)(1) is provided to
cnsure that the operating limits are
cstablished using the same monitoring
techniques as the on-going monitoring.
As no site-specific operating limit is
required for compliance with section
63.1564(c)(5), that requirement is not
applicable to this additional allowance
of this alternative. We are revising the
language in the final rule to clarify.

We disagrece that it is appropriate to
revise the first sentence in section
63.1573(a)(2), as requested by the
commenter, because the flow rate must
be determined based on actual flow
conditions, not standard conditions;
therefore, Equation 2 in section 63.1573
is not applicable to demonstrate
compliance with section 63.1564(c)(5).
What is the EPA’s final decision on the
FCCU provisicns?

In consideration of public comments,
we are finalizing the amendments to the

FCCU provisions, as proposced with one
change to scction 63.1573(a) to clarify
that the provision does not apply to the
usc of the alternative in scction
63.1564(c)(5).

Z. Other Provisions

What is the history of the other Refinery
MACT 2 provisions addressed in the
April 2018 Proposal?

We proposcd several clarifying
amendments for other Refinery MACT 2
requirements in response to APLand
AFDPM's petition for reconsideration
(Decket ID No. EPA-HOQ-OAR-2010-
0682-0892) as well as in response to the
APT and AFPM’s March 28, 2017, letter
(Decket ID No. EPA-HOQ-OAR-2010-
0682-0915).

We proposed to amend section
63.1572(d}(1) to be consistent with the
analogous language in scction
63.671(a)(4).

We proposed to amend the
recordkeeping requirements in section
63.1576(a)(2)(i) to apply only when
facilities clect to comply with the
alternative startup and shutdown
standards provided in section
63.1564(a)(3)(ii), section
63.1565(a)(5)(ii), or scctions
63.1568(a)(4)(ii} or (iii).

We proposed several amendments for
clectronic reporting including at section
63.1574(a)(3) to clarify that the results of
performance tests conducted to
demonstrate initial compliance are to be
reported by the due date of the NOGS
whether the results are reported via
CEDRI or in hard copy as part of the
NOCS report. If the results are reported
via CEDRI, we also proposed to specify
that sources necd not resubmit those
results in the NOCS, but may instcad
submit information identifying that a
performance test or evaluation was
conducted and the units and pollutants
that were tested. We also proposed to
amend the submission of the results of
periodic performance tests and the 1-
time hydrogen cyanide (HCN) test
required in sections 63.1571(a)(5) and
(6) to require inclusion with the
semiannual compliance reports as
specified in section 63.1575(f) instead of
within 60 days of completing the
performance evaluation. Similarly, we
proposed to streamline reporting of the
results of performance cvaluations and
continuous monitoring systems (as
provided in item 2 to Table 43) to align
with the semiannual compliance reports
as specified in section 63.1575(f) rather
than requiring a separate submission.
We also proposed to add the phrase
“Unless otherwise specified by this
subpart” to sections 63.1575(k)(1) and
(2) to make clear that performance tests

or performance evaluations required to
be reported in a NOCS report or a
scmiannual compliance report are not
subject to the 60-day deadline specified
in the paragraphs. We also proposed to
add scction 63.1575(1) to address
extensions to clectronic reporting
deadlines. We also proposed clarifying
amendments to several references in
Table 44—Applicability of NESHAT
General Provisions to 40 CFR part 63,
subpart UUU.

Finally, we proposed a number of
editorial and other corrections in Table
3 of the April 2018 Proposal (83 FR
15472).

The following is a summary of the
significant comments received in
response to our April 2018 Proposal and
owr response to these comments. It
should be noted that the comment
summary and responsc for the reporting
extension in section 63.655(h)(10)(1) and
section 63.1575(1)(1) is addressed in
scction [ILA.8 of this preamble. All
other comments related to the proposed
amendments for the other Refinery
MACT 2 provisions are included in the
response to comments document for this
final action (Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
2010-0682).

What significant comment was received
on the other Refinery MACT 2
provisions?

Comment 1: One commaoenter (—0958)
recommended that the EPA revise the
proposed requirement in section
63.1571(a), (a)(3), (a}(6), and Table 6
Item 1.ii to complete initial PM (or
nickel) performance test within 60 days
of startup for new units to instead allow
for completion and reporting of the
performance test by the 150-day notice
of compliance status date since a new
unit may not be up to full preduction
rates within the first 60 days.

Response 1:1In reviewing the existing
provisions regarding performance tests
in Refinery MACT 2 (40 CFR part 63,
subpart UUU), we agree that the initial
performance tests are required to be
completed and reported ne later than
150 days after the compliance date (sce
scction 63.1574(a)(3)(ii}). To better align
the proposcd revisions with the existing
requirements, we are revising the
proposcd requirement to complete and
report these tests no later than 150 days
after the compliance date (see section
63.1574(a)(3)(ii)}.

What is the EPA’s final decision on the
other Refinery MACT 2 provisions?

After considering public comment, we
are finalizing these amendments with
some revisions to the due dates for
initial performance tests in sections
63.1571(a), (a)(5), (a)(6), and Table 6
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Item 1.i1 as well as edits to the proposed
language in the extensions to clectronic
reporting provisions in scction
63.1575(1) (as described in scction
III.A.8 of this preamble). We are
finalizing the amendments at section
63.1572(d)(1), scction 63.1576(a)(2)(1),
and Table 3 of the April 2018 Proposal
(83 FR 15472}, as proposcd.

C. Clarifications and Technical
Corrections to NSPS Ja

We proposcd three revisions in NSP'S
Ja to improve consistency, remove
redundancy, and correct grammar at
section 60.105a(b)(2)(ii), section
60.1064(a}(1}vi), and scction
60.106a(a}(1)(iii}, respectively. We did
not receive public comments on these
proposcd amendments. We are
finalizing these amendments as

proposed.

IV. Summary of Cost, Environmental,
and Economic Impacts and Additional
Analyses Conducted

As described in the April 2018
Proposal and associated memorandum
titled, *Trojected Cost and Burden
Reduction for the Proposed
Amendments of the 2015 Risk and
Technology Review: Petroleum
Refineries,” (Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OAR-2010-0682—-0925), the technical
corrections and clarifications included
in this final rule are expected to result
in overall cost and burden reductions.
Consistent with the April 2018
Proposal, the final amendments
expected to reduce burden are:
Revisions of the maintenance vent
provisions related to the availability of
a purc hydrogen supply for equipment
containing pyrophoric catalyst,
revisions of recordkeeping requirements
for maintenance vents associated with
cquipment containing less than 72 lhs/
day VOC, inclusion of specific
provisions for pilot-operated and
balanced bellows PRDs, and inclusion
of specific provisions related to steam
tube air entrainment for flares. The
other final amendments included in this
rulemaking will have an insignificant
cffect on the costs or burdens associated
with the standards. Additionally, none
of the final amendments are projected to
appreciably impact the emissions
reductions associated with these
standards.

We are finalizing the provisions for
maintenance vent recordkecping and
PRD as proposed, and, thus, the cost
and burden reductions estimated in the
April 2018 Proposal and supporting
memorandum are still accurate. The
final revisions to the recordkeeping
requirements for maintenance vents
associated with equipment containing

less than 72 lbs/day VOC are estimated
to yicld savings of approximately
$677,000 per year considering the actual
cstimated annualized burden of the
December 2015 Rule. The final
provisions for pilot-operated and
balanced bellows PRDs included in this
final rulemaking yield a reduction in
capital investment of $1.1 million and a
reduction in annualized costs of
$330,000 per year considering the actual
estimated annualized burden of the
December 2015 Rule.

It should be noted that we arc
finalizing amendments to the proposed
provisions for maintenance vent
provisions related to the availability of
a pure hydrogen supply for equipment
containing pyrophoric catalyst and
provisions related to steam tube air
cotrainment for flares with revisions as
described in sections IILL.A.2 and IILA.7
of this preamble. The revisions
described in sections [TLLA.2 and TILA.7
are not expected to impact the cost and
burden reductions estimated in the
referenced April 2018 Proposal and
memorandum for these provisions, as
they are clarifying in nature.

As explained in the April 2018
Proposal, there were no capital costs
estimated for the maintenance vent
provisions in the December 2015 Rule
and only limited recordkeeping and
reporting costs. Capital investment
cstimates provided by industry
stakcholders for the maintenance vent
provisions included in the December
2015 Rule was approximately $76
million. The inclusion of the capital
costs for the maintenance vent
provisions would have increased the
previously estimated annualized cost
included in the December 2015 Rule by
$7,174,400 per year. Through the
revisions being finalized in this rule,
these costs will not be incurred by
refinery owners and operators.
Similarly, while significant capital and
operating costs were projected for flares,
we may have underestimated the
number of steam-assisted flares that
would also have to demonstrate
compliance with the NHVan operating
limit in the December 2015 Rule
impacts analysis. Considering such
flares, the annualized cost of the
December 2015 Rule for steam-assisted
flares would have increased the
previously estimated annualized cost
included in the December 2015 Rule by
$3,300,000 per year. Through the
revisions being finalized in this
rulemaking which allows owners or
operators of certain steam-assisted flares
with air cntrainment at the flare tip to
comply only with the NHV; operating
limits, these costs will not be incurred
by refinery owners and operators.

V. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

Additional informaticn about these
statutes and Exccutive Orders can be
found at https://www.epa.gov/laws-
regulations/laws-and-executive-orders.

A. Executive Order 12866: Regulatory
Planning and Review and Executive
Order 13563: Improving Repulation and
Repulatory Review

This action is not a significant
regulatory action and was, therefore, not
submitted to the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) for revicw.

B. Executive Order 13771: Reducing
Regulations and Controlling Regulatory
Costs

This action is considered an
Exccutive Order 13771 deregulatory
action. Details on the estimated cost
savings of this final rule can be found
in the EPA’s analysis of the present
value and annualized value estimates
associated with this action located in
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-0AR-2010-
0682.

C. Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA])

The information collection activitics
in this rule have been submitted for
approval to OMB under the 'RA. The
ICR document that the EPA prepared
has been assigned EPA ICR number
1692.12. You can find a copy of the ICR
in the docket for this rule, and it is
bricfly summarized here. The
information collection requircments are
not enforceable until OMB approves
them.

One of the final technical
amendments included in this rule
impacts the recordkeeping requirements
in 40 CFR part 63, subpart CC for certain
maintenance vents associated with
cquipment containing less than 72 lhs/
day VOC as found at 40 CFR
63.655(1}(12)(iv]). The new
recordkeeping requirement specifies
records used to estimate the total
quantity of VOC in the equipment and
the type and size limits of equipment
that contain less than 72 lbs/day of VOC
at the time of the maintenance vent
opening be maintained. As specified in
40 CFR 63.655(i)(12)(iv], additional
records are required if the inventory
procedures were not followed for cach
maintenance vent opening or if the
cquipment opened exceeded the type
and size limits (i.e., 72 lbs/day VOC).
These additional records include
identification of the maintenance vent,
the process units or equipment
associated with the maintenance vent,
the date of maintenance vent opening,
and records usced to estimate the total
quantity of VOC in the equipment at the
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time the maintenance vent was opened
to the atmosphere. These records will
assist the EPA with determining
compliance with the standards set forth
in 40 CFR 63.643(c)(iv).

Respondents/affected entities:
Owners or operators of existing or new
major source petroleum refineries that
are major sources of HATD emissions.
The NAICS cede is 324110 for
petroleumn refineries.

Respondent’s obligation to respond:
All data in the ICR that are recorded are
required by the amendments to 40 CFR
part 63, subpart CC, National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
for Petroleum Refinerics.

Estimated number of respondents:
142,

Frequency of response: Once per year
per respondent.

Total estimated burden: 16 hours (per
year). Burden is defined at 5 CFR
1320.3(b).

Total estimated cost: $1,640 (per
year), includes $0 annualized capital or
operation and maintenance costs.

An agency may not conduct or
sponser, and a person is not required to
respond to, a collection of information
unless it displays a currently valid OMB
control number. The OMB control
numbers for the EPA’s regulations in 40
CFR are listed in 40 CFR part 9. When
OMB approves this ICR, the Agency will
announce that approval in the Federal
Register and publish a technical
amendment to 40 CFR part 9 to display
the OMB control number for the
approved information collection
activitics contained in this final rule.

D. Repulatory Flexibility Act (RFA]

I certify that this action will not have
a significant cconomic impact on a
substantial number of small entitics
under the RFA. In making this
determination, the impact of concern is
any significant adverse economic
impact on small entitics. An agency may
certify that a rule will not have a
significant cconomic impact on a
substantial number of small entitics if
the rule relieves regulatory burden, has
no net burden, or ctherwise has a
positive cconomic effect on the small
entitics subject to the rule. The action
consists of amendments, clarifications,
and technical corrections which are
expected to reduce regulatory burden.
As described in section IV of this
preamble, we expect burden reduction
for: (1) Revisions of the maintenance
vent provisions related to the
availability of a pure hydrogen supply
for equipment containing pyrophoric
catalyst, (2) revisions of recordkeeping
requirements for maintenance vents
associated with equipment containing

less than 72 lbs/day VOC, (3) inclusion
of specific provisions for pilot-operated
and balanced bellows PRDs, and (4)
inclusion of specific provisions related
to steam tube air entrainment for flares.
Furthermere, as noted in section IV of
this preamble, we do not expect the
final amendments to change the
expected cconomic impact analysis
performed for the existing rule. We
have, therefore, concluded that this
action will relieve regulatory burden for
all directly regulated small entitics.

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
(UMRA]

This action does not contain any
unfunded mandate as described in
UMRA, 2 U.S8.C. 1531-1538, and does
not significantly or uniquely affect small
governments. The action imposes no
cnforceable duty on any state, local, or
tribal governments or the private scctor.
F. Executive Order 13132: Federalism

This action does not have federalism
implications. It will not have substantial
direct effects on the states, the
relationship between the national
government and the states, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

G. Executive Order 13175: Consultation
and Coordination With Indian Tribal
Governments

This action docs not have tribal
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13175. It will not have substantial
direct effect on tribal governments, on
the relationship between the federal
government and Indian tribes, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities between the federal
government and Indian tribes, as
specified in Executive Order 13175.
Thus, Exccutive Order 13175 does not
apply to this action.

H. Executive Order 13045 Protection of
Children From Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks

This action is not subject to Exccutive
Order 13045 because it is not
cconomically significant as defined in
Excecutive Order 12866, and because the
EPA docs not belicve the environmental
health or safety risks addressed by this
action present a disproportionate risk to
children. The final amendments serve to
make technical clarifications and
corrections, as well as revise
compliance dates. We expect the final
revisions will have an insignificant
cffect on emission reductions.
Therefore, the final amendments should
not appreciably inerease risk for any
populations.

L Executive Order 13211: Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use

This action is not subject to Exceutive
Order 13211 because it is not a
significant regulatory action under
Exccutive Order 12866.

J. National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act (NTTAA) and 1 CFR
Part 51

This rulemaking involves technical
standards. As described in section O1.C
of this preamble, the EPA has decided
to use the voluntary conscnsus standard
ANSI/ASME PTC 19.10-1981, “Flue
and Exhaust Gas Analyses,” as an
acceptable alternative to EPA Methods
3A and 3B for the manual procedures
only and not the instrumental
procedures. This method is available at
the American National Standards
Institute (ANSI), 1899 L Street NW, 11th
Floor, Washington, DC 20036 and the
Amuerican Socicty of Mechanical
Engineers (ASME), Three Park Avenuc,
New York, NY 10016-5990. Sce https://
wwww.anst.org and https://

WWW.QSINE. Org.

K. Executive Order 12898: Federal
Actions To Address Environmental
Justice in Minority Populations and
Low-Income Populations

The EPA belicves that this action does
not have disproportionately high and
adverse human health or environmental
cffects on minority populations, low
income populations, and/or indigenous
peoples, as specified in Exccutive Order
12898 (59 FR 7629, February 16, 1994).
The final amendments serve to make
technical clarifications and corrections,
as well as revise compliance dates. We
expect the final technical clarifications
and corrections will have an
insignificant effect on emission
reductions. The additional compliance
time provided for existing maintenance
vents is expected to have an
insignificant effect on emission
reductions as many refiners already
have measures in place due to state and
other federal requirements to minimize
cmissions during these periods. Further,
the maintenance vent opening perieds
are relatively infrequent and are usually
of short duration. Additionally, the final
compliance date only provides
approximately 6 months beyond the
August 1, 2018, compliance date for
most facilitics, which are operating
under 1-year compliance extensions
(from the previous deadline of August 1,
2017} they received from states based on
the procedure in 40 CFR 63.6(1).
Therefore, the final amendments should
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not appreciably increase risk for any
populations.
L. Congressional Review Act (CRA])
This action is subject to the CRA, and
the EPA will submit a rule report to
cach House of Congress and to the
Comptroller General of the United
States. This is not a “major rule’” as
defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2).

List of Subjects
40 CFR Part 60

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedures,
Air pollution control, Hazardous
substances, [ncorporation by reference,
Intergovernmental relations, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements.

40 CFR Part 63

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedures,
Air pollution control, Hazardous
substances, Incorporation by reference,
Intergovernmental relations, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements.

Dated: November 8, 2018.

Andrew R. Wheeler,
Acting Administrator.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, title 40, chapter I, of the Code
of Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

PART 60—STANDARDS OF
PERFORMANCE FOR NEW
STATICNARY SOURCES

B 1. The authority citation for part 60

continues to read as follows:
Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401, ef seq.

Subpart A—General Provisions

W 2. Section 60.17 is amended by

revising paragraph (g)(14) to read as
follows:

§60.17 Incorporations by reference.
* * * * *
(g] kX

(14} ASME/ANSIPTC 19.10-1981,
Flue and Exhaust Gas Analyses [Part 10,
Instruments and Apparatus], (Issucd
August 31, 1981), IBR approved for
§§ 60.56a(b), 60.63(f), 60.106(c),
60.104a(d), (h), (i}, and (j), 60.105a(b},
(d}, (), and (g}, 60.106a(a), 60.107a(a),
(¢), and (d), tables 1 and 3 to subpart
EEEE, tables 2 and 4 to subpart FFFF,
table 2 to subpart J]]], §§ 60.285a(f),
60.4415(a), 60.2145(s} and (t),
60.2710(s), (t}, and (w), 60.2730(q),
60.4900(b), 60.5220(b), tables 1 and 2 to
subpart LLLL, tables 2 and 3 to subpart
MMMM, §§ 60.5406(c), 60.5406a(c),

60.5407a(g), 60.5413(b), 60.5413a(b),
and 60.5413a(d).

* & L & *

Subpart Ja—Standards of Performance
for Petroleum Refineries for Which
Construction, Reconstruction, or
Modification Commenced After May 14,
2007

m 3. Section 60.105a is amended by
revising paragraph (b)(2)(ii) to read as
follows:

§60.105a Monitoring of emissions and
operations for fluid catalytic cracking units
{(FCCU) and fluid coking units (FCU).

* & L & *

(b} & kK

(2} &k &

(ii} The owner or operator shall
conduct performance evaluations of
cach COz and O, monitor according to
the requirements in § 60.13(c) and
Performance Specification 3 of
appendix B to this part. The owner or
operator shall use Method 3, 3A or 3B
of appendix A-Z to this part for
conducting the relative accuracy
evaluations. The method ANSI/ASME
PTC 19.10-1981, “‘Fluc and Exhaust Gas
Analyses,” (incorporated by reference—
sce §60.17) is an acceptable alternative
to EPA Method 3B of appendix A-2 to
part 60.

* * * * *

W 4. Section 60.1064 is amended by
revising paragraph (a)(1)(iii) to read as
follows:

§60.106a Monitoring of emissions and
operations for sulfur recovery plants.

(a] L

(1} L

(iii} The owner or operator shall
conduct performance evaluations of
cach 505 monitor according to the
requirements in § 60.13(c) and
Performance Specification 2 of
appendix B to part 60. The owner or
operator shall use Method 6 or 6C of
appendix A—4 to part 60. The method
ANSI/ASME I'TC 19.10-1981, “Fluc
and Exhaust Gas Analyscs,”
(incorporated by reference—sce §60.17)
is an acceptable alternative to EPA
Method 6.

* * * * *

PART-63-NATHONAL-EMISSION-
STANDARDS - FOR-HAZARDOUS-AIR-
POLLUFANTS FOR-SOURGE-
GATEGORIES-

 S-Fheanthority-aitation-forpart-63-
sontinwes-to-read-as-folowss

Anthority: 42186 7401-edseg:

Subpart-G66-National-Emission-
Standards for-Hazardeus-Air Pelulants-
From-Petroleum-Refineries-

B 6--Section63:64tis-amended-by:-

B a-Revisingthe-definitions-of“Hare-

purge-gasttand-Flare-supplemental-
ATIS

E brAdding a-definition-of “Pressure-

relief-device™in-alphabeticat-order

B c-Revisingthe intreductory-textand-

adding paregraphs ()i and-(fitto-the-

definition-of “Reference-control

technology-forstorage-vosselssand-

B dr-Revisingthedelinitionof“Reliof

Therevisions-and-addition-read-as-
foltows:

§63:644Definitions:
Hare-purge-pes-means-gas-introdueed-
between-a-flare-header's-water-seal-and-
the flare-tip-to-prevent-exygen-
infiltration-(backflow} inte-the-flase-tip-
orfor-ethersafety reasonssFora-flare-
withrne-water-sealsthe-functon-of-Hare
pirge-pasis-performed-by-flare-sweep-
gas-andytherefore; by-definitton;-such-a-
flare-has-no-fare-purpegass
Flaresnpplementelgos-means-al-gas
tntrodueedto-the-flareto-improve thes
hestcontent-of combustion-zone-gass
Flaresupplemental gas-does-not-inchede
assistair-orassist-steann-
Pressure-relefdevicemeans-avatve;
rapture-disk;-or-similar-devive-used-
enly-to-releasean-unplanned;-
nenvoutine-discharge-of gas-from-
precess-equipment-inerderto-avoid-

pressurereliefdevice-disg]
seswitfromranoperatererrona
malfunctionsush-as-a-powesfailure-os
equipment-faibure-or-etherunexpected-
causerSuch-devices-inelude-
conventionalspring-actuasted-relief
valves;-balanced-bellews-roliofvalves;
pitot-opersted-relivfvalves; ruphare-
disks;and-brealdng, -bueking;-or-
shearing-pin-devieess

Ao Ee & & &
Reference-control-techaolopy for
storege-vesseds mesns-eithens
ETENEIEN

{i)-An-internal foating-reef;-including.
arrexcternal-flosting roof converted-do-an-
intermah-flesting reof-mecting-the-
specifications-of §$63:106 3 et il
fayedand-{bhard-$63-660tbH)-
{ii}pAn-external-floating reof mecting
the-specifications of §$63:1063{a}a i}
faiz}rand-thiand-§63:660{K2 o
Rekiefvolve means-a-typeofpressure-
selief-device-thab-is-designedto-re-close
after-the-pressure-rebict:

* * * * *

g5
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B 7-Section-68:643 is-amended-bys

m a:-Revising paragraphs-(e)

tntroduetory-texty (e} introductory

textyand-(e}it}it throwgh tiv)eand-

B b-Addinga-new pargraph-teif v
Fherevisions-and-addition-read-as-

foltows:

§63:643-Miscellaneous process-vent-
provisions:-
ferAr-ownereroperatormey
designate-g-process-yent-as-a-
mintenance-vent-if-the-vent-is-enly-
used-asaresuttofstartupyshutdowsns-
rintenanaee erinspection-of
egquipmentwhere-equipmrentis-emptieds
depressurizedy-degassed-orplacod-inte
servicesThe-ewner or-eperator does not-
needto-designate-a-maintenanee-vertas-
#Greup-torGroup-Zmiseclianeors-
process-vent-noridentify- matntenanee-
vents-in-a-Netificstion-of Gomplinnee
Status-repert-The-owneroropesator
srast-eomply-with-the-applicables
feguirerents-in-paragraphs-{epd
through{3}-ofthis-section-for-each-
maintenance-vent-according to-the-
somplianee-dates-spesificd-intable-39-
ofthis-subpartruntessanextension-is
requested-in-accordane c-with-the-
PrOvistons-$n-§63:6{ij
Hriorteventingtotheatmespheres
process-Hguids-areremeoved-from-the-
equipmentas-mueh-as-practicaband-Hee
equipmentis-depressured-to-a-control
device-meeting-regquirenrents i
pasagraphs-fal{tler{2}-ef-thissecHon;
afueh-gas-gystem;-or-baalto-the-process-
untit-enc-of the following conditionsas-
appticablesdsmete

& A AL & &

[} there is-mo-ability o measure-the-
LEl-ef-thevaportnthe-oquipment-based:
oirthe-desigmofthe-cqguipment;-the-
pressure-inthe-equipment-served-by-the-
matntenenceventisreducedteb
ponnds-persquireinehaange{psigher
tesseHpon-epeningthe-maintenanee-
ventractve-purging-ofthe-cquipment
cannebtbe-wsed-nntib- the-LEk-of the-
vapers-i-themaintenanscvent-for
inside-the-eguipmentif-the -maintenance-
ig-w-hateh-orsimilartype-efepeninghis
less-than-10-pereent:
{#it)Flrercquipment-served-by-the-
maintenanee-vent-contains-Jess-than-72-
pounds-of-totalvolatile-erganie
compounds- (VOG-

{ivpIFthe matntensnce-ventis-
associsted-with-cquipnrent-containing:
pyrophero-aatalyst-lep-hydrotrosters
and-hydrocrackers)and-apure-bydrogon-
supply-is-notavailable-at the-equipment.
abthetime of the-startupyshutdowny-
maintenancerortrspection-activity e
LEhefthevaporinthoequipmentsnust
bedessthan-2o-percentroxcept-forone
event-peryesr-nottoexcecd-35-percent:

)i afterapplying best-practices-te-
isolate-and-purge-equipment-served-by-
amatntenance-vent;none-of the-
apphcable-eriterionin-paragraphs-
{fepipitthrovnghfivieanbemetpriostor
instaling-orremovinga-blind-fange-or

stmitlar-equipment blind;thepressure-in-

the-equipment-served-by-the-
matntenenee-vent-tsredreedte-2-psigs
orlesspActive purging-oftho-equipment
may-bewsed-provided-the equipment
presswre-abthe-lecationwhere purge-gas
is-introduced-remains-at-2-psigerlesss
. . EL Ho A

N 8:Section 63:644-isamended by

B arRevising-paragraplrfetintrodustorys

toacky

m b-Remevingtheperiodattheendef

paragraph-te}2}and adding“rorin-tts-

placerand-

B &-Adding paragraphfe}3)-
The-revision-and-addition-read-as-

foHows:s

§63:644-Monitoring provisions-for-
misceHaneous-precess-vents:-

Ha B s . Hu
{c}The-owneror-eperator-ofaGroupr
T-misecllaneous process vent-using a-
ventaystenrthat containgbypass-dines:
that conld-diverta vent-streanr-away
fromrtho-sontrel-deviconsedtocomply
with-parageaph-fajofthis-sectiopeither
directly-to-the-atmesphere-orto-a
controbdevice-that-does not-comply-
with-the-requirements-im-§68-643(a)-
shathcomply-with-cither-paragraph-
{eH1)f2)-o-f8} o fthis-section-Hee-of-
the-bypass-at-any-time-to-divert-a- Group-
Pmiseellaneows processvent-stream-to-
the-atmoesphereortea-controb-doviee
that-dees-not-comply-wwith-the
reguirements-tn-§-68:643{atis-an-
emissitonsstandards-victation:.
Equipment-such-astow-leg-dratnsand-
equipment-subjeette-§63:648-aro-not-
subject-to-this-paragraph-fak-
(3)-Hse-a-cap;blind-Hange-plugrora-

second-valveforam-openr-endedvalve or

Hnefollowingthe-roquirements

specifiedin-§60:482-6{ai2} (bl and-feh

W 9 Section 63:648-is-amended by

B a-Revising theintroductory-textof-

paragraphsfalrfedrand(Hrand-

W br-Revising paragraphs- (H{3HH{A) and-

{Ed-GHS Hivh (FH3 v Hntroductory-tesd;

and- (i}
Fhe-revistons-regd-asfolows:

§63.648--Equipmentieak-standards.-

(o} Fach-owneroroperator-of-an-
extsting-sourec-subject-to-the-provisions:
ofthis-subpart-shath-conply-with-the-
previsions-of 40-EFR-past-60;subpast
Viand-paragraph-(bl-ofthis-section-
exceptas-provided-in-paragraphs-{a}{d}-

threngh-{3)rand-le}-throush-(jhof this-
section-Fach-ownes-of-opesator-of-a-
Rew-serree-stjeat-tethe-previsions-of
this-subpart-shall-comply-with-subpeast-
Hefthis-part-exceptas-provided-in-
paragraphs-fepthrongh{fiofthissections
fe}In-livweob complying-avith-the-
existingsonree-provistons-of paragraph-
{#)in-this-section; an-ownerer-openter
arry-eleetto-comply-with-thre-
sequirements-of §5-63:169-through-
633696517651 F 2630 2P 5 B4 F 6y
@3:\1\?7\,\63\.\3}7‘:};\&1}@@81‘1\89‘6})&6@1\?}&‘
provided-in-paragraphs-fe}ftd-through-
A2}-and-{epthrongh-{-of-this-sectiom-
{iFExcept-as-specified-in-paragraph
{jHarof this-section-the-owneror
eperstermustcomply-with-the-
feqirements-specified-in-paragraphs-
1} apd-2}-ofthis-section-forpressure-
relief-devicessueh-as-reliefvalves-o-
mpture-disksyinergenic-HAR gas-or
vapeorservicetnstead-of the-pressure
relief-device-requiremente of §-60:48% g
or§63:165;-as-apphcablesExeeptas-
speeified-in-paragraphs-{}4}-and-{5}-of-
this-sectionrthe-owneroreperatormust
also-comply-with-therequirements
specified-in-paragraph-{3)-of this-
section-forall-pressureselicf devices-in
organie-HAR-servide:

AFeowrtemperature-iquid-level-
and-pressure-indicatorswith-deasdman-
switches, monitersyerattomatie
actuators-Independent;non-duphcative-
systems-withinthis-category-count-as-
separate-redundant-prevestion-
THeasures:
X ke

{EPStagedrelichasystem-where-dnitinh
pressure-relict-doviee fwith-lewerset-
selease-pressune)-dischargesto-a-flase-er-
otherclosed-vent-systern-and-contrel
deviaes
He H B R B

{ivh-The-ownereroperatorshatl-
determine-the-total-number-of release-
events-eecnrred-during-the-calendars
yearforeach-affected-pressureselief
device-sepamtely-The-owneror
opesator-shath-alse-determine-the total-
number-of release-vvents-for-oach-
pressure-relief-device-for-which-the reet-
eause-anglysis-coneluded that-the-roet-
CHtSETES- S Oree-mdfeure-aventy as-
definod-in-this-subpast:

) Except-for-pressure relief dovices.
deseribed-in-paragraphs-{j}4}and{5}ef
this-section;the-following-release-events-
frowrarraffected-pressure-reltef-device
areavislitien-ofthe-pressuse-selease-
management-werlepractice standards:s

* * * * *
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“}Pressure-relief devicesrouted-to-a-
conirot-device-fipbf-albreleases-and-
potential-leaks-from-a-pressuse-selief
device-are-routed-throngh-a-clesed-vent-
systemrte-aeontrol-devicesbaek-into-the-
process-orto-the-frel gas system;the-
ewneroreperator-isnet-required-te-
conrphy-with-paragraph-{i{ik-{2)-or {3}
{ifapphicable}efthisseetiomn-

fii}Ha-pilotoperated pressure-relief-
devieedsused-and-theprimaryrelesses
walveds-eautedthronghaslosodvent
systemtoacontrel-devicer-back-inte-the-
process-erto-the-fuel-gas-system-the-
ownereroperatorisrequired-to-comply-
enly-with-paragraphs-{iHa)-and{2}-of
this-sestion-forthe-pilot-discharge-vent
and-ts-mot-required-to-comply-with-
paragraph-{ishofthis-section-for-the-
pilet-operated-presswrerelef devices

it} Ha-balaneed-belows-presstre:
relief device-isused-and-the primary-
releasevalve-is-routed-through-a-clesed-
ventsysterm-toacontrobderiserback:
inte-the-precess-ortothe foel-gas-
system; the-owneroroperatoris-
fequired-to-cemply-only-with-
paragraphs-{i{itand-(2}ofthis-section-
for-tho-bornetventandds-aetregiired-
to-comply-with-paeagraph-{{s}-ofthis-
sectivn-for-the-balanced-bettows:
pressure-selief-devices

fiv}-Both-the-closed-vent-systenrand-
controbdevice-(ifapplicable}referenced-
- paragraphetiieitiithronghtiidpof
this-section must-mect the-requirements-
of §63:644- Whencomplying-with-this-

paragraph-{itd}-alt-referenceste-HGronp-

d-mtscelsneons-processventiin.

§63:644-mesn-“pressure-relief devieet
{viifa-pressureretietdevice

comphyingwith-Hie-peragraple(iidhis

routed to-the-fuel gas-systeny; them-on-

and-afterfamuaery-30;- 2019 ey flares-

receiving gas-fronrthat-fuek-gas-system-

mustbe-in-compliance-with-§63:670

B 18- Section63:655-is-amended-by:-

B a-Revising-paragraphs-EHEH AN

througle-(3)-HEHOEHBH) - HHBHHEN )

(EHaNikih-(E)2)- (RN (g2 i B K 2}and:

{=}f10)-introductory-texts

B brRedesignating paragraph-(go3iii)-

as{g)a0)fivly

B erAddingnew-parageaph{gi{ 20 i)

B th-Revisimgparagraph-{g){18}-

introductery-text-and-paragraph-

Hepejtrih

B erRemeovingend-reservingparagraprh-

{afEieids-

B £-Revising-paragraplthis)

B g-Revising-paragraph-{hH9)H)-

introductesy-toxtand paragraph-

i) introductory-toxt

B h-Addingparagraph-(hido)-

m i-Revistagparagraph-GH3HiHB Y-

N j-Addingparagraphs-HSHiiHEend-

{BaHitthrough-fvi

B k-Revising-paragraphs-EHFHiHHEY-

anpd-{iHItHintroductery-tesd;

u L-Addingparagraph-HdaHivie

B mRevising paragraple {332}

introductory-toxtand-pasagraphy

M2l rand-

B i-Adding paragraph-di} {2 vi-
The-revisions-and-additions read-as-

foltowws:

§63:655-Reporting-and-recerdkeeping-
reqtirements.
A & A & &

{f)seraa

fAmtintis

.Ei}.z'i...*....&.

ISE NN

- Foreash-Group-dstorapevessal
cemplyingwith-either-§-63:646-08
§68:660-thatis-not-tnchuded-tnan.
emissions-averagerthe-method-of
cemplianoe-t:e-internal-flosting-roef;-
extersal-Hoattngrootror-closedwvent-
systemrand-contrebdeviced-

- Forstorage-vessels-subject4o-the-
complience-sehoedule-specifiod-in-
§63:640{h){2}+hat-are-noteomplying-
with-§63:646-00-§63:660-as-apphcable,-
the-anticipated-complisnce-date

{3 Forsterage-vessels-subject-to-the-
somplisnce-schedute-speeified-in
§63:640(h}2) that are-complying with-
§63:646-67-§ 63660 as-applicable;and-
the-Group-t-storage-vessels-desoribed-in-
§63:640{); theawctusl complianse-dates

{B)#tntie

(3)-Hthe-owner-er-epesator-elects te-

sitbmit-the-results-of-a-performance-testy

identification-of the-storage-vessel-and-
control-device-for-which-the-
performaneetestwitlbesubmittedsand-
identification-ofthe-emissionpointish
that-ahare the-controb-device-with-the-
storage-vesscl-and-for-which-the-
performancetest-withbe-conducted. I
the-performance-test-is-submitted-
clostrenicalhy-throush-the EFRAS-
GComphianee-and-Emisstons-Hata-
Reporting-Interface {EEDRB-tn-
aesordanoe-with-§63:655h {9 the-
precessunitshtestedsthe-polhwantish
testedy and-the date-thatsueh-

performance-test-was-vonduated-may-be-

submitted-tor-tre - Notification-of-
Gomplinnce Status in-liow-of the-
performanao-tost-rostlss The
performancetestrestlts mrmst-be-
submitted-to-GCEDREby-the-date the-
Netificationof Gomplisnce-Statusise
srbitteds

O NN

(FHHFaperformansstestiscondusted-

instead-of a-designevaluationy results-of-

the-perfermance test-demenstrating that
the-control-device-achievesgreatertran-
orequakte-the-regqrired-contrel-
etfistencyr-Arperformunsetest
conducted-priortothe-compliance-date-
ofthis-subpart-can-bensedto-cemply

with-this-requirement provided-that-the-
test-was-conducted-using ERA-methods-
arrchtrat-the test-conditions-are
representative-of-eurrent-eperating-
practicessIfthe-porformance-testis
subrmitted-electronically-through-Hae-
EPAs Gomplisneeand-Emissions Data-
Reperting-Interfece-in-accordance-avith-
§63:6550h M- the-prosesswaitfs}testod
the-pellutant{sitestedsand-the-duate-trat-
such-performance-test-was conducted-
snay-be-submitted-inthe Netification-of-
Gomphlanee-Statusin-dien-ofthe-
porformanco-testrestits-The-
performanee-test-results-must-be-
submitted-te-GEDRE-by-the-date-the-
Netification-of Gompliance-Statws-is-
submitheds

(i} For-miscetlanesus-process-vents.
contrelled by-contrel-devices required-
to-betested-under-§68.:645-amd-
§63:116{(c)y performance-test-results-
ineludingthe-infermation-in-paragraphs-
(A end-(Bl-aof this-sectiomn
Results-ofa-performancetest-conducted-
priorte-the-complisnee-date-of this
subpart-ean-be-used-provided-thatthe-
testwas-condusted-using the-methods-
speaificd-in-§63:645-and-that the-test
eonditions-are-representativeof enrrent
operating-conditions-fthe-perforntance-
testis-submitted-slestronicatlythrough-
the-BRPAS-Gemplisnce-and-Bmissions
Data-Reperting Interface-in-accordanee-
with-§63:655th}o) - theprocess-unitis)
testedythe-polntantfsitestedsand-the-
date-that-sueh-performance-testwas-
conducted-may be-submitted-in-the-
Netification-of Gomplisnce-Status-in-
Lewoftheperformance-test-resubts: The-
performanse-test-restlis-must-be
submitted-to-EEDREby-the-date-dhe-
Netification-of Complisnce-Status-is-
submitted:

e N

(23 Hinittab performance-tosts-are
foquired-by-§§63:648-through-63:658;
the-Notification-of Gemplisnce -Status:
reportshall-include-ene-complete test
reportforcachtest-method-used-fora-
particularsouree-Onand-after-Februgey-
Ty 26 -for-data-eotectod-using-tost-
methods-supported by the ERA%S-
Electronie-Reperting TooERT)-as-
Hsted-omtheERAS-ERFwebsite
{hitpsyhvwmweepapovieleciromie-
TepOrting-eiemssionstelectromie-
reporting-toclerthatthe-tinre-of the-test;
yowrnast-submitthe-resulta-in
aecordanee-with-§63:655thHH by the-
date-thatvowsubmit-the Netifivation-of-
Gempliznce -Statws;-and-youw-must-
ineludethe-processunitfsitested, the-
polhtant{shestedy and-the-date-that-
such-performancetestwas-conducted i
the-Notificattonrof Gomplisnce-Statuse
Al-otherperformanee testresubis-must
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berepested-inthe-Notification-of-
Gomplisnee-Status:
O N O

{#}Results-of any-continuous-
monitering-systenr-perforarance.
svalustions-shuth-be-included-dn e
Notiftcattom-ef-Gomplianee-Statis-
report;unlessthe-results-are-required-to-
besubmitted-electromicatty-by-
§63:655 (b9 Forperformmnes
evilunationrosulis-roquisod-to-be
submitted threugh -CEDRE-submit the-
results-inreccordaneewith-§6 3655093
by-the-date-that-yorsubmit-the
Notifiestionr-ef Gompliance-Status-and-
inchadethe-processunit-where-the-GMS-
is-tnstalted; the-paremeter-measured-by-
the-CMSand-the-date-that-4he-
performance-evatuationwas conducted-
i dhe-Netification of Cemplianee-
Status:

- L A A A

fgh st
GRS NN
NS

(8Acfatbure-is-defined-as-any-tme-in-
which-the-internal-floatingsoofhas-
defestsror-the-primar-seab-has-holes
tearsy-orotheropenings-in-the-seab-or-
the-sealfabrier-orthe seeondary-seal-(4£
ene-has-been-instabledras-holesr tears;
orother-openings-in-the-seat-erthe-seal:
fabrieporyfora-storage-vesselthab-is-past
of a-new-souree;-the-gaskets-no lenges-
close-off the liquid-surface from-the-
atmesphereroryforastorage-vessel-that-
is-part-ef-a-pow-senrcerthe-slotted-
membrane-hasmore-thama-dO-percent-
OPER-EreEs

R S

{20} For-pressure-relicf devices-subjest
totherequirements-§-653:648(h-Rertodie
Repeorts-must-insinde-the-tnformation-
speeified-in-paragraprhs-{git0e)-
through-tiv}-of this-seetion:

. . A A &

it} Forpilet-operated-pressure-veliofs
devicesimorganic HAR service report
eachpressurerelesse to-the-atmosphere:
through-the pilet-vent-that-equals-er
exeeeds-F2pounds-of VOG per-days
including-dunation-of the pressure-
folease-through-the-pilet-ventand-
estimate-efthemass-grantity-ofesah-
organie-HAR-released:

& & & x &

BdpFermatatenenceventesubjestbo-
thereguirernents-in-§63:643(c) Periodie-
Reperts-must-inelude- the information-
speaifiedin-paragraphs-(gH 3
through-(iv}-efthis-sectionfor-any-
releaseexceeding the applicable-linits-
t-§-68:64 HeH 1) For-the-parpeses-of
this-reporting requirement; owners-or
eperators-complytngawithe
§63643 (eI Hivimustrepeort-each-
venting-eventforwhich-the-lowes

explosive-tmitis 28-percont-op greater
OwWners-or-openters-complying-with-
§63:643 (e} v)- must-report-each
venting-event-condusted-under-those-
provistons-and-inalwdeamrexplasation
forevach-eventastowhyutilization-of-
this-alternative-was-regquired:

A . & Haa Hu

FEAR NS NN

i In-ordordo-afford-the-
Administrater-the oppeortunity-to-have
anrobserver-present;ythe-owner-or
operator-ofa-storage-vessebeguipped-
with-an-externat-floating-roefshatl-
potify-the-Admintstrator-of-amy-seatgap-
meastrements: The-notification-shall-be-
mrade-irrwriting ab-desst- 30-catendas
days-imadvance-efamy-gap-

megsurements soquired-by-§63-1200H) 1)

or-{2}-6r-§63:1063(d) (3} The-State-or
local-permitting-autherity-can-watve
this-notification-requirenrent forat-or
seme-stonge-vessekssubjostto-tromde-
ercar-ahowtessthan-30-calendar-days™
netice:

Eo A & & %

{8y For-fenceline-menitoring - systens:
subjectto-§ 63658 cach-ewneror
operatorshalt-submitthe-folowing:
information-te-the ERAS Gompliance-
and-Emissiens-Bata-Reporting-Interface-

{CEDRY} on-a-quarterty-bastar{EEDREean-

beassessed-throtgh-the-ERAs-Gontral-
Bata-Bxehange-{EDX)thitpssf
eehepa:povih-The first-guartesly-repert
must-be-submitted-once-the-owner-or-
operater-has-obtained-42-months-of
data-The-first-quarterty-report-must-
eoverthe-peried-beginning on-the-
complignce-date-that-is-specified-in-
Fable-1t-efthis-subpart-end-ending om
Mareh-33rJune-30-September38-e8
Beeenber-ddrwhichever-datedstefirst
date-that-ocowrs-after the-owner-or-
operator-has-obtained-t-rmonths-of data
{epthefirstquearterly-repert-with
contain-bebtween-t2-and-45-months-of-
datak-Bach-subseguent-quarterly-report:
mrst-eover-one-of-the following:
reporting perieds--Quarter-t-frem-
Jeauar--dhrough-Maseh-39-Quarter-2-
fromrApith-tthrouvgh-fune 88r-Quartes

F-frooruly-1-through September-30;-and-

Quarter-$-from - Getober-t-through-
Becember-dt-Fach-guarterty-report:
mustbe-cleatronicatly-submitted-ne-
later-than 45 calendar-days following
the-end-ofthereporting-period:

{i} Facility-name-and-address:

(it} Yearendrepoting quarter{ie;:
Craarter-drhrarter-2r-uarter-3on
Suarter4)-

{tityFeor-the first reporting-periodand-
for-amy-reportingperiod-inwirich-a
passiveseniterisaddod-ormevedyfor
cach-passive-menitors-Fhedatitude-and.
lengitude-location-coordingtessthe-

samplerpemerand-identification-of the-
type-ofsamplerfier reguler-menitor:
extra-monitor;-duplicate; field-blank;
ingetivel-TFhe-owneroroperator-sha-
determine-the-coordinates-vsing-an
jmstrumentywith-anaecuracy-of-at-least
Fmeters.Goerdinates-shall-bedn-
dectaral-dogroos-with-at-least-five-
decimat-places:
(iv}-The-beginning and ending dates-
for-caah-sempling perod:-

(v} Individuat-sample-results-for-
benzenereported-in-units-of pgimd-for-
each-moniterfor-cach-sampling-period-
that-ends-duringthe-reperting peried:
Results-betow the-method-detection-
Limit-shall-be flagged-as-below-the-
detection-limitand-reperted-at-the-
method-detestion-Hoit-
fvi)pData-flags that-indicate-cach-
monitorthet-was-slipped-for-the-
sampling periodyifthe-owneror
eperateruses-amaltornative-sampling
frequeney-nnder-$ 63658} 3
{rit)Date-fags-for-ench-outlies
determined-in-sccordansewith-Sestion-
9:2-of-Method-325A-ofappendix-A-of-
this-part-Foreaeh-outlier;-the-owner-or
operatoranist-submitthe individual-
sumplerostitefthe-onthoraswelbas
the-evidenceusedto-senclude-that Hre-
result-is-am-outlion

fwiii} The-biweekly-concentration
difforence {Ac}for-benzene-for-each-
sampling-period-and-the-annual-average-
Ae-forbenzene-forcach-sampling
periods

I E NN

(i) Unless-otherwise-speetfied-by-this
subpart;within-66-days-after-the date-of-
completing-each-performance test-as-
required-by-this-aubpart; theewner-or
operator-shall submit-the sesults-of the-
performanse-tosts-following-the-
precedure-spesified-in-citherparagraph
A er- (B efthis-seations
{iiptnless-otherwisespecifiodby-this
subpartrwithin 60-days-afterthe-date-of
completing-each-GEMSperformance-
evitiuatien-as-required-by-this-subpart-
the-ewneroroperatos-must-submit-the
sesults-of the-pesformance-eveluation-
fellowing the-precedure-specified-in
eitherparagraph-tH9 A} er- (Bl of
this-section:-
{1-o¥i}-Ifyen-are-required-to-
elostronically-submit-a-report-through-
the-Gompliance-and-EmissionsData-
Reportingdnterface{GEBRBtn-dre-ERAds-
Eentrat-Data-Exchange {GDX-and-due-
to-a-planned-oractual-outage-of eithes-
thre ERAS CEDRMor-EBX-systemswithin.
theperted-oftime-beginntng-5-business-
days-priortothe-datethat-the
submrssion-ds-dueryorrwiltb-be-orare
precluded-from-eecessing- CEDREor 6BX
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and-submitting a-required-reportwithin-
thetime-preseribed;yorrmay-asserta-
clatwr-of EPA-systemroutage-for-failure-
to-timnely-comply-with-the-reperting-
requirentent-Yow st submit
notification-to-the-Administraterin-

writing-ag-soon-as-pessible-following the-

date-you first-kenew; orthrough-due-
ditigenee-showid-have-knownrthatthe-
evenbmay-catse-orcansedadelay-dae
reporting-¥orrmust-provide-to-the
Administrator-awritten-deseription-
identifying-the-datefsh-and-timeftshthe-
GBX-erEEDREwore-wnavatable-when-
yorrattemptedte-aceessit-inthe-b
business-days-priorto-the-submission-
deadline;a-rationale for-attributing the-
delayinreporting-beyonddhereglatony
deadlineto-the ERA-systom-outager
deseribe-the-measures taken-or-to-be-
talen-to-minimize-the-delay-fn-
reportingand-ddentifyea-date-bywhich-
yorpropesetoreport-orityorhave
already-met-thereporting reguirementat
thetime-of the-notification-the-date-you-
reportede-Inany-eircunstance;- the
seporbmust-besubmitted-elostronicaity-
as-soonas-possible-aftesthe-outage-is-
reselved:-The-decisiento-accept-the
claim-of BRA-systenr-euvtage-and-atlow-
an-extenston-to-the-reporting-deaddine-ts-
setehywithinthe-diseretionofthe
Adnrintstrator:
fiipHyporransreguireddo-
electronicatly-submit-a-reperst-through-
EEDRLin-the ERAS EBX and-a-forae-
mjerre-event-is-abrout-to-occur eecuss;
orhaseesurred-orthere-are-Hingering:
offects-fromrsushameventvwithinthe
perted-oftime-beginning-5-business
days-priorto-the-date-the-submisstorris-
duerthe-owneroroperatormay-assert-a-
slatmrof-ferse-majonse-for-faiure-ton
timelyr-eomply-with-the reperting
reguirement-Forthe purpeses-of this-
paragraphya-foree-majeure-eventis:
defined-as-anrevent-that-with-be-ar-tas-
been-cansed-by-circrnmstances-beyonrd-
the-control-of the-affected factlityite-
contractors;-orany entity-contretled-by-
the-affected-facility-that preventsyou-
fromreomplyingwith-thereguirementtes
submita-roport-electronicallywithinthe-
time period-preseribed:- Examples-of-
such-events-are-acts-of-nature-fevss
hurricanes;carthqutkessorfloods)aets-
ofwarorterrorismryorcguipment-failure-
orsafety-hagard-beyond-the-controlofs
the-affectod-factltty-(ewp:- large-soale
poweroutage)-Hfyouitntendto-assert-a-
claimrof-force-majewres yormust-subrrit
netificationto-the-Administrator ta-

weiting-as-soon-as-possible-follewing the-

date-youwfirst-kenew;orthrough-due-
diligemce-shoutd-have-knewn;that-the-
evenbmayeatse-orcansedyadetay i
sfeportingsYowmustprovidetothe
Administrator-a-written-description-ef-

the-ferce-majorre eventand-arationale-
forattributing the-delay-inreporting
bevond-theregulatory-deadline oo
force-majenre-eventydescribe-the-
srremstres-trkemr-onto-bedakento
minimize-the-delvyinreportingrand
identify-a-date-by-which-yowprepeose-te-
reportyorifyour-have-altready-met the-
reporting-requiremnentat-the-time-of dhe-
netifications-the-date-yewreportodata
any-circwmnstance;-the-reporting mst
oect-asgoon-as-pessible-aftertheforee-
grjerre-event-orcurs-The-destsionto-
asceptthe-clatmr-of-force-majeure-and
aHow-an-extensionto-the-reporsting.
dealine-is-selely-within-the-discretion-
of-the-Administrater-

{i)tnttntts

{B}-Blocleaverage-valuwes-for-t-houwror
shorterpertods-catentated-froar-alt-
messnrethdatevalnosduringeachs
peried-ifvaluesaremeaswred meres
frequenthy-than-enee-per-minttesa-
single-valuweforvach-minuvte-may-be-
usecte-catenlstethehourhyrfor-shorter
perted)-block-average-instead-ofall-

megsured-valuesyon

{G Al values-that-meet the set-eritoria-

forvartation-from-previonstyrecorded-
valwes-usinganautomsated-datar
CORPFEINORFecOrding systemn
{#}-Fhe-anutomated-data-compressien-
recording systemr-shaltl-be-designoed4or
{fF Measure-the-operating-parameter:
value-at-least-onceevery-howrs
{ii}-Record at-least-24-values-each-day-
during-periods-ofoperation-
tifhReserd-the-date-and-timewhen
mropitors-are-turned-off-or-ome-
tivpRecogniseunchenpging-data-that-
may-indicate the-moniter-is-net
functiening-property;-alertthe-operator;-
and-record-thednaident:
tv-Gempute-datly-average-values-of-
the-menitered-operating passmetes
based-onrecorded-date
{#-Youwr-must-matmtain-a-record-of the
deseripHenroftho-monitoring-systes
anddatecompressionrecordingsystem.
including the-eriteria-nsed-to-determine.
which-menitoredvalues-are-recorded
and-retained; the-method-forcatedating.

datly-averages-and-a-demenstration-that-

the-systemr-meets-all-eritesia-of-
paragraph-UHSHHECH #of this-seetion:
& & A& & A&

{itIdentification-of all-petrelews-
refineryprocess-unit-heat-exchangoers-at
the-faeility-and-the-average-arnwal HAR-
concentration-of processfluid-es
interveningcooting fhuid-estimated-
whenrdeveloping the Netification-of-
Gomphlinnce Statuws report-

{itjtdentificationofall-heat-exehange-
systems-subjectto-the-meonitering-

fegiirements-in-§63:654-and-
identification of el heat-exchange-
systems-that-are-exempt-from-the-
meniterngrequirements-according to-
the-previsions-in-§63:654b}:- For-each-
heat-exchange-systenr-thatds-subject-te-
the-moenitering requirements-in-
§-68-654;thismustinchede
identification-of al-heat-exchangers-
withimeach-heat-exchange-systems-and;
forclosed-looprecirendationsystemesy
the-coslingtowerincluded-incach-heat
exchange-oystonn.

{iti}-Results-ef the-follewing
menitoring-data-for-eachrrequived-
meniteringevents

{A)Bateltime-of-wevent-

{B)-Buaremetrie-prossunes

{€)-El-Pase-atr-stripping apparates-
waterowsnilididteriminute-fabinring
andairfowsnrbirrimeamdyabe
temperaturerGelsisy

B FiBreadingfpparvis

(FErbength-of sampting-poriod:

{F}-Sample-vehumnes

(G}-Balibratron-information-tdentified-
in-Section -Gud:Z-of Hhre-Adr-Stripping-
Method-{(Medified BEl-Paso-Method)-for-
Determinntion-ef Velatihe-Orsante-
Compeund-Bmissions-from-Wates
Seurces™>Reviston-Number-One;-dated-
Janttasy-2003;-Samphing-Procodures.
MannalAppendiePeGosling-Towes
Moenitoring,-prepared-by-Texas-
Bommission-on-Bovironmental-wality
fantary-31:- 2003 Encerporated-by-
referenee—sec-§6314)

v Fhe-datevwhona-beakewas
identified the-date-the-senrce-efthe-
lealewas-identifiedsand-tho-datewiron-
the-heat-exchanger-was-repatred-or-
takenrout ef service:s

(v)ifarepairis-delayed;the-reasons
fortredetaysthoschodulofor
complotingthe-repats-tho-hoat-exchange-
exit-line-flove-or-cooling tower-return
line-average-lon-rate-atthe sronitoring
locatton-{in-gallonsiminuteland-the
estimate-of-potentiab strippatste-
hydrocarbor-emisstons-for-each-
sequired-monttoring-interval-dusing-the-
delay-of repaie

. Al % N A

(B} The-pressuse-or-temperature-ef-the-
coke-drumrvesselyas-applicableforthe-
Heminttte-peried-priorto-the-presvent
chratiings
R N N VW

#1)-For-each-pressure-relef device
stubjeette-the-pressure-relesase-
mansgementwork practice stendardsdn
§63:64 803 the-ewnereroperator
shat-keep-therecords-speeifiod-im
paragraphs-(#H31)EFthrengh (bt} of this-
sectionrFercachpilot-operated:
pressure-rebief dovice-subjectto-the-
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requirements-at-§-63:6486HAM i o {Hit)
the-ewner-oroperates-shall- keep-the-
resords-speeified-dmnparagraph-HHI v
ofthis-section:
He He B R F
{iv}-Forpilet-operated-pressure-relief-
devices;general-orrelease-speeifie-
records-for-cstimating the-quantity-of-
VOG- relessed-from-the-pilet-vent-during-
arelesse-eventy-and-records-of-
valenlations-used-to-determine-the-
quantity-ofspecific AR relvased-for
any-eventorseries-ef srents-inwhich-
FZ-ormere-pounds-of VOG- are-reloased:
i a-daye
2} For-ecach-matntenance-vent
opening subjeet-to-the-requirements-in-
§63:643{c)rthe-ownereropesatorshabl
keoop-the-applicable records-spesified-in-
paragraphs-{i}32 i} through-{vi}-ofthis-
seetion-
A He o A Ha
{itviif-complyingwith-the-
foquirements-of-§$63:643{eH3) (il
fecords-used-dte-estismate-the-total-
gquantity-of VOG- in-the-equipment-and-
thetypeand-size-limits-ofequipment
that-containdess-than-72-pounds-of ¥OE-
#t-the-dirme-of matntensnce-vent
opening-For-cach-meintenanee-vont
opentng-for-which the-deinventory-
procedures-specified-in-paragraph-
(i afthis-sestionare-netfolHowed-
er-forwhich-the-equipment-opened-
excecds-thetype-and size-limits-
established-in-therecords-spesified-in
this-paragraph;-identification-of the-
matntenanes-veitythe progess-umits o
equipment-associsted-with-the-
mainterance vent; the-date-of-
maintenanee-vent-epeningand-records
usethto-estimate-thetetal quantity-of
VOG- in-the-equipmentat-the-time-the-
matnterance-vent-was-epened-to-the-
atmosphere:
A &, N o Ee
frifH-eomplyingwith-the-
requirenrents-of-§-683:6 43 e bk
identification-of the-maintenanee-vent;
the-processunits-orequipment-
assecisted-with-the maintenanec-vent;
secerds-decumentingactons-talentes
complywith-otherapplicable-
alternatives-and-why-utilization-of this-
alternative was-regquiredste-date-of
arintenance-vent-opening- e
equipmentpressure-anddower-eplostve-
Hmitof thevapors-inthe equipmentat
the-time-of discharge;an-indication-ef
whether-aetive-purging was-performed-
and-the-pressure-ef the-equipment
during the-installation ersemevel-of the
blind if active-purging was-wseds the-
duration-the nraintenanoe-vert-nwas:
epem-during-the-blind-instatlation-or
fomeovabprocessrandrecords-used-ten
estimate-thetotal- quantity-of VEE-tr the-
egquipment-abthe-time-the-matntensnee-

vept-weds-opened-tothe-atmosphere-for
cach-applicable meintenance-vent-
OPeRtE:
N - U VN
N +-Sectien 63655 isamended-by-
revising-paragraphs-fapiHi)}and-Hij-
fapeHipand-(ii-b}Eand-{e}to-read-as-
follewss

§63:65%Delayed-coking-unit-decoldng-
operation-standards.-
faft b

{H-An-average-vessebpresstre-eof-2-
psigorless-determined-onrarolling 68
SVeRbEVerage- O

HifAn-average-vessebtemperature-of-
220-degrees-Fahrenheit-ordoss
determined-omnarotling 60-cvent
SO

IEVENCNEN

{A-vessebpresswre-of &:0-psig-ar-less-

for-each-decoking-eventy-or
HirA-vesseltomperature-ef 248+

degroes-Fehrenheitorless-for-vach-

decoking-events-

Ao & & & %

{b}-&
{5} The-output-of-the-pressure
monttering systenr-must-be-reviewed-
eash-day-the-wait-is-operated-to-onsure
that the-pressure readings-fluctuate as-
expectod-bebween-operating-and-
seolingtdecokingeyeteste-verify-the-
pressure-taps-are-not-plugged-Plugged-
presswretapsenustbe-wnplugged-or
otherwise-repaired-priortothe-next
operating-eyebes
A A, * #, *,

{epThe-owaeroreperator-ofadelayeds

coking-waitusing-the-“water-everflow
method-of coke-voeling priesto-
complying-with-theapplicable-
pecutrements-in-paragraph-far-ofthis-
section-must-mect the requirements-in-
eithes paragraph-(e}d)-er-lel2}-of this-
section-or-ifapplicable;-the-
reguirements-tn-paragraph-{ei{siof thris
seetion:-The-owneroroperator-ef-a-
deleyed-coking-waibwoing-the-“wates
overflowmethod of coke conling-
subject-to-this-parasraph-shall
determine-the-coke-drmm-vessel
temperature-as-specified-in-paragraphs-
{edband-{dpefthis-section-and-shallnot
otherwise-drainr-or-vent-the-coke-drame
natil-the celke drumrvessel-temperature:
is-atorbelow-the-appiieatte-Hmite i
paragraph-fa}tipit)-orfapfaiit)of this-
section:

(- The-averflow ywaber st
directedto-a-separator orsimilan
disengaging device that is-operated-ina-
mannerto-prevent-entrainment-of-gases
fremrthe-coke-drm-vessebto-the
overflowwaterstoragetanie-Gasesfrom-
the-separatorer-disengaging-device-
mustbe routed-to-a-closed-blowdown

systom-or-etherwise-controlled-
fellowing the-requirements fora-Greup-
Pmiscellaneous-processvent-Fhe
Hguid-from-theseparateror-disengaging:
doviee-must-be-hardpiped-tether
overflew water-storage tankeorstimitarty-
transperted-to-prevent-exposureof the-
overflowwater-to-the-atnresphererThe-
averflewwaterstoragetank-may-beans
epenreruncontroled-fixed-ronftank-
provided-that-a-submesged-fill-pipe-
{pipe-outletbelow existing liguidlevel
imrthe-tanki-isused-tertranstfereverfiow-
wtbertorthedanke

2 The-aeverflow-watermstbe-
directed-tora-storage-vessel-meeting-the-
requirements-for-sterage-vessels-in
subpart-SS-efthispasts

(3} Rriorto-November 262020 ifthe-
cquipment-necded-to-comply-with-
paragraphs-{e)ftior{2}ofthissection
are-notinstalted-and-operationalyyou-
sansteomphrowvithratbofthe
requirenrentsin-paragraphs(edsdi)-
threugh-tiv}efthis-sectiomn-

{#FFhetemperature-of-the-coke-drmy
measured-accordingto-paragraph-telof
this-seetion;-mustbe-260-degrees
Fabhreaheit-or-less-priesto-initiatien-of-
water-overflow and-at-all-times-during-
thewatereverflow:

i TFhe-overthow-watormmast b
bardpipedtethe-overflowwaterstorage
tank-ersimilarlytransported-to-prevent-
exposure-ef the-overflow-waterto-the-
atmespheres

{ii} Fho-overflowwater storage-tank-
may-be-en-open-or-uncontrolled-fixed-
roeftanleprovided-that-atl-efthe-
foHowing requirements-are-mete

{APA-submerged-fibpipe-lpipeoutlet
below existing-liguid-beveb inthetanid
ig-used-totransfer-overflov-water-to-the
tanke

B+ The-Hguid-teveb-in-thestorage-tank:
is-at-oast O-feet-above the-submerged il
pipe-outlet-at-all times duringwates-
overflows

(G} Fhetemperature-of-the-conte nte-in-
thestoragetamicremain-below358-
degrees-Fatwenbeitat el imes-dwsing
water-overflow:

& 2 % A &

B +2-Section 63: 658 samended-try-
sevising-paregraphs-feldh-{2hand {3}
(i Hintroductorytextand-taH2d-te)
tntroductory-texds-feHaHivi-(H{13)-
introductery-desxt;and-[HHiHB)to-read-
as-fotlewss

§63:658-~Fenceline monitoring-provisions:-
fe)tatas

(1) As-it-pertatnstothis-subparts
knownseurcesof VOGsaswsed-+n
Sestion-8:2:1:5-tn-Method-325A-of
appendise-A-efthis-partfor-siting-
passive-moniters,means-awastowater-
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treatment-unit; progess-unit-or-any-
smissien-souree requiring-contrel:
accordingto-the-requirernents-of Hhis
subrpartyincluding marine-vessel-
loading operations- Fer marineveossel
loading-operations; one-passive-monitor
shoutd be-sited-onr-the-shoreline-
adjacenttothe-doclk-Fordhis-subpart;
amadditionsbmonitords-notrequired i
theonly-emissionsowrces within-58-
meters-of-the-monitoring bonndary-are-
egquipment-tealesources-satisfying-athef
the-condittensim-paragraphsfeldHi)-
threugh-tiv}of-this-sestton:
fi}TFhe-wguipmentlesk-senrans-in-
ergamicHAT servicewithin-56-meters-of
the-menitering boundaryare-timited to-
vatvesypumpsy connectors, samphing.

compressorsy-prossuce-roliof dovicesyor
agitators-in-erganic-HARservies-are-
presentwithin-50-meters-of-the-
monitoring-boundarystheaddittonal
passive-menitoringtosationspecified-in
Sectton-8:2:4:-3in-Method-325A-of-
appendix-A-of this-part-must-be-used:
{H}Aequipment-teak-sources-in-gas-
orlighttiguid-service fand-inrorganie
HAR-service} including-vatvesy pumps;
conposters-stmpling-connections-and-
openendeddines mistbe-menitored-
using ERA-Method-24-0f-40-CFR-part-66;
appendidFaolessfrequenthy-than
grarteshrwith-aeprovisiensferskip
pesiod-menitesing-oraccordingto-the-
provistons-eof §-63:-1HeAlternative-

Werk-practice-for-meonttoring equipment-

forleaks-Forthe purpese-of this-
provisten;-a-leak-is-detected-if-the-
instrumentreading eguats-erexcends-
the-applisable-dimits-in-paragraphs-
feHtitiA throusgh (B of thissections-

A} Fervalves;pumps-er-connectors
at-af-existing-source; an-instrument-
reading of-10,000-ppmyve

(B} Fervalves-orconneactors-ab-anow:
sowrce;amrinstrument reading of 500~
PP

{C}Ferpumps-at-a new-sotree-an-
instrumentreading-of 2,800-ppmys

D} Forsampling-connections-eropen-

ended-tinesran-instrument reading-of
508-ppmrv-above-background:

{E} Forequipmentmonitered:
aecordingdetreAlermtive-Werk:
practiee-for-monitoring-egquipment-for
leaks; the-leak - definitions-contained-in-
§63:28-{e 6} i throngte-{itih

{iit}-Altequipment-leak-sources-in
organie-HAD servicerincluding sources-
in-gasy-Hght-Hauid-and-heavy-liquid
serviaeymust-bo-inspected-wsing visuals
audible;elfactory, orany-othes
detectionr-method-at-deast-monthbyeAs
leak-is-detected-if-the-tnspection-
tdentifios-apotentiahleaketo-the-
atmesphere-orifthoreare-indications-ef
bquids-deipping:-

{tvi-Altleaks-identified-by-the-
monitoring -or-inspeetions-specified-in-
paragraphs-fe}f ity ortitipofteis
secton-mnist-be-repaited-no-dater-than-
15-calenderdays-afteritis-detoctod-witle
neprovistonsfordelayof vepaire-ifa-
repais-is-aot-completedawithin s
catendar-days;theadditional passive-
menttorspecificd-in-Section-8:2:4-3-n-
Method-325A-of appendic-A-of this-part-
smvist-be-used:-

)y The-owneroroperatormaycollect
one-ermere-background-samples-ifthe-
owneroroperatorbelieves-that-an-
offsite-upwind souree-oran-onsite
sorree-excluded-nnder§63:640{(g) sy
influense-the sempler-measuresments- -
the-eowner-oroperaterelects-to-cellect
one-armere-backgrovnd-samples; the
owneroroperstermust-develop-and-
submiit-asite-specificmonitoringplan-
forapprovat-according to-the-
reguirements-tn-paragraph-{i}-of this-
section-Hpon-approval-of-the-sites
specific-monitoring plamy-the-
background sampler(s}should -be-
eperated-co-enrrenthywith-the-rewtine-
samplerss

{3-H4herearetGor-fewermentoring
locationsythe-owneroroperatorshatl-
esollect-at-least-one-co-located-duplicate-
sample-persampling-period-and-at-logst

these-are-20-ormoere-menitering-
locations, the-ewneroroperatorshall-
collect-at-least two co-located duplicate
samples per-sampling pertod-and-at
least-one-fictd-blankpersampling
perted-Thosodocated-duphieatosarray
be-collested-wbany-ofthe-perimeten

safphinglosatiens:
A & K . A
(el

{1 e near-fteld-sonrce-correction-is-
nsedasprovidedinparagrapl(iH2iof
this-section-erifan-alternativedest
smethed-tswsed-that-provides-time
resolved-measurementsthe-ewneror
operator-shatl:-

2} For-vases-ether-than those
speeificd-in-paragraph-{aidi}-ofthis-
seetionrthe-swner-oroperatorshall
collect-and-record-sampling pesied-
average-temperatuse-and-barometrio
presstre-ustigeither-amomsite-
metecrologteal-statior-in-aceerdance-
with-Section-8.3:0-through-8.8:3-0f-
Method-325A of appendix-A-of this-past
oryaltermativelyusing-data from-a-
Haited-States- Weather Serviee (HEWS)-
meteorological-station-provided-the-
USWS-meteorelogical station-is-within
40-kilometers-{25-miles}-ef tho-rofinesy-
E & A & &

{e3The-owneroroperatorshatlwsoa
sampling pered-and-samphing-

A

frequeney-as-specified-in-paragraphs-
fe}d)through{3}ofthis-sections
N N N S

{3.}.2‘2...&..:&‘..

{ivpifevery-sample-ata monitoring
sitethat-is-menidered-abthefrequensy
speeifiod-in-paragraph-fed3}iti)-efthis-
section-is-atorbelow 8:.9-pglmd for-2-
yeass{hepd-conseentive-semiannusl
samples)-only-one-sample-per-year-is-
required-for-that menitering sttes-Feor
yearty-samplingssamples-shatheceur-at
least-30-menths-but-no-more-than-G4-
months-apart-
R N .

RN NN

IEANENCNCR

{i} Exeeptwhen-nearfield-seuree
correctontsused-as-provided-in-
paragraph-(i}of this-section; the-owner-
oroperstorshall-determinedre-highest
and-towestsample-resitlts-fer-bengens-
soncentrations-from-the-samplo-poel
anpd-catalate-Ac-gs-the-difference-dn-
these-concentrations: Ge-located-
semples-arustbeaveraged-togetherfor-
the-purpeses-of determining the-
benzene-concentration-for-that samphing-
toeation;and;-if-apphicable;-for-
dotersminingAc-Theowneroropesator
shal-adhereto-the-following preceduses-
when one-of-mrote-samples-for-the-
samprhing pertotare-below-the-methed-
detectiorr-linit for-benzenes

{BHtalt-sample-results-are-below-the-
method-detection-lirmitrthe-ovwnesor
eperater-shall-use the-methed-detection
Hmit-as-the-highest-semple resulb-and-
zere-as-the-lowest sample-result-when-
calgulating Aer
B 13- Sectien-63:660-is- amended by
revising-the-introductorydostypasagraph-
{h}intreductory-text; paragraphs-{{3)-
arrd-fe}and-paragraph- ({2
introductory-texts-and-adding paragraph-
EH e readas-followss

§63.660---Storage vessel-provisions:-
Om-andaftertheapplicable:
semphance-dutefora-Gronp-tetorge
veossel-locatedata-pew or-existing.
sorree-as-specifiedin-§63:640Hhk the-
swneroropergtorof e Group-tstorage-
vessebstoring-Haud-with-a-mrasdmem
true-vaper-presstre-loss-Hran F6:6-
kilopaseals-(11:1-peunds-per-sqrare-
tnchihat-ispartof e new-orexisting
source-shatl-comply-with-citherthe
seqrirementsin-subpart- Wi or-88-of
thris-part-accordingto-thesequirements-
in-paragraphs-fap-through-{i}-of this-
sectiomand-theowneroroperatorofa-
Groupr-storage-vessehstoring-Hautd-
avith-a-macdnuae-Fee vapor-Pressuie
gregter-thamorequabto-76:6-kito paseals-
{1:3-pounds-persquare-tnchithat-ds-
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part-ofa-now-orexisting-seurce-shall
comply-swith-the requirements-in-
subpart-SS-efthis-partacsordingtother
reguirements-tn-pasagraphs-falthrough-
{i}ofthis-section:-

& & HL x X

{bpA-Hoatingrepfsteragevessel
somplying-with-thereqrirements-of
stibpart WiWeefthis-pastsrayv-comply-
with-the-control-option-specified-in-
paragraph-{bid}befthis-section-and; b
eguippedwith-aledder-havingatleasts
one-sletted-tog-shatb-comply-with-one
ofthe-controboptions-as-deseribed-in-
paragraph-fbiz}efthis-section-1f-te
flonting roof-storage-vesseh-doss-not-
meektherequirements-ef
§63:10653{a K2} i) through-fa} 2} viit)as-
of fune-36;- 2094, these reguirements-de
not-apply-until-the-next-time-thewessel-
ig-aempletelyr-ompticd-and-degassedyor
Jamrary-36;- 2026 whichever oaanrs-
frste

#Hnaddittonte-the-options
presented-in-§§65:1063{aH2HvitiHA)
and-{B}and-63:1064r a-floatingroet
storage-vessel-may-comply-with-
§63:1063fa 2 viit)woing-a-flexible
enclosure-device-and-eitheragasketed-
arweldedhaapon-thetopofdhe.
guidepoter

{e)For-storage-vessels-previoushy-
subject-to-requirements-in-§63: 646,
initinbinspection-reguirements-in-
$63:34063(eMdand{eNEH i Hhesey
selated-to-the-initial fitling-of the-storage-
vesselorin-§63:983 A a8
applicablerare-notrequired-Failvre-to-
perferm-ethertnspections-and-
monttertngrequired-by-this-seetion-
shallbconstitute-a-violationof the-
applicable-standard-of this-subpart-

Ha k. A . E.

(NN

{23 Ha-closed-vent-systenrcontatns-a-
bypass-linesthe-ewneroroperator-shall-
somplywith-the-provistons-ef-either
$63:988(a) (3N} or-liiborparagraph-fit)
ofthis-section-for-cach-closed-vent-
systemr-that-contatas-bypass-Hnes-that
sould-diveste-vent-stream-pithes-
directly-to-the stmesphereortea-
control-device that-does-not-comply-
with-theregquirements-im-subpart-§5-of-
this-part-Exceptas-provided-in-
paragraphs-fHEHirand-{ii}ofthis-
sectionuseof the-bypass-at-any-time te-
diverta-Group-tsterage-vesseteither
direetly-tothe-atmesphers-orto-a:
control-device-that-does-net-comply-
with-the requirements-in-subpast-SS-ef-
this-parbis-an-emissions-standards.
vietattom-Equipmentsueh-as-tow-leg:
drains-and-equipment-subjeette-
$63648-are-not-subjestbothis
pasagraph-{H2}:-

Ha k. A . E.

(i} Hse-w-caprblind Hangerplugy-ox

a-secend-valve-foran-open-ended-valves-

orline-fotlowing the requirernents-

specified-in-§60:482-6{a 2} tbhand-fef

AL K A .. A

B 14:Section68:650is-amended-bys

B a-Revising paragraph{(f-

N b-Revisingparegraphs{j

introductory-text-thift)-and (i}

introductory-text-

B orAdding parsgraphs{ il E)and- (6

m &-Revising-paragraph-(GHE)-

inteoductory-text;

B erRevising the-definitionofthe-Qom:

termr-imthe-equation-in-paragraph- i 5

B £-Revisingparagraph-(m{2}-

introductory-text;

N g-Revisingthe-definittons-of the-Quazr

Oncrrent-NHVyg terars-iathe-cguation-

ifrparagrapl- i

B b:-Revising-paragraph(a}2)-

introdustery-texty

W i-Revising the-definitions-ofthe-€ngas

Gnarand NHVyg terms-tn-the-equation-

in-paragraph-fn})eand-

N jrRevisingparagraphsfohintrodustory

tesct- o) (HEDB o HiiiB - wad-

()3}
‘Fherevisions-and-additions-read-as-

followss

§63.670--Requirementsfor-flare control-
devices:
A & K . A

(fr-Pilution operating-Hovits-for-flares-
with-perimeter gusist-air-Bxseptas
previded-in-paragraph-{§3}-ef this-
seetionyforeach-fHare actively-receiving-
perimeterassistair-the-ewneror
operatershalb-operate-the-flareto-
sratntain-the aet-heating valve-diwtion-
parameter{(NHVdil-at-erabove-22-
British-thermal-wnite-persquare-foot-
Bt/ 2} determined-omn a5 mintte-
Bleck-perod-basiswhenregulated
saterial-is-being-rowtedto-the-flave-for
atleast-45-minutes: The-swneror
operator-shatbmonitorand-calenlate-
NHVarasspecified-tn-paragraph-tn}-of-
this-section

{-H4he-only-assistairprevided-do-a
specific-fare-te-pertmeter-assist-air
intentionally-entrained-inlowerendfor
npperstesirabtheflaredipand-daes
effective-diametor-is-S-inches-or-groates;

the-owner-oroperator shalt-comply-onby-

paragraph-le)-of-this-sectionfor-that-
Flire

{#H{Reserved]-
{h}-¥issble-enissions monstoring-The-
owner-or-operator-shathconductan-
initiak-visibte-emissions-demonstration-
nging-an-ebservation-pertod-of-2-hotrs
ustag-Method-22-ab-40-6FR-past-68;-
appendix-AeFo-The-initinbvisibde-
emissions-demeonstration-shoubd-be-

condueted-the-first-time-rogulated-
nrrteriaks-are-rended-to-tre-fhare:
Subsequent-visible-emissions-
observations-mustbe-conducted-nsing-
eithorthe-methods-in-parsgraph-thi{dtof-
this-seetion-orsaltermnativetydhe
methods-in-paragraph-(hi{2}of this-
sectiom-The-owneroroperator-must-
recordand-reportanypinstaneeswione-
wisible-cmissions-are-observed-for-mere-
than-5-minutes-dusing any-%-
consecutive-honrs-asspecified-in
§-63:655(gh It it}
HhAtleast-once-per-day-foreashdiy
regulated - materiah is-routed-4o-theflares
conduct-visible-emisstons-observations-
using-an-observation period-of-5-
mimesusing-Methed @2 atd0-CEFR-part
H0yappendbeA-Folfatany-timethe-
owneroroperstersees-visible-emissions-
white-regulated-material isrouted-te-the-
fharerevenif-the mintmrumn-required-
datlywvisible-omissienmoniterianghag.
alrendy-been-performedsthe-owneror
operator-shath-tmmediately-begin-an-
observation-period-of-5-minutes-using.
Method-22-at-40-6FR-part-60rappemdi
AeFoHvisible-cmisstons-are-observed-
for-nrore-than-one-continvous-mimste-
duringany-S-minute-cbservation-period;
the-ebservationperied-using-Methed-22-
b4 GFRpart-60rappendieA- st
be-wstendedto-d-honrsortuntil-a-
minutes-of vistble-emisstons-are
vbservede-Daily-S-mimvte-Method-#2-
observations-are-notrequireddobe-
condusted-for-days-the fare-dees-nob
receive-any-regulated - matesial

Ee A& & & &
ihFlare-ventgas-steam-eosish-ard-air
assist-Howrate-monitoring-The-owner
opreperator-shall-installoperates
ealibratesandnatntain-amenitering-
systom-capable-af- continvensly-
measusing,calewlating;-and-recording-
thevelumetrie-fow rate-tnthe-Hare-
hesderor-headers-that-feed-Hhe-flare-as
wolbas-any-flare-supplementabgas-wseds
Different-flow monitoring methodsmey
beused-to-measure-different gaseous:
streams-hat-makeup-the flarevent-gas-
providet-that-the-flovwerates-of atl-gas-
streams-theb-contetbute-to-the-fere-vont-
gas-are-determined.If-assist-air-orassist-
steamris-usedr-the-owneroroperatos
shul-install-operatercalibratesand-
snainteineemenitoring system-aapable-of-
sonttnuoushy-messuringycaleulating,
and-recording-the-vehunetrie-flow rate-
of asststair-andlorassist-stearrused-
with-theflare-presmbeassist-air-and:
perimetorassistare-both-used;-the
owneroroperatershall-install; opesate;
calibratesand-maintain-a-monitoring
systemreapable-ofseparately-messtring-
eatewlatingrandrecordingthes
volumetrie-Howsate-of promis-assistair
and-pertmeterassistairused-with-tre-
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HarerFlow meonitoring -systeny
requirements-and-aceeptable-
alternatives-are-provided-in-paragraphs-
{iH 1) threngh{6)-ef-this-section:

A & AL R A

{5} Contineusty-meonitoring fam
speed-or-powerand-using-fan-curves-is-
arr-acceptable-method for continneusty-
monitering-assist-airflow rates:

{6} Forperimeterasstob-atr-
intentionally-entrainedinlowesrandion
wppersteathydremonitored-steam-flow
rate-and-the maximnum-design-aisdo-
steaprvelumetrie-ftow-ratio-of the-
entratnment-systesnmay-be-used-to-
detesmrine the-assist-air low sater

et

{6} Direct-compeositionshornet
keating-vatne-menitoring-is-net-required-
forgas-streams-that-have -been-
demenstrated-te-have consistent-
composttion-fore-fixedminimemnned
heating-valuel-aecording-to-the-metheds-
inparagraphs- (6 through-{itipof
this-section-

fle) -t
EB.].:A‘...K“.'&‘

Heum =Cumulative-velumetrie-flow-over45--
mimte-block-average-pertod; stamdard-
cubie-feet-

& H A P Ea

{2}-Owaners-oreperators-of fares-that
wse-the-fecd-forward-caleutation-
methodotogy-in-paragrapiEitihof
this-sectionand-that moenitorgas-
compesiton-ornet-heatingvalue-ina-
location-representative-of-the
cumtibative vent-gas-stream-and-that
directly-meniterflaresupplementebgas-
flow-additions-to-the-Haremust-

detormine Hre-d5-mimuto-block-average-
NHVyusing the following-equation:

AL A AL Ao %,

{Inge = Cuwmulative-volwmettie-How-ob-fare-
yupplemental-gas-during the-15-minute-
Heck-pertady ot

gt = Cumulative volumetrie-low af flare-
yupplementabgas-during the-previons
d65-minnte-block-pertodyvefr-Forthre frat
15-minute-block-pertod-ofam-eventyuse-
thewvolumetrie-Hew-value-for-the-current
15-minnte-block-pertodyfesy- Qe =

NGz
NiTVng =Net-heating-value-of fare-
supplementab pasdorthe d5-minute-

block-pertod-determined-acsording to-the-

requirements-in-paragraph-({H5hofts-
sectonBiwfsel
N N N N
IESNEIES
(2)-Bwners-eroperstors-of-fares-Hrat-
use-the-feed-forward-calewlation-
methedologyinparegraph-(HE5Hi}-of
this-sectionant-that-menitergas
compesition-or-net-heating-value-in-a
location-representative-of the-
cnmntlativevent-gas-streanrand-that
directhy-menitor-flare-sup plemental-gas-
flow-additions-to-the-flare-must
determine-the-d5-minmte-block-average
NHVygrusing the-fellowing equation-
enly-during-pertods-when-perimeten
asstst-airisused-Feorti-mintte-bloak-
periods-whenthere-is-no-enmutative
volumetrie-How-of perimeter-assiotairge
the-db-mimue-block-average NHV g
parametes-doss-not-need-to-be-
ealethated:
gz = CGumlative valumetne-fdow-af Hure-
supplemental gas-during the-45-minute-
Blosleperiod;sef
gl =Gumulative volumetne-fdow-af Hure-
supplementabgas-during the-previous-
$5-minate blocleperiody sef-Fopthefirst
15-minwte-block period-of un-eventuse-
the-velrmetric-How valve-for-the-eurrent

15-minute-block period: e Gngy =
ez
NN =Net-heating value-of Hare-
supplementabgasforthhe-db-minute-
blocleperiod-determined-secording to-the-
requirements-inparagraph-{ehofthis
section; Btufscts
fe}r-Emerpenoy-flaring-provisions: e
ewnesor-operator-of- e flare-thet-has-the-
potentiatte-operate-above its-smeketess-
sapreity-wnderany-cirenmstanee-shall-
comply-with-the-provisions-in-
paragraphs{olitthrough-(Fof this-
section:-
IENENCNEN

Bdnplementstion-efprovention-
measuros-listed-forpressusre-roliof
devicesin-§63:648H3Hi{A) through-
{E)for-each-pressurerelicf-device tat
camdisehargete the-fhare:

R . A . &

(AR

B)- Fhe-smekeless-capasity-ofdrefares
based-en-a-15-minute-block-wverage-and-
designrconditions: NoterAr-single-value-
mustbe-provided-forthe-smokeless-

capacity-ofthe-frares
A A . Fa .-
P Fhre-vent-gas-fow-rate-exaseds-dre.

smokeless-capacity-of-the-flare-based-on-
35-mintte-blocke-averageand-vistble-
enrigsions-are-presentfromthe-flare-fos
mefe-than-b-minties-during-any-2-
consesttive-howrs-during-the-release
eveids

B 15:-Table-6-to-Subpart-CGis-amended-
by-revising the-entries 36 {31

LG FAMS R and- 6838 lef o readas
foltovrs:-

FABLE-6-GENERAL-PROVISIONS-APPLICABILITY TO SUBPART -GG

] § Applies- c .
Reference te GG Gomment
BEBHEHB e g mnnn e Except-the-erosg-references-10- §683.6() (1 -and-(e} 1}{i}-are-changed- 1o~ §63:642{n)-and- performance-test
results-may-be-written-or-elestronic:
senmmmeeser-Exeept-perormance fest-results-may-be-writen-or- eleckronio:

D 4=

+* * *

* *

wExcephdest-resulis-must-be-submitted-in-the-Netification-of-Compliance-Status-repor-due-150-days-after

compliance-date;-as-specified-in-§63.655(f)-unless-they-are-required-to-be-submitted-elestronically-in-
accordance-with-§ 63-.655(h}(9):-Test-results-required-to-be-submitted-elestronically-must-be-submitted-
by-the date-the-Notification- of-Gompliance-Status-report-is-submitied:-

* * *

* *

B3:F (e Ye g Except-that-additional-notification- or-approval-is-net-required-for-alternatives- directly- specified - in--Gubpart-

&6~
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FABLE-B-GENERAL-RFROVISIONS-ARPHEABITY. T8 SUBRART-GEB-—Gontinued-
Reference- msﬁgggerf{; ~ Comment
%?(hﬁs;i::::::::: ----- Yes“.-.-.-::.-.-:::i-.-.‘.‘.‘.-.-.-"-¥e3;‘exeept‘iﬂespee#i®‘test-pla:§‘sheH“not“be"requi:‘ed,“aﬁd-where-§‘63:;(h)(B){i)‘speeﬁies-‘wi;'weﬁ‘sub-

mittal date-the-date-shall-be-90-days-prorto-dhe-Netification-of- Compliance-Status-roport-in§-83.685{f) .-

* ¥* *

* X ¥

* *

Except-that-results-are-to-be-submitted-electronically-if-required-by-§ 63655 (R} 9

X %

B 16:-Table-tttosubpart €6 s amended-
by-revising-items{2)ivi-{(3Hiv)-and-
{(GHviterread-as-follows:

FABLE-11—GOMPLIANGE-DATES AND REQUIREMENTS-

f-the-constructiond:
reconstruction-date-is-

Thendhe-owneroroperatermust

Andihe-owneroroparaiormust

Except-as-provided-inre

“““““ comphrwithr achieve-complianee-—-
wfivh-Requirementis-for-existing-sourses-  On-orbelore-December 26,204 80§ §-83:840() - {}-and-{(m}-and-
iﬁ‘§83‘.643(6)t 63:543(&).“
35S E ek Regquirements-for-existing - sources.  BOrr-or-before-Decembers-26;- 2048 vvner-§§ 83840 (k) (h-and-(m)-and-
in-§63:643(c): 63:643(dk
(4)‘:k""f"3"“tr:‘.:‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘::::.‘:: “““ (V‘)"Reqbl-'h‘emen{s'fﬁF‘eXiSﬁﬂg‘SOUfﬁe&' @n~GF~bef®r~e~Deeembeﬁ~26;~2&18~n~.~.~.~. “““ §§63-64@(I4),~{+)and~{m)~and~
‘iﬁ‘§'53:643(®): 63‘.643(6):"

X ¥

B 17 Table-t3to Subpart GG s
amended-by-revising-the-entry-
“Hydrogem-analyzer™toread-as-follows:

TABLE-13~-CALIBRATCN AND QUALTY--CONTROL-REGUIREMENTS FOR CPMS-

Parameter-

Iirinur-aseurasy-
requirements:

Galibration-raquirerments-

* *

* * *

% X,

Hydrogen-analyzerwi  2wwpercent-overthe-eoncentration- Specify-ealibration-requirements-in-your-site-specifie- GRME-monitoring-plan:
measured-or-D:tvolume-wpercent;:  Galibration-requirements-should-follow-menufacturers- recommendations-at-
whicheveris-greater: EHRHR

Wherefeasible;-selest-the-sampling-losation-at-least-two-equivalent dust-diam-
eters-from-the-nearest-controb-device;-point-of-poliwtant-generation-air-in-
leakages; or-other-point-ab-which-a-change-in-the-poliutant-concentration-oe-

GUFS:

Subpart-UU)—National-Emissien-
Standards-for-Hazardoeus-Air-Pollutants-
for-Petroleum-Refineries:-Catalytie-
Gracking-Units; Gatalytic-Reforming-
Units;-and-Sulfur-Recovery-Units-

N 18- Section-63:1564-is-amended-by-
revistag thedntreductorytost-of
paragraphs-(b}(4iti}-(e}8)-and-(c}id)-
andrevising parsgrapi-fe} st toroad-
as-follows:

§63:1564 - What are-my-reguirements-for-
metal-HARP-emissions from-catalytic-
eracking-units®-

T N N

{ N T

{43t

{tityHyorelect- Gption-3-in-paragraph-

{aidv)-of-this-sectionythe-Ne-d/hn-
emission-mitrcompute-yousNi-
emisston-rate-using Fquation-5-of this-
seetionr-and-yoursite-specifie-Ni-

opesating limit-{if yorwse-a-continuveus-
opasity-menitering-system)-using
Eauations-6-and-7ofthis-secton-as:
fotlows:

etk
By yornseacontinneus-opacity-
monitoring-systenrand-clect-to-conrphy-
with-Option S-dn-paragraph-fapdHiv) o
this-sectiondetermine-continwous:
comphiance-with-yoursite-spectfie-Ni~
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operating-limitbyusing Bquation-ttef-
this-section-as-follews:

i yowuse-weontinuons-epacity-
monitoring-system-and-clect-to-comphy
with-Option-4-in-paragraph-{fafiiivi}-of-
this-section, determine-comtinwens:

sompliancevwith-yowr-stite-specifie-Ni-
eperating limit- by using Equatien-12-of
this-section-as-foltows:

R - T N

{tit}-Cateulating the-tnlet-velooity-to-
the-primary-internat-cyelenes-dnfeet-pem
second-(ftisec)by-dividing the-average
volumetric-flow-rate-facfmp-by-the-
errmrative-erosssectionat-area-ef-the-
primareinternal-eyvelone-inlete- ({2 -and-
by-60-secondsiminute-forunit-
CORYERStOTTh-

A B & & &

B 19:-Section-63-1565-is-amended-by-
revistng paragraph-faj¢siii}to-read-as
followsar

§63:1565--What-are-my requirements-for-
organic-HAP-emissions-from catalytie-
eracking-units?-

frdaintie

{.5}.2\...&..:&‘“

fii}-¥or-can-electtomaintainthe
axygenr{Bshconsenteation-in-the
exhanst-gas-fromryour eatalyst
regenerator-at-orabovedvolume-
percent-{tdry-basis}or-dvolume percent:
{wet-basis-with-ne-meisture-cerrestionh-
H He A . S

B 20-Section63:1568-4samended-by-
Fevising parsgraph-(e)(Z)to-read-as-
folows:

§63.1569--What-are my-requirements-for
HAP-emissions-from-bypass lines?-

Ao . R B A

{2} Pemonstrate-contipmoms-
comphancewith-the work-practioe:
stendard-in-paragraph-{al{3)-of this-
section-by-complying-with-+se-
proceduresiayouroperation;
natntenance and-menitoring plag:

B #1-Section 63:157is-amended-by-
fevising-thedntroductory-textef-
paragraphs-{ak-faHds)and-{a} 6} -and-by-
revising-the-intreductory-text-of-
paragraphs-{d}{(t)end-{d}2torend-as-
foowss

§63:45¢ - How-and-when-do-tconduect-a-
performance-test-or other-initial-compliance-
demonstration?-

ta}- When-mestfoondusta-
performancetestt Yo must-conduet-
tnitial performance teste-and-report-Hre-
restits-by-no-daterthan-1560-days-after
the complisnes-date-speetfiod-dforyous.
sorreeim-§63:15653-and-aecerding tothe-
provistens-in-§63:7a}zpand

§63:157Ha) {3} Hyoware-requiredto-do-
a-perfermance-evaluation-estest-fora-
semrregenerative-aatabyrtioroforming.
unit-catal yot-rogenesatorvort; yotr-fray
dothenratthe-first-regeneration-eyele
afteryeurcomplisnee-date-and-repert
the-results-inafellowup-Netification-of-
Gemplisnee-Status-report-due-ne-later
tham-158-days-afterthetest-Yormust
conductadditional-performance-tests-as-
specifiedin-paragraphsfals}end(6}of
this-seetior-and-report-the-restlts-of
these-performancetests-according-to-the-
provisionsin-§63:1575(fh

A & & & A
(B)-Reriodic-performaence testing-for
FM-or-Ni-Excopbas-provided-ia-
paragraphs-fa) s Hitand-Hi)ofthis-

section;-conduet-a-periodis-performanee-

testfor P -or-MNi-forcach-catalytic:
eraskinganitatlestemeesverp Doy eans
accordingto-the-requirements-in-Tabe
4of-this-subpart-Yeow must-conduct-the
first-periedic-performance test-ne-later
thamAugust-de- 209 Forwithin $50-days-
of-startup-ofa pow-nnit-
{6)-One-tinte-perforaance-testime-for
Hydropen-Gyanide-{HEN)-Conducta
performmnectestfor HEN-from-each-
cattiytc-eracking unit-ne-later than-
August-3y-B047 o within 150 -days-ef-
startup-of-w-pew-unit-eccording to-the-
applicable-requirements-in-paragraphes-
{al{6}i}and-(ii}-of this-section:-
febtontiondin
{HpEyowmust et tho HAP metal-
emission-limitations in-§63:1564yor
cleet-the-option-in-paragraph-fapdifvi-in-
§63:1564-(Ni-lbthr}and-yornuse
continneous-parametermonitoring
systemsyyowmustestablish-an-
eperating-Hit-for-the-equilibrivny
eatalyst-Ni-concentration-based-on-the-
laboratory-amalysis-of the-equilibrivn
eatatyst Ni-conventration-from-the-
initial-performance test-Section-
63:1564 (b)) alows yourto-adjust-the-
labeoratory-mreasuwrements-of- the-
equitibrivm-satalyst-Nivvoncontrationde-

thempstmum-level-Youwmust-maledhis

adjustment-wsing Equation-tef-this-
section-as-follows:
& Ha Ao & e

{2} yotrmust-mestthe-HAR metal-
emission-tmitations-in§63:1564yore
clest-the-optioninparasraple-fapd i
ir-§-63:12564-{N per-cekeburn-off};-and-
you-use-continueus-parameter-
MenHeMRgsystems; yorr-mnstestabrlish-
ag-eperatingtimit-forthe-equilibrivme
catalyst Ni-concentration-based-on the-
laberatory-analysis-of the-eqguilibriwnr
catatyst-Ni-concentration-fronr-the-
initiabperformancetost-Section
£3:1564{bH{E)aHowsyorrtoadjustthe.
laboratory-measurements-ofthe-

equilibrivareatalyst-Ni-concentration-do-
the-maximusrlevel-You must-make-this-
adjustment-using-Fgustion-2-of this-
secton-as-folows:

B . K. K. A

B 2Z:-Section-63:1572- s amended-by-

sevising-paregraphs-fedband{d)id)to-
e as-followss

§63:1572 - What-are-my-monitoring-
installation;-operation; and maintenance-
tequitemerts?.
X ke e H Ao

[} fmtionntic

3 Yorrmustinstatt-operate;-and-
matntain-cach-continuous parameter
monitoring-system-asccording o the-
sequirements-in-Table-dt-of this-subparte
Forwmrest-alse-meckthe-equipnrent
spesifications-in-Table-4dof this-subpust
ifpHstripe-ercolormetrbe-duber
sampling systems-gre-used-Youw-must
meet-the-requirements-inFable-dd-of-
this-subpartfor-BEB-systems:
Alternativelysbefore-Angust-1- 2037
yowmay-instally operate; and maintain-
ezch-eonttnuons-parameter montering.
systenrima mannerconststent-with-the
smanufacturersspecifications-os-other
writtenrprocedures-that provide
adequate-assurance-that- the-equipment-
wilbmenitorgsceurately

A x * x x

feltitionitin

) Except-for-monitoring-
malfunctions;asseciated-ropaies;-and-
sequired-gualiby-assurance-orcontrel
aetivities-(inetuding-as-applicable;
catibration-checks-and-required-gere-
and-span-adiustmentshyor-musts
conduct-all-menitoring-in-continuwous-
eperation{or-cellect-date-at-all-required-
tntervala}-at-al-Hnes-the-affected-source-
is-operating:
He H B R B
B 23 Section-63:1578-isamended-by-
fovising-paragraph-lafd}introdustory.-
text-to-read-as-follows:

§63:1573- What-are- my-monitoring-
alernatives?.
{aptdndnfip-Forrmaynse-thiss
alterpative-to-a-continwons-paremeter
menitortng-system-for-the-catalytie
segenerator-exhaust-gas-Bowrate-for
yeur-catalytie-crecking-unitdfdreanit
does-not-introduce-any-othorgas-
streamsinto-the-catalyst-regeneration-
vent-(iercomplete-combustion nits-
withrneo-additieonsl-cembustion-devieesh-
Yowmay-also-usetisaltormtivetoa
SORtHRRONS parameter tHentoring.
system-for-the-catatytie-regenerator
atmespheric-exhanst-gas-flovw rate-for-
your-cattiytic-reformingunit-during the-
sokeburn-andvojuvenston -evelosifthe
uit-operates-os-a-constent-pressure-
systemr-during-these-cyeles- Yeowmay-
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also-use-this-aHermative-to-a-continuous-
parameter-menitosing systenr-for-the gas-
flow-rate-exiting the catalystregenerator-
to-determine-inlet-velocity-torthe-
prisnary-dternet eyelenes as required-a-
$63:1564(cHb)regardless-ofthe-
configuration-of the catalytic-regenerator
exhaustvernt-downstreznrof the-
segenerttor-tien-regardless-obwhethes
epiobany-othergas stroams-are.
introduced-inte-the-eatalystregencration-
venth-Exceptrif-youwonty-use-this
alternativeto-demonsteate-complisnee-
with-§683:1564H e} you-shall-wse-this
procedhrre-for-the-performanee-test-and-
for-menitering afterthe-performeance-
test-You-shall:-

B 24-Section63:1574-isamended-by-
sevising paragraph-fafsiiipte-read-as-
folows:s

§ 631574 What-notifications must i submit-
and-when?-

St

fityForeach-inithebsomphismee
demenstration-that-ineludes-a-
performance-test; yorrmust-submit-the-
netification-of complisnee-states-ne-
latertham-1560-catendar-days-afterthe-
vomphiance-date-specifiod-for yous
affected-seotraetn § 6531563 For- data-
vollected-usingtest-metheods-suppeorted-
by-the-ERA%s Electronie-Reporting-Toel-
ERTyasdistod-on-the-BRAGERF
webstbe-lhttpsswimepapent
elestronic-reportinp-airemissionsst
electromie-reporting-toolerfatthe-time-
ofthetest-yoremust-submit-theresults-
irgacerdence-with-§63:457 5 )by

the-date-that-yorr-submit-the-Netification-

of Gompliznee-Statusy and-yow must
include-theprocess-unit{s)tested;-the-
petutantis)tostodyrand-tho-datedhats
such-porformance test-was conducted-in-
theNetifieation-of Gompliance Status:
Fopperformanecevalustions-of
continmwus-mentering systems-(Eh -
measuringrelabive-accuracy-teshandit
{RATFA}potntantsthatare-suppoerted-by
the-EPAs ERTas tisted-onrthe ERAYs-
ERT-website-at-thetime-of the-
svituationryorrmustsnbmibdhe-restlés
ifraceordanae-with-§ 6315752 i by
the-date-that-you-submit-the Netification-
of Gemplinnce Stetusrand-yowmust-
inchadethe-processunit-where-the-GMS-
is-irstaltodythe-parsmetor-measured-by-
the EMSand the-date that-the-
performanee-evaluationwas-cenducted-
tnthe-Notification-of Gompliznee-
StatusrAdbetherperformaneetost-and:
porformanco-evalwationresaltefian
these-netsupported by ERA S ERT) - must-
bereported-inthe Notification-of-
Gomphanee-Statrs

Ha k. A . E.

B 25 Sectien63:1575 isamendod-by

B a-Revising paragraphs (£ (1)1

intreductory-textand-flo{2) introductory

toskand-

m b-Adding paragraph-(-
The-revistons-and-additiens-read-as-

feolows:

§ 631575 What-reporta-must|-submit and-
N T S N

.ﬂ.'&“.t.“t..

{I-A-copy-efany-performance-testor
performance-evalmttonr-ofa-EMS-done-
during-the-reporting period-on-aany-
affected unityifapplicablesFherepost
must-bevipchedes-inthe-next
semtannnat-cemplisnce repost-The-
sopy-must-include-a-complete report-for-
cach-test-mothod-wsed-forapartientar
kind-ofemisston-peinttested-For
additionshtosts-performed-for-a-stavtlar-
emission-pointusingthe-same-methrod;:
yowsmhustsubmit-theresults-and-any
otherinformation-required;buta
sempletetestreportis-netregrireseds
vompletetostreport-contains-abriof
precess-deseriptionra-simplified-How-
divgrarrshowing-affected-processesy
contretequipment;-and-sampling-peint
locationsysampiing site-datay
deseription-of sampling-and-anatysis-
precedures-and-eny-modificationsto-
standard-procedures; quality-assurance-
preseduresyresord-ofopensting:
eonditions-during the-testrecord-of.
prepasation-of standards;-recerd of-
calibrationssran-data-sheets-for-fiekd-
samphing;rav-data-sheets-for-field-and-
leborstoryanalysosrdosumentationof
salentationsrand-any-otherinformation-
regrired-by-the-testmethod:-For-data-
collectedusing-test-methods-suppeorsted-
by-thekRAlsFlectronte-Reporting-Fool
ERT}as-tsted-on-the- BRAS-BRT-
website-thitps e pagowt
electromic-repOrinE-Qir-eaHSSFors
elestrorfesreporting-tockert)-at-the Hime-
ofthetestryorwmustsubmit-thevesukts.
inaccordance-with-paragraph-tkitdipof
this-section-by-the-date-that-yorrsubmit-
the-compliance-report;yend-instead-of
inchndingasepy-ofthetostreportimthes
somplivnesrepert-yow mustinehade-
the-process-unit{s)tested;-the-
pelutantfe}testedrendthe-datethat-
sueh-performanee-testwas-conducteddn-
the-cemplisnceyeport-For-performanee
evalnattons-of EMS mensuring-relative
aeeuracy-test-aundit-(RATA} pelutents-
thatare-supported-by-the-EPA s ERT-as-
listedonrdre-ERAS-ERFwebsiteat-thev
thare-of-the-evalwation yow must-submit:
the-results-in-accordanee-with-
paragraple 2} iFof this-sectionby-the
date-that-yerr-submit-Hre-complisnes-
P rand-yermustineludethe
processunitwherethe GMS-isdnstatleds
the-parameter-measured-by-the-EMS;-

and-the-date-that-the-perfermuanee.
evalwation-was-conducted-in-the-
comphanee-report-At-ather
performanectost-and-performanee-
evaluation-results-(hev-these-not-
supported-by-ERAS BRT) must-be-
reported-in-the-comphisnee-report-
) Ynless-otherwise-specifiod-by-dhis-
subpartwithin-60-deys-after-the-date-of
completing-each-performuance-testas-
reguired-by-this-subpart-yor-must
submit-the-results-of the-performanse
teste-folowing-the-procedure-specified-
in-either-paragraplr- ottt} or-fif)-of this-
seetiom:
A &
{2} Unless-otherwvise-specified-by-this-
subpart;within-60-days-after-the-date-of-
completing cach GEMS performanae
evaluation-required-by-§63:1571{a)-and-
{bryorrmust-submit-the results-of-the
porformanco-ovalnation-following-tre.
procedure-specified-in-either paragraph-
2}l erfij-ofthis-section

A &L A& & A
IExtensions-to-electromnicreporiias
deadines{3rf-yorr-are-required-to-
electronicatly-submibarepeost-Hrrough-
the-Complisnce-and-Bmisstons-Data-
Reperting-Interface-(CEDRI - the- B A-
Bentral-Data-Bxchange-{EB¥X)yand-due-
to-a-planned-eractizal ontage-of either
the EPA - CEBREor CBX-systems-within-
the period-ef ime-beginning 5-business-
days-priorto-the-date-that-the-
subrmisstom-istireyouwwit-be-orare
prechuded-fromraccossing-EERRM o ERX-
andsubmittingareguiredreport withine
the-time-preseribed;-yotr-mhay-assort-a-
claimrof ERA-systerrontage for-failure-
to-timely-comptywith-the-reperting-
feguirement-Yow must-submit-
netificationte-the-Administratorin-
wittng as-soonas-possible-following the-
dateyorrfirst-koewrorthrough-due
ditigenso-shonld-havedenrowny that-He
evenbmay-canse-orcanseda-delay-in
reporing-Youwmustprovidetothe-
Admintstratora-written-description-
identifying-the-datetshand timets) the
EPX or-GEDREwerennavarlable when
yowattempted-to-access-itin the 5
business-days-priorto-the-submission-
deadtinesa-rationate-forattributing the-
delryinreporting beyond-therogulatory-
deadiine-to-the-ERA-system-outages
desaribe-the-measures-taken-or-to-be-
takente-mintmize-the-delay-in-
reporting:-and-identify-a-date-byavhioh-
yowpropose-to-repertor-ifyowhave-
already-met-the reposting requirement-at-
the time-of the-notification;- the-date-yow
repored-In-any-circnmstaneeyHhe-
seportmustbosubmitted-electronicatly
as-seonaspossible-aftertho-outageise
fesobved-The-decisionte-aceeptthe

He ER .
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clatsr-of EPA-systemroutage-and-allow-
an-extension-te-the-reporting-desdiine-is-
setely-within-the-diserettonr-of the-
Administrator.

(23 ypeorrarerequired-to-
cleetremicatly-submit e report-through-
CEDRMnthe-ERAS-EBX-and-a-foree-
majenre-aventisabontto-seenroecuesy
or-has-eesirred-onthere-are-Hngoring.
effects-from-such-an-eventwithin-the-
peried-of time-beginning-5-business
days-priovto-the-dete-the subnrission-is-
dietheowneroroperstonmuy-asserta:
elatmr-of-ferec-majenre-for-fatlure to-
timely-comply-with-the reperting
reguirementsForthe purposes-of-dhise
secHonrforec-majenre-erentis-definod-
as-aireovest-thabwill-be-ordras-boes
cansed-by-cireumstances-beyond-the
controlof the-affected-facility;-ts-
contractors;-orany-entity-contrelled-by-
the-affosted-fasitity-that-preventsyowu-
fromr-complying with-the requirement-to-
submita-reportclectronically-within the-
time-pertod-preseribeds Examples-of

suchrevents-are-aots-ofpature-feg
hurrieanes; carthguakes; or-floods}acts-

of war-erterrerism, orequipment-faihere-

orgsafety-hagard-beyond-the-controt-of-
the-affected-faetlity-fevertarge-saale-
pewereutagelrif-yowintend-to-assert-g-

elatnr-offorce-majeuresyormmstsubnrit

petfeationto-the-Administratenin-

writing-as-seon-as-possible-following-the-

date-yowfirstlenew, - or-throngh-due-
diligence-sheuld-have-known;-that-the-
event-may-cause-of caused-a-delay-in-
reporting- Yowmust-provide-to-the-
Administratoraweitten-doseription-of-
the-force-majenre-event-and-arationate
forattributing-the-delmy-insepeorting:
beyendthe-regulatory-deadtineto-the-
foree-majoure-cvent-dosertbe dre
measures-taken-orto-betakento-
sminisnize-the-delay-tn-reportingrand-
tdentify-a-date-by-which-yow prepesc-te-
reportyorifyowhave-alreadymetthe
reporting-requirement-at-the-time-of the-
netification; the-date-you-reported-In-
any-circunstance;-the-reporting-must:

BECHFAs-S0on-as-possible-after-the ferce
majenre-event-eceurs:-The-desision-te-
geceptthe-claim-of force-majeunre-and-
altow-amr-extensionto-the-reperting:
deadhineis-solebywithinthe-diseretion
ofthesdnrinistrator

N 26-Section68:1:576-isamended-by-
Fevising pansgraph-(a{ 2 to-read-as-
foltews:

§63:1576---What-records-must-l keep;-in-
what-form;andfor-how-long>-

{1} Record-thre-datestirne; and-duration-
ofvach-startup-endlor-shutdown period-
for-which-the-facility-elosted-decompy-
withrdhre-atternative-standards-in-
§63:1564fa {5 it} or-§-653-1565 () (5Hit)
or-§-63:-1 568 (et o fitth

B #F-Fable-d-+te-Subpartbliis
amended-byrevising the-table-heading-
and-entries-for-items -2iey 63 7 8and-9-
to-read-as-followse

FABLE-3-T© SUBPART-LUL OF PART-63-—CONTINUOUS- MONITORING -SYSTEMS-FOR METAL-HAR-EMSSIONS-FROM:-

CATALYTIC CRACKING-UNITS:

o : fyou-use-this- -ef
For-eack-Rew-or-existing-catalytio- e@ﬁfel\deviee\gge You-shalkinstall-operaie; antmaintain g e
cracking-ttir V-
IS
e-Wet-serubberw ~Gonlinuous-parameter-monitoring-system-to-measure-
and-record-the-pressure-drop-across-the-serubben?-
the-gas-flow-rate-entering-or-exiting-the--control-de-
wige\-and-tetal-liguid-for-serubbing-liguery-flow-rate-
to-thecontrol-device:
8:Option-ta--Elect-NSPS-subpart-o--P-per-coke-bum-  Aryormressssmrmss See-fterm-t-of-this table:
off-limit;-not-subject-do-the-NSRE-for-Ri-in-46-BFR-
80:102-0r-80:102afb)(4)
-7‘.“0ption-‘1b:-‘Elee{“NSPS-subpaﬁ\da;‘PM‘pes-eake‘bumm Any-\.‘.‘.-.-.-:::::-.:‘.‘.-.‘.\.‘.‘.-.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘::::::::\.:‘.-.-."‘“The-apph'eab!e\t‘:em«iﬂuaus-mem{m‘ing‘systems-in‘item‘z
off-limit-not-subjectdo-the -NSRSJor-PM-in-40-GFR- of-this-table-
80-102-or-80:-102ab} {4y
8-Optien-1e-Elect-NSRS-subpart-Ja-Pi-soncentration:  Amy-ovesssnrmresnnme-Bee-flem-3-of-this-table
limit-not-subjest-to-the-~-NSRS-for-RPM-in--40--GFR-
86:102-or-80-102a{bX+):
G---Option-2e-Ril-per-eoke-bum-off-limity-rot-subject-dto- ARy-mmeesnmmmessnnThe-applicable-continusus-menitoring-systems-in-tem- 2
e-NSRSfor-RM-in-40-GFR-60:182-or-668-102a{lsM{d) of-this-table-
1 - applicable; yow-ean-use the-altemative-in-§-63:15736@) (1) -instead-of a-continucus- parameter-monitering system-for-gas-flow-rate

2{{-you-use-arjet-ejestordype-wet-scrubberor-othertype-ob wet-serubberequipped- -with-atomizing spray-nozzles, you can-use-the-ahemative-in-
§63:-1573(b>-instead-ofa-eontinucus-parameter-monitoring -system-for-pressure-drop- across-the-scrubber:

B 28 Table-d-to-Subpart UHL-of Part 63+
isemended-byrovisingthe-entriesfor
Hema-Ge-and-10wcto-rend-as-follows:
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FABLE-4-TO SUBPART-HUL-OF PART-63-REQUIREMENTS FOR RERFORMANSE-TESTS FOR MEFAL-HAR-EMISSIONS-FROM-
SATALYTIC GRACKING-UNITS-

x X * X * X i

Foreach-
ABW-OT-
existing.
2?;&% i You sk Lhaifpg s Aceording-to-these-requirements
catalyst
fegeneraton
Vet
e-Detemyinethe-equilibrium- ¥RF-proceduwrein-appendinA-  Youwmust-oblain-d-samplefor-each-of-the-3-testrunsi-deter-
catalyst-Mi-concentration: o this-subpart-1-or-ERA mine-and-record-the-equilibrium- catalyst-Ni-concentration-
Method-6046B-0r-8020-61 {or-each-of-the-3-samplesand-you-may-adjust-theabora~
ERA-Method-7520-6r- 7523 tory-regults-to-the-maximum-value-using-Equatien~I-of
- SW-8462-oran-alter $63:45% it applicaibie:-
rative to-the-5W-8468-meth-
od-satisfactory-to-the-Admin
{strator:
AT e
e-Detemiine the-equilibriurm- See-tem-9.e-of-this-table v You-must-obtain-1-sample-for-each- o the- 3-test runs--deter-
catalyst-Ni-concentration: mine-and-resord-the-equiibrium-catalyst-Ni-consentration-

for-each-of-the-3-samples:-and-you-may-adjust-the-labora-
tory-rasuliis-to-the-maximumvale-using-Equation-2-ef
§63:15%1 it -applicable-

* * * * * *

HeooEx & A & W 29:-Table 5-te-Subpart-Ubhis-
amended-by-revising the-ontry-for-iterm-
Fto-read-as-folewse:

TABLE-5-F0 SUBPARTHHU-OF PART-63NTiaL-COMPHANSE-WITH-METAL-HAR-EMISSION-LIMTS FOR GATALYTG
ORACKING - UINITS-

* X * X * X

gsm&?g -end-existing-catalytic F@r{he following-emission-firvit- You-have-dermonstrated-complianee it

3r-Subject-to-NERSfor-FPi-in40- RM-emissions-must-noetexceed-6:5 Yeou-have already-conducted-a-pedermance-testio-demonstrate-initial-
HFR-680-102al)iy-elestingtor  gha(O:5--RMA008by-of-coke-  complianse-with-the- NSRS -and-the-measured-Ri-emission-rate-is-
meet-the-Ri-per-coke-bum-off-  bum-offy: less-than-or-equahie-0:5-g/kg-{0:5-Ib/+,060-Ib)-of -coke burn-off-in-
firmit: the-catalyst-regenerator-As-par-of-the-Notification-of-Gompliance-
Statusy-you-must-cerify-that-your-vent-meets-the-Phd-limit- You-are-
rot-required-to-do-anctherpedommansce-iest-to-demenstirate-initial
compliance--As-part-of-your-Notification-of-Gomplance-Status;-you-
certify-that-your Bhby-G0r-OaroF- G- MORitoR-of-CoRHRtoUS-opac-
ity-monitoring-system-meets-therequirements in-§63: 4572

ux

X x X x X

* X * X * X .

B 38 TFable 6to-Subpart- Bt is-
amended-by-revising-the-entries-for-
fterrs-tunti-and-Fto-read-as-fotlows:
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FABLE-6-TO SUBPART-HH-OF RPART-E3GCONTINUOWS - COMPLIANSE- WITH-METAL-HAR-EMSSION-LITFS FOR CATALYTIG

CRACKING - LIMNITS-
Foreach-new-and-existing-catalytic-  Subject-to-this-emission-fimit-for- N . P . : R
CFAGKING-HAsmress YOUF-CRtaly St FEgeneratory@Mt-rm ¥ou-shal-demenstrate-continuous-complianse-bywwe
B R Bttty
i Genducting-a-performance-tost-before-August-4,- 2017 or-within- 156
days-of-stafup-of-a-new- unit-and-thereafter following-the-testing fre-
quenty-in-§ 831571 {a)s)-as-applicable-to-your-unit-

F-Option-to:-Elect-NSRS-subpart  RM-emissions-must-not-exceed-+:0- See-item-2-of-this-table-
Ja-requirementsfor-PM-percoke  gfhg{+:0-4-RM/M.000-b)-of-coke-
pur-off-limit-net-subject-1o--the- bum-of:

NER&-for-Ph-in-46-GFR-60:102-

GF‘B@?*@EG{E)(‘H-:

* X * ks * X .

B 33 TFable :60-to-Subpart B s
amended-by-revising-the-entry-for-them-
Steread-asfollows:

FABLE-HO-TO SUBPART-WL-OF PART-E3-~CONTINUSUS MONITORING-BYSTEMS-FOR ORGAMGS-HAR-EMSSIONS-FROM-
CATALYFIG GRACKING-UNITS-

* ¥ X ¥ x ¥ x.

For-each-new-or-existing-catalytie:  And-vou-use-ihisfype-of-control- You-shall-install;-operate; and-maintain-this-type-of-

cracking-tiitoores device-foryourventaaas continuous-monitering systeme s
S-During-pedods-of-startuprshitt-  ARynossssmmessesssmmmeesss-Continuous-parameter-menitoring- system-to-measure-and-record-the-
down--or-hot-gtandby--elesting-to- concentration-by-volime--(wet--or-dry-basis}-of -oxygen-from-each-
somply-with-the-operating-limit-in- catalyst-regenerator-vent-If-measurement-is-made-on-a-wet-basgis,
§63-1565(@M B} you-must-cemply-with-the-limit-as-measured--(no-moisture -cofrec-
iR

B 32 Table$3-to-Subpart Ut -is-
amended-byrevisingthe-entry-fordtem-
Zto-read-as-fotlows:

TABLE-43-T0 SUBPART-UHHS-OF PART-63~-REQUIREMENTS FOR REPORTS-

* * * * * * *

You-mush-submiteo oo Fhe-report-must-contain e You-shal submit-the-foportwr

2:Performance-{est-and-CEMS-performance  Bn-and-after-February-1,-2018;-the-information- Semiannually-according-fo-the-requirements-in-
evalsation-datar spesified-in-§83:3875 0 () §83:4675 b -and -{H-

B 33»Tuble-dd o Subpart- Bk ia SHZB 3OS G R HEH BP0 HEF 630200}

amended-by-revising the-entsies- SH36hHEF 63 F a2 65 gy 235 and-463:1 e a4} o read-as

folowsr
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FABLE-44-TO SUBPART-HHI-OF RART-63-APRHCABHITY OF NESHAR-GEMERAL-RROVISIONS T0 SUBRART-HH-

. . Applies-to- .
Gitation- Sulrest- sub%%?ug - Explanation-
§‘58:S{f‘)(3)"‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘t::‘.‘.‘.‘.‘“".‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘:::‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘:::‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘: “““ Yeg-rmmmnmenes Exeep{u‘{he‘-ﬂmss-refefeneesu-‘m‘“§68:6(f~){-1-)mandm(e)(“i}(i)maren-
changed-te-§83:1570{e)-and-this-subpart-spesifies-how-and-
when-the-pedormancetest-resulis-are-reported:-

GFEEBMFHP e Repor- GOM--Menitoring—Bate:  ¥eg-wmmnnne-Exeeptihis-subpart-specifies-how and-when-the-pedformancedest

from-Rerformanee-Test: resulis-are-reporead:

FBR:BRHBI Betemmining - Gompliange-—with-  ¥eg-umnnmExceptthis-subpart-specifies-how-and-when-the-performansce-test:

OpacityAE-Standards: results-are-reported:

FEIHaNE e Perfomance-Fest-Batesamnr e ¥es s Exsepb-this- subpant-speecifies-that-the -resulis-of-initial-perferm-
ance-tesis-must-be-submitted-within-150-days-alter-the-compli-
ance-date

§S@‘.‘?‘(g)“.‘.‘.‘.‘:::‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘ “““ Deia“‘Aﬁalysis;“‘ﬁeeordkeeping;- ¥egoummmss Exeept-{his-su{\)pert‘speeiﬁes‘h@wﬁnd‘wheﬁ\ﬂqe‘peﬁermaﬁeentest‘

Reporting: orpedomance-avaluation-resulis-are-repored-and-§83.7{gH2)
is-resewed-and-does-not-apply

§63:8(e) e GMES-Performance-Evaluation- - ¥es e Except-#is-subpart-specifies- how--and--when- the--perfomance-
evaluation-resulis-are-reporad-

§63:10(dH2) Perfermance-Fest-Results wThig-subpart:-specifies-how-and--when-the-perfomance-test-re-
sults-are-reported:

§63:18{e){ P2y rmAdditional BMS-Reports-rmmn Yo g Exeept-thig-subpart-spesifies-how--and-when-the-pedormance-
evaluation-resuls-are-roported:

Except-this-subpart-spesifies-how-and-when-the-performanse-test-
results-are reported:

% % x %

x x x.

[FR Doc. 2018-25080 Filed 11-23-18; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P
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southeast (from woest to cast). The arca
is defined as that airspace upward from
700 feet above the surface within the
arca bounded by a line beginning at lat.
58°27'33"” N, long. 134°37'40” W, to lat.
58°13"13" N, long. 134°11'51” W, to lat.
58°05'59” N, long. 134°2104” W, to lat.
58°10°51"” N, long. 134°59'18” W, to lat.
58°23°41” N, long. 135°31"13” W, to lat.
58°32°22" N, long. 135°18"32” W, to lat.
58°27°17" N, long. 135°01°27” W, thence
to the point of beginning. This
modification reduces the airspace arca
to only that arca necessary to contain
IFR operations as they transition
between the airport and en route
environments. Also, Glass E airspace
extending upward from 1,200 feet above
the surface designated for Juncau
International Airport is removed since
this airspacc is wholly contained within
the Southeast Alaska Class E en route
airspace, and duplication is not
NECeSSATY.

This action also makes an cditorial
change to the Class D airspace legal
description replacing Airport/Facility
Directory with Chart Supplement.

Regulatory Notices and Analyses

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current, is non-controversial and
unlikely to result in adverse or negative
comments. It, therefore: (1) Is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Exccutive Order 12866; (2} is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedurces (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
docs not warrant preparation of a
Regulatory Evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that only affects air traffic
procedures and air navigation, it is
certified that this rule, when
promulgated, will not have a significant
cconomic impact on a substantial
number of small entitics under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Environmental Review

The FAA has determined that this
action qualifies for categorical exclusion
under the National Environmental
Policy Act in accordance with FAA
Order 1050.1F, “Environmental
Impacts: Policies and Procedures,”
paragraph 5—6.5a. This airspace action
is not expected to cause any potentially
significant environmental impacts, and
no extraordinary circumstances exist
that warrant preparation of an
environmental assessmoent.

Lists of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71
Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In censideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71 —DESIGNATION OF CLASS
A, B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS;
AIR TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

B 1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g); 40103,
40113, 40120; .. 108564, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR,
1959-1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

W 2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of FAA Order 7400.11C,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 13, 2018, and
offective September 15, 2018, is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 5000 Class D Airspace.

* * * * *

AAL AKD Juneau, AK [Amended]

Juneau International Airport, AK

(Lat. 58°21717” N, long. 134°34°42" W)

That airspace extending upward from the
surface to and including 2,500 feet MSL
within a 3-mile radius of Juneau
International Airpart, and within 2.5 miles
each side of the 271° bearing from the airport
extending from the 3-mile radius to 5.2 miles
west of the airport, and within 1 mile
southwest and 2.6 miles northeast of the
airport 135° bearing extending from the
airport 3-mile radius to 5 miles southeast of
the airport, excluding that airspace below
2,000 feet MSL within the area bounded by
d line beginning at lat. 58°19'35” N, long.
134°24°31% W, to lat. 58°19°02"” N, long.
134°25'33” W, to lat. 58°20'16” N, long.
134°27'28" W, to lat. 58°20'34” N, long.
134°26'22" W, thence to the point of
beginning. This Class D airspace area is
effective during the specific dates and times
established in advance by a Notice to
Airmen. The effective date and time will
thereafter be continuously published in the
Chart Supplement.

Paragraph 6002 Class I Airspace Areas
Designated as Surfuce Areas.
* * * * *

AAL AKE2 Juneau, AK [Amended]

Juneau International Airport, AK

(Lat. 58°21°17" N, long. 134°34742" W)

That airspace extending upward from the
surface within a 3-mile radius of Juneau
International Airpart, and within 2.5 miles
each side of the 271° bearing from the airport
extending from the 3-mile radius to 5.2 miles
west of the airport, and within 1 mile
southwest and 2.6 miles nartheast of the
airport 135° bearing extending from the

airport 3-mile radius to 5 miles southeast of
the airport, excluding that airspace below
2,000 teet MSL within the area bounded by
4 line beginning at lat. 58°19°35” N, long.
134°24°31” W, to lat. 58°19°02” N, long.
134°25'33" W, to lat. 58°20716” N, long.
134°27°28" W, to lat. 58°20'34” N, long.
134°26°22" W, thence to the point of
beginning. This Class I airspace ared is
effective during the specitic dates and times
established in advance by a Notice to
Airmen. The effective date and time will
thereafter be continuously published in the
Chart Supplement.

Paragraph 6004 Class E Airspace
Designated as an Extension fo a Class D or
Class I Surface Area.

* * * * *

AAL AKE4 Juneau, AK [Removed]

Paragraph 6005 Class E Airspace Areas
Extending Upward From 700 Feet or More
Above the Surface of the Earth.

* * * * *

AAL AKE5 Juneau, AK [Amended]

Juneau International Airport, AK

(Lat. 58°21717" N, lang. 134°34°42" W)

That airspace upward from 700 feet abave
the surface within the area bounded by a line
beginning at lat. 58°27°33" N, long.
134°37°40” W, ta lat. 58°13'13” N, long.
134°11'51” W, to lat. 58°05'59” N, long.
134°21°04” W, ta lat. 58°10'51” N, long.
134°59"18" W, to lat. 58°23'41” N, long.
135°3113" W, ta lat. 58°32'22” N, long.
135°18°32" W, to lat. 58°27'17” N, long.
135°01°27" W, thence to the point of
beginning.

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on
November 1, 2018.

Shawn M. Kozica,

Manager, Operations Support Group, Western
Service Center.

[FR Doc. 201824721 Filed 11-13-18; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

ENVIRCNMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parls 51, 60, and 63

[EPA-HQ-OAR-2016-0510; FRL—9986-42—
OAR]

RIN 2060-AS95

Testing Regulations for Air Emission
Sources

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action amends certain
existing testing regulations to reflect
corrections, updates, and the addition of
alternative cquipment and methods for
source testing of emissions. These
revisions will improve the quality of
data and provide flexibility in the use of
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approved alternative procedures. The
revisions do not imposc any new
substantive requirements on source
owrners or operators.

DATES: The final rule is effective on
January 14, 2019. The incorporation by
reference materials listed in the rule are
approved by the Director of the Federal
Register as of January 14, 2019,
ADDRESSES: The EPA has established a
docket for this action under Docket [D
No. EPA-HQ-0AR-2016-0510. All
documents in the docket are listed on
the hitp://www.regulations.gov website.
Although listed in the index, some
information is not publicly available,
e.g., confidential business information
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Certain other
material, such as copyrighted material,
is not placed on the internet and will be
publicly available only in hard copy.
Tublicly available docket materials are
available clectronically through htip://
www.regulations.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Lula H. Melton, Office of Air Quality
Planning and Standards, Air Quality
Assessment Division (E143-02),
Environmental Protection Agency,
Rescarch Triangle Park, NG 27711,
telephone number: (919) 541-2910; fax
number: (919) 541-0516; cmail address:
meltonlula@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
supplementary information in this
preamble is organized as follows:

Table of Contents

I. General Information
A. Does this action apply to me?
B. What action is the agency taking?
C. Judicial Review
II. Background
II. Summary of Amendments
A. Method 201A of Appendix M of Part 51
B. Method 204 of Appendix M of Part 51
C. Method 205 of Appendix M of Part 51
D. General Provisions (Subpart A) of Part
60
L. Fossil-Fuel-Fired Steam Generators
{Subpart D) Part 60
F. Electric Utility Steam Generating Units
(Subpart Da) Part 60
G. Industrial-Commercial-Tnstitutional
Steam Generating Units (Subpart Db)
Part 60
IT. Small Industrial-Commercial-
Institutional Steam Generating Units
{Subpart Dc) Part 60
. Municipal Waste Combustars for Which
Construction is Commenced After
December 20, 1959 and on ar Before
September 20, 1994 (Subpart Ea) Part 60
. Glass Manufacturing Plants (Subpart CC)
Part 60
K. New Residential Waood ITeaters, New
Residential ITydronic ITeaters and
Farced-Air Furnaces (Subpart (QQ)(}J)
Part 60
L. Method 2B of Appendix A—1 of Part 60

—

—

M. Method 5 of Appendix A-3 of Part 60
N. Method 5B of Appendix A-3 of Part 60
. Method 51 of Appendix A—3 of Part 60
P. Method 7 of Appendix A—4 of Part 60
(}. Method 8 of Appendix A—4 of Part 60
R. Method 18 of Appendix A—6 of Part 60
8. Method 22 of Appendix A-7 of Part 60
T. Method 26 of Appendix A-8 of Part 60
U. Method 26A of Appendix A-8 of Part
60
V. Test Method 28WIIII of Appendix A-8
of Part 60
W. Performance Specification 1 of
Appendix B of Part 60
X. Performance Specification 2 of
Appendix B of Part 60
Y. Performance Specification 3 of
Appendix B of Part 60
Z. Performance Specification 11 of
Appendix B of Part 60
AA. Performance Specification 15 of
Appendix B of Part 60
BB. Performance Specification 18 of
Appendix B of Part 60
CC. Procedure 1 of Appendix F of Part 60
DD. General Provisions (Subpart A) Part 63
EE. Wool Fiberglass Manufacturing
[Subpart NNN) Part 63
FF. Major Sources: Industrial, Commercial,
and Institutional Boilers and Pracess
Ieaters (Subpart DDDDD) Part 63
GG. Coal- and Oil-Fired Electric Utility
Steam Generating Units (Subpart
UUUUU) Part 63
III1. Method 303 of Appendix A of Part 63
II. Method 308 of Appendix A of Part 63
I]. Method 320 of Appendix A of Part 63
KK. Method 323 of Appendix A of Part 63
LL. Method 325A of Appendix A of Part 63
MM. Method 3258 of Appendix A of Part
63
IV. Public Comments on the Proposed Rule
V. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews
A. Executive Order 12866: Regulatory
Planning and Review and Executive
Order 13563: Improving Regulation and
Regulatory Review
B. Executive Order 13771: Reducing
Regulations and Gontrolling Regulatory
Costs
C. Paperwork Reduction Act ([PRA)
D. Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)
E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
(UMRA)
F. Executive Order 13132: Federalism
G. Executive Order 13175: Consultation
and Coordination with Indian Tribal
Gavernments
IT. Executive Order 13045: Protection of
Children from Environmental Ilealth
Risks and Safety Risks
. Executive Order 13211: Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution or Use
. National Technology Transter and
Advancement Act (NTTAA) and 1 CFR
part 51
K. Executive Order 12898: Federal Actions
to Address Environmental JTustice in
Minority Populations and Low-Income
Populations
L. Congressional Review Act (CRA)

—

—

L. General Information
A. Does this action apply to me?

The revisions promulgated in this
final rule apply to industries that are
subject to the current provisions of 40
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) parts
51, 60, and 63. We did not list all of the
specific affected industries or their
North American Industry Classification
System (NAICS) codes herein since
there are many affected sources in
numerous NAICS categorics. If you have
any questions regarding the
applicability of this action to a
particular entity, consult cither the air
permitting authority for the entity or
your ETA Regional representative as
listed in 40 CFR 63.13.

B. What action is the agency taking?

We are promulgating corrections and
updates to regulations for source testing
of emissions. More specifically, we are
correcting typographical and technical
crrors, updating obsolete testing
procedures, adding approved testing
alternatives, and clarifying testing
requirements.

C. Judicial Review

Under section 307(b}(1) of the Clean
Air Act (CAA), judicial review of this
final rule is available by filing a petition
for review in the United States Court of
Appeals for the District of Columbia
Circuit by January 14, 2019. Under
section 307(d)(7)(B) of the CAA, only an
objection to this final rule that was
raised with reasonable specificity
during the period for public comment
can be raised during judicial review.
Moreover, under section 307(b)(2) of the
CAA, the requircments that are the
subject of this final rule may not be
challenged later in civil or criminal
proceedings brought by the EPA to
enforce these requircments.

II. Background

The revisions to testing regulations for
air emission sources were proposced in
the Federal Register on January 26,
2018 (83 FR 3636). The public comment
period ended March 27, 2018, and 83
comment letters were received from the
public; 23 of the comment letters were
relevant, and the ether 60 comment
letters were considered beyond the
scope of the proposed rule. This final
rule was developed based on public
comments that the agency received on
the proposed rule.

ITI1. Summary of Amendments
A-Method 2084-of AppendieM-of-Rart
i
tnMethod-203A i seation-+2:5; the
denominstorof equation-2d-is-cerrected
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as-proposedsthe-proposed-ofy ta-tHre-

consistent-with-the-nemenalabiere -
section-tdteThe-epinthe-memerator-is-
shanged-to-Gpalso-to-be-eonsistentwith-
the-nemenclature-insection-d& it
Bo-Method-204-of Appendin-hof Part-
&1

In-Metlhod-204; tn-seetion-&:2; Hae
statement-regarding equation 20d-ds.

corrected-to-“The NEAR-must-be-<0:05;%

aspropesed:

r-Method-205-ofAppendic-Mof -Part
F-

In-Method-205;scctien-Z:td-is-
fevisod-to-allowthe wse-of Natienal-
Institute-of Standards-and-Technology-
{NISTRtraccatletransfer standards o
calibrate-the-gas-dilution systenras:
proposed-The-ageneyp-continties-to-
believethat-these-standards-are-widely-
avatheble-and-provide-the-aseurasy-
necessarpto-perforsrtire-calibration:

Seetion-2:1:His-alse-revised-as-propesed-

to-require-testersto-reporttheresults-of
the-calibration-of the-dilution-system-to-
enable-the-regulatory-autherity-to-
review-this-information:

D. General Provisions {(Subpart Al of
Part 60

In the General Provisions of part 60,
§60.17(h) is revised as proposed to add
ASTM D6216-12 to the list of
incorporations by reference and to re-
number the remaining consensus
standards that are incorporated by
reference in alpha-numeric order.

E. Fossil-Fuel-Fired Steam Generators
{(Subpart D} Part 60

In a change from proposal, the
allowed filter temperature in
§ 60.46(b)(2)(i) is not revised. Based on
comments we received on the proposed
revisions, we are deferring finalizing the
proposcd revisions of the temperature
tolerances of probe and filter holder
heating systems as part of this
rulemaking. We will continue to review
supporting information and data we
received on the proposed rule and may
propose cither revisions or similar
requirements as part of future
rulemakings.

F. Electric Utility Steam Generating
Units (Subpart Da) Part 60

In a change from proposal, the
allowed filter temperature in § 60.50Da
(bY(1)(1i}(A) is not revised. Based on
comments we received on the proposed
revisions, we are deferring finalizing the
proposcd revisions of the temperature
tolerances of probe and filter holder
heating systems as part of this
rulemaking. We will continue to review

supporting information and data we
received on the proposed rule and may
propose cither revisions or similar
requirements as part of future
rulemakings.

G. Industrial-Commercial-Institutional
Steam Generating Units (Subpart Db)
Part 60

In a change from proposal, the
allowed filter temperature in
§ 60.46b(d)(4) is not reviscd. Based on
comments we received on the proposed
revisions, we are deferring finalizing the
proposed revisions of the temperature
tolerances of probe and filter holder
heating systems as part of this
rulemaking. We will continue te review
supporting information and data we
received on the proposed rule and may
propose cither revisions or similar
requirements as part of future
rulemakings.

H. Small Industrial-Commercial-
Institutional Steam Generating Units
(Subpart Dc} Part 60

In a change from proposal, the
allowed filter temperature in
§60.45¢(a)(5) is not revised. Based on
comments we received on the proposed
revisions, we are deferring finalizing the
proposcd revisions of the temperature
tolerances of probe and filter holder
heating systems as part of this
rulemaking. We will continue to review
supporting information and data we
received on the proposed rule and may
propose cither revisiens or similar
requirements as part of future
rulemakings.

Mumicipal-Waste-Goatbustors for
Which-Gonstractiorn is-Gommesced-
After-Pecentber-20;-3+ 989 and-omn-or-
Before-September 20,-1904-(Subpart-Faj
Ferpf-BG-

Inw-ehange-fromrproposal-Hre
alowed-filtertemmperature-in-
§60:58: {3t ot revised-Based-on-
sommentswereceived-onthe-propesed-

revistons we-are-deferring-finatizing the.

preposed-revisions-of the-temperature-
tolerances-of probe-and-filter-hotdes
heating-systems-as-puart-ofHris
ralemakingr-Weowiboontinretoroviow-
suppertinginformation-and-datawe
receivedon-the-propesedrute-and-may-
propose-ecithersevisions-orsimibar
reguirements-as-partoffature
rulomaldngse

J. Glass Manufacturing Plants (Subpart
CC) Part 60

In a change from proposal, the
allowed filter temperatures in
§£§ 60.293(f) and 60.296(d}(2) arc not
revised. Based on comments we
received on the proposed revisions, we

are deferring finalizing the propoesed
revisions of the temperature telerances
of probe and filter holder heating
systems as part of this rulemaking. We
will continue to review supporting
information and data we received on the
proposcd rule and may proposc cither
revisions or similar requirements as part
of future rulemakings.

Ko-New-Residenttal- Weod-Heaters, New-
Residentiah-Hydromis-Heaters-gnd:
Forced-Air Furpaces-(Subpart-QEHQQH
Part-66-

In-subpart- QRO in-Method - 28WHH:-
ifrsecion 335l equation-8-is-vorrected-
aspropesed:-

L. Method 2B of Appendix A-1 of Part
610

In Method 2B, in section 12.1, the
definition of ambient carbon dioxide
concentration is revised as proposcd.
The agency continues to believe that the
global monthly mean (CO;),
concentration varics over time. Also, a
website link is added te the definition
as specified at proposal.

M. Method 5 of Appendix A-3 of Part
60

In a change from proposal, allowed
filter temperatures in Method 5, sections
2.0,6.1.1.2, 6.1.1.6, 6.1.1.7, and 8.5 arc
not revised. Based on comments we
received on the proposed revisions, we
are deferring finalizing the proposced
revisions of the temperature tolerances
of probe and filter holder heating
systems as part of this rulemaking. We
will continue to review supporting
information and data we received on the
proposed rule and may propose cither
revisions or similar requirements as part
of future rulemakings.

Scction 6.1.1.9 is revised as proposcd
to allow the use of a single temperature
sensor in lieu of two temperature
sensors on the dry gas meter as allowed
by Technical Information Document 19
(TID-19} and the approved broadly
applicable alternative, ALT-117 (sce
https://www.epa.gov/emc). Consistent
with our responsc to the comment
regarding allowing flexibility for the
weighing container in scction 11.2.1,
Mcthod 5B, the first sentence in section
11.2.1, Method 5 is revised similarly.

N. Method 5B of Appendix A-3 of Part
60

In a change from proposal, the
allowed filter temperatures in Method
5B, scctions 2.0, 6.1, and 8.2 arc not
revised. Based on comments we
received on the proposed revisions, we
are deferring finalizing the proposed
revisions of the temperature tolerances
of probe and filter holder heating
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systems as part of this rulemaking. We
will continue to review supporting
information and data we received on the
proposcd rule and may proposc cither
revisions or similar requirements as part
of future rulemakings.

Scction 11.0 is revised as proposcd to
replace the reference to Method 5,
scction 11.0 with specific analytical
procedures and to report the results
using Figure 5B—1 for complete data
review. Section 17.0 is revised as
proposcd to delete the word “Rescrved”
from the title, and Figure 5B-1
(Analytical Data Sheet) is added.

O. Method 51 of Appendix A-3 of Part
60

In a change from proposal, Method 51,
scctions 2.1 and 8.5.2.2 are not revised
to tighten the allowed filter
temperatures. Based on comments we
received on the proposed revisions, we
are deferring finalizing the proposed
revisions of the temperature tolerances
of probe and filter holder heating
systems as part of this rulemaking. We
will continue to review supporting
information and data we received on the
proposed rule and may propose cither
revisions or similar requirements as part
of future rulemakings.

P. Method 7 of Appendix A-4 of Part 60

In Mecthod 7, sections 10.1.2 and 11.3
reference erroncous sections; the correct
scction is inscerted, as proposcd. The
proposed referenced section 10.1.1.2 is
changed to 10.1.1 to include procedures
in both sections 10.1.1.1 and 10.1.1.2.

Q. Method 8 of Appendix A-4 of Part 60

As proposced, Method 8, sections
6.1.1.1 through 6.1.1.4 arc renumbered
to 6.1.1.2 through 6.1.1.5; a new section
6.1.1.1 is added to clarify the
requirements that apply to the probe
nozzle; and, in response to comments,
Figure 8-1 (Sulfuric Acid Sampling
Train) is cerrected by: (1} Modifying the
impinger graphics to make it consistent
with the text in section 6.1.1.4 and (2)
revising the proposed label S-Type Pitot
Tube to Type S Pitot Tube for
consistency. The proposed first sentence
in section 6.1.1.1 is revised to
“Borosilicate or quartz glass with a
sharp, tapered leading edge and coupled
to the probe liner using a
polytetraflucrocthylene (PTFE) or glass-
lined union (e.g., fused silica, Silico, or
cquivalent).” Based on a public
comment that recommended adding
Sileo coated stainless steel unions as an
option for Teflon unions, and for
consistency with other test methods, we
have replaced Teflon with the generic
option polytetrafluorocthylene (PTFE).

R. Method 18 of Appendix A-6 of Part
60

In Method 18, in section 13.1, the
crroncous paragraph (c) designation is
re-designated as (b), as proposed.

S. Method 22 of Appendix A-7 of Part
60

In Method 22, sections 11.2.1 and
11.2.2 arc revised as proposed to allow
digital photography to be used for a
subsct of the recordkeeping
requirements. As proposed, scction
11.2.3 is added to specify the
requirements for digital photographic
records. In response to comments on the
proposal, the next to the last sentence in
section 11.2.3 regarding photographs
that must be taken within 15 minutes of
the observation period is revised from
the proposal, and another sentence is
added to provide clarity. The revised
and new sentences read: “The
photograph(s) representing the
cnvironmental conditions including the
sky conditions and the position of the
sun relative to the observer and the
cmission point must be taken within a
reasonable time of the observation (ie.,
15 minutes). When cobservations are
taken from exactly the same obscrvation
point on a routine basis (e.g., daily) and
as long as there are no modifications to
the units depicted, only a single
photograph cach day is nccessary to
document the observer’s location
relative to the emissions source, the
process unit being observed, and the
location of potential and actual
cmission points.” The agency notes that
ALT-109 (sce https://www.epa.gov/
emc) is the associated broadly
applicable alternative that allows the
usc of digital photographs for specific
recordkeeping requirements.

T. Method 26 of Appendix A-8 of Part
60

As proposed, Mcthod 26, section 6.2.2
is revised to allow the use of glass
sample storage containers as an option
to allow flexibility and to be consistent
with Method 26A. The proposed title of
section 6.2.2, “Storage Bottles,” is
changed to “Storage Containers™ to be
consistent with the language in section
6.2.2.
U. Method 26A of Appendix A-8 of Part
60

As proposed, in Method 26A, section
6.2.1 is revised to remove the language
regarding sample storage containers. In
response to comments on our proposal,
we have determined that high-density
polycthylene is an acceptable material
for sample storage containers in
addition to the currently allowed glass.
Therefore, in a now section 6.2.4., wo

have specified that both high-density
polyethylene and glass are acceptable
sample storage containers.

V. Test Method 28WHH of Appendix A-
8 of Part 60

In Test Method 28WHH, cquation 8 in
scction 13.5.1 is corrected, as proposed.

W. Performance Specification 1 of
Appendix B of Part 60

As proposed, in Performance
Specification 1, references to ASTM
D6216-93 (in scctions 2.1, 3.1, 6.1,
8.1(1), 8.1(3)(ii), 8.2(1}, 8.2(2}, 8.2(3),
9.0, 12.1, 13.0, 13.1, 13.2, and 16.0
paragraph 8) are replaced with ASTM
D6216-12. As noted at proposal, if the
initial certification of the continuous
opacity monitoring system (COMS) has
already occurred using D6216-98,
D6216-03, or D6216—07, it will not be
necessary to recertify using D6216-12.
In response to comments on our
decision to add ASTM D6216 to the list
of consensus standards, the April 1998
publication date for ASTM D6216 in
paragraph 8 in section 16.0 is replaced
with October 2012, the ASTM D6216-12
publication date. In response to
comments, for consistency with section
2.1, and for purposes of clarification, the
note at the end of section 2.1 is added
to section 13.0.

X. Performance Specification 2 of
Appendix B of Part 60

In Performance Specification 2,
scction 13.2 is replaced with a table that
indicates the relative accuracy
performance specifications, as
proposed. Given that the equals to (=)
signs were crroncously omitted from
several of the < and > values during
publication of the table in the proposcd
rule, these values have been corrected.

Y. Performance Specification 3 of
Appendix B of Part 60

In Performance Specification 3, the
two sentences in section 12,0 that read,
“Calculate the arithmetic difference
between the RM and the CEMS output
for cach run. The average difference of
the nine (or more) data sets constitute
the RA.” are deleted, as proposed; these
two scntences are no longer necessary
since equations 3—1 and 3-2 would be
moved from section 13.2 to section 12.0.
The sentence, “Calculate the RA using
equations 3—1 and 3-2." is added to the
beginning of section 12.0.

Z. Performance Specification 11 of
Appendix B of Part 60

In Performance Specification 11,
scction 13.1, the word “average”
crroncously exists in the second
sentence and is deleted, as proposed.
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AA. Performance Specification 15 of
Appendix B of Part 60

As proposed, in Performance
Specification 15, section 13.0 is added
as “'‘Method Performance [Rescerved].”

BB. Performance Specification 18 of
Appendix B of Part 60

As proposed, in Performance
Specification 18, in section 11.8.7, the
last sentence is revised to clarify the
duration of the drift check. In Table 1,
the crroncous acronym “NO,” is
replaced with “NO,” as proposed. [n the
appendix of Performance Specification
18, the inadvertently omitted reserved
scction 12.0 is added, as proposed.

CC. Procedure 1 of Appendix F of Part
60

As proposed, in Procedure 1, in
section 5.1.2 (1), the sentence
immediately following the table that
rcads, “Challenge the CEMS three times
at cach audit point, and use the average
of the three responses in determining
accuracy.” is replaced with, “Introduce
cach of the audit gases, three times cach
for a total of six challenges. Introduce
the gases in such a manner that the
entire CEMS is challenged. Do not
introduce the same gas concentration
twice in succession.” In order to obtain
six distinct readings during the cylinder
gas audit (CGAJ}, the same gas must not
be introduced twice in succession, and
this revised language accurately reflects
this standard scientific practice. As also
proposed, in section 5.1.2 (3), the
reference to EPA’s traceability protocol
for gascous calibration standards is
updated, and the language regarding the
use of EPA Method 205 for dilution of
audit gases is clarified.
DD-Eereral Rrovisions (Subpart-Alof
Part-63-

Sectioms-Gh A B 63-FH ek vwhand-
G3:8{cHBii) ef the-General Provisions-
{subpart-A}-of-part-b3-arerevisedras
proposed;to-reqiire-thereporting-of-
speeific-test-data for-continuous:
monitering system-performance-
evihmtiontests-and-ongotng quality-
assurance (A Ftestsr- These-derta-
clementsarerequired-regardiess-of the-
formrat-of-the-reperty-ieselectromieor
paper-These-modifications-will-ensure

that-performanee-evaluvstion and-GA-test

reporting-inehide-ath-data necessary-for-
the-complisnee sutherity te-assessand-
assure-the-gquality of the reported-data-
and-thatthe-reported infermation-

deseribes-andidentifics-the-specifie-unit-

covered-by-the-cvaluation-test-report-In-
response-to-cemmentwespectfiod-the-

leveb et reporting-neoded-forcontintens.

parametermenitoring systems-(ERMS)-
versus-other-continneus-meonitoring-

systems-ineluding coniauons-emisston-

monitoring-systems-{CEMS}-GOMSard-

predictive-emissions-monitoring
systems-(PFEMS -

EE-Weol-Fiberpless-Marnufooturing
{Subpart-NNN}-Rart£3-

Isra-change-from-propesalythe-
aHewed-filtertemperature-dn-
£68:3885(x) (5] is-net-rovised-Based-on-
eomments-we-received-on-the-propoesed-
revisionsywe-arc-deferring-finalizing:
propesed-revisions-of thetemperature-
tolermneus-of-probe-ard-filter-heldes
heating-systoms-as-part-ef-this-
rulemaldngsWe-withcontinne-to-revien
supportinginformation-end-data-we-
recetved-on-the-proposed-rudeard-may-
propese-eitherrevistons-ersisnilar
reqrirements-as-park-of-futuree-
rerlenalcings:

FE-Major- Sources~Industrial-
GonmersialanddastifniorehBoders
and-Prosess-Heaters-(Subpart-RPRBDEY)-
Reart-63-
As-proposed;-in-Fable-6-of subpart-
BREDBED revwdfrts-revised-to-allevw-ther
wse-of ERA-SW-846-74 718 {for-tiquid-
sampleshin-additton o ERA-SWeg 46
F4FRAfor measuring-mrercury-teratlows
for-compliance-frosdbitity-

GG Goal-and-Oi-Fired-Electric-Uility
Steaar-Geaerating-aits-(Subparnt
BB Part-63-
Inacharge-from-proposalydve
alowed-filtestomperature-in
£63:200:0(BH A} EH s~ nobrevised
Based-on-comments-we received-on-the
proposed-revisionsyweare-defersing.
finalistng- proposedrovistons-ofthe
temperature-tolerances-ef probe-and-
fitter-holder heating systems-as-part-ef
this-rulemaking:- Wewill continwe-te-
reviewsuppeortingdnformationamd-data-
wereeeived-onthe-proposed-sule-and-
may-propose-either rovisions-ee-similas
requirements-as-part-of future
rrrlemaici ngss
As-proposeds-in-Fable 5, Method-51 s
spectficd-as-atest-method-eption-
becauseyas-oxplained ab-proposaly-
Method-5lis-designed-for low.
particulate-matter-EM)application:

HH:-Methed-303-of Appendix-A-of Past-
&5
I-Methed 308, section 12y equation-
O3B igcorrected;as proposed;-by-
imserting-Sowhereyp=tinfront-of-the
equations
FeMethod-308-ofApperdixst-of-Rert-63-
As-proposedyin-Method-308;
detomiged-distitHed-waterreplaces-te-
agreens-proponbsotutionsthe
affected-sections-are-2:0;-Fo @ Fod ey
and-+4:3:2 Section-Fo 28 which-defines

the-agqueons-n-proponal-solution; s
remevedyas-proposed-In-section-
Foded:Gp-thererroncous-onrdsrephasods
as-propesedywith-“threetinthe-
sentencethat-reads-“Pipette-55-35-and-
2h-mrh-ofthis-standard; respectively-dnte-
forur-50-mb-volumetric-flasks:** Section
Buddisrevisedrasproposedstorequize
tlenk-check-priosto-the-samplingsen
fin-eddition-to-after-the-sampling-run}
for-LA-purpesesrasexpleined-at
preposatyreqiiring-a-teakecheck-priorto
the-sampiingrunr-woeuld-petentiaty-save-
time-and-moeney-In-sostion-G:dy-
methanehspike-receovery-check-ds-added-
as-a-guality-contrel - {QEmeasure-in-
Fable-9:4yas-proposed-In-section-3ddy
variablesused-inequations 308—4-and-
308—5-are-added-and-section-42:54
whichinehrdes-equations-308-d-and-
308-5yis-added;-as-proposed-Ia-section-
3.0, the title-“Reservedig-replaced-
with-“Method-Performaneetane -
requirementswettd-bo-added-to-be-
consistentwith-othormethodsas
proposed:-The-erroncous-proposed-
paragraph-{a}-of section-13:0-tereplaced;
as-prepesedywith-“Galibration
starndards-mrstmostdhe-regurirements
Hrseettorn-30:Hd-on-30:4 3 a8
applicablet
f-Method-320-oFAppendix-Aof-Part- 63
In-section-8:2:24rthe-denominatorin-
squatien-2is-corrested-from-Pegto-Pg
as-propesod-lersection- .43 thewesd-
Hypheretr-the-stateme ot Y Caleunhate-
the-dihation-ratio-using-the tracer-gas-as-
fellowsrwherestis-deletedas-proposed:
Alsadmrseciond:2:8rthedmedvertontiy
superseripted-Sdiron-the-definition-ef
spike-is-subseripted; as-propesed:

KeMethod-323-of ApperndixA-of-Rert
B3

In-Method-323seation-32:9-the-
denominstoritr-equation-323-8is.
sorrected;as-proposed:

Ll Method 3254 of AppendixA-of Part-
£3-

Imr-Method-325Aseation 8:2: 13 is-
revisedyas-proposedyto-starify-thatomly-
ene-oxtia-sempling site-da-roquired-near
known-seurees-of-volatite-erganic
compounds{¥BEspwhenthe-sonrce-ds
lecated-both-within-50-meters-ef-the-
boundary-andbotweentwesnonitess:
Based-on-a-prubliccommentwereceived-
on-the-propesed-regulatory-text;-
wording-changes-have been-made-to-the-
fanguage-imssottomBuddbedeAse
proposedythe-tabelundor-Figure8:d-is-
corrected-from-Refinery (20%-angle} -

isrevised;aspropesedyto-inehede:
fasthities-with-amonitoringperimetor
length-equalto-Z315-meters-(24,000-
feeth-Sectton-ButiBud-is-added,as
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proposedyto-provide-clasification-and-
an-equivilent-precedure-in- Option-2-
Hinear-distanse-betwesn-aitoshfor-site
locations-that-parsllel section 8:2v2: 2
inOption-d-(radiab-distance-between-
sites}-In-sosponseto-commentsrseation-
BdiPis-addedte-addressworker-safety-
during-extenuating cirenmstancegs

MM:-Method-3258-of Appendix-A-of
PG
In-Method-325B;section 9:8:2-is-
revisedyasproposedrto-correst-amerrer
inthe-numberoffold-blanlesamples-
required-for-a-sempling period-and-te-
providevonsistency-with-the-sample-
analysis-required-in-Method-3258:-In-

sectons-9:13 and-T4:53:2:5; the srroneots-

referenoe-to-section- 463 ts-vorrected-
to-10:0;as-proposed-Alse-in-section-
12825 the-erroneous referenceto-
section-09: 5 is-corrected-to- 94 ae
propesed-Section-12:2:2-ts-revised;as
propeosed;to-correctthe-calentation-of-
target-compeund-concentrations-at-
stanrdard-conditions, and-the-erronects-
seference-to-Uggin-the note-in-seation-

T t-is-revised-to- e Beations 2833

and-t22d-wre-deteted;as-proposed;
beearse-theequations-for-target-
coneentrations-areincorrect-Fable-dFa
F-ig-revisedyas-proposedys-te-add-
inadvertentty-omitted Q6 ariteria-from-
seetionr9:8u3:

IV. Public Comments on the Proposed
Rule

Eighty-three (83) comment letters
were received from the public; 23 of the
comment letters were relevant, and the
other 60 comment letters were
considered as beyond the scope of the
proposed rule. The public comments
and the agency’s responscs arc
summarized in the Response to
Comments document located in the
docket for this rule. Sce the ADDRESSES
section of this preamble.

A summary of the relevant portions of
significant comments that we received
on the propoesal and agency responses
arc presented below.

Comment: Three commenters
provided comments on ow proposed
revisions to the General Provisions
(Subpart A) of Part 63. One commenter
stated that the proposed revisions
impose¢ new requirements on CMS
performance evaluations and QA testing
for types of monitors not previously
subject to such requirements. Another
commenter remarked that the proposed
Iovisions to various requircments in Part
63 revisions were vague. Yet another
commenter remarked that the proposed
revisions to § 63.8(c)(5) would shorten
the CMS performance evaluation
reporting period for CMS associated
with performance tests.

Response: We disagree with the
comment that the proposed changes to
§63.8(c)(5)(i) would impose new
requirements given that at proposal, the
agency had explained that they were
intended to clarify and codify data
clements and reporting requirements
that are already routinely requested by
the Administrator’s delegated
authoritics. With regard to § 63.8(c}(5),
in a change from proposal, we have
retained the existing requiremaent that
allows for the simultancous submission
of the report of a CMS performance
evaluation with results of performance
testing required under 40 CFR 63.7. We
also cdited the final rule language for 40
CFR 63.7(g)(2)(v} to improve clarity and
to climinate confusion.

Comment: Fiftecen commenters
provided comments arguing against the
proposal to tighten the filter
temperature tolerance in 40 CFR
60.46(b}(2)(i}; 60.50Da(b)(1}(i}(A);
60.45¢(a)(3); 60.58a(b)(3); 60.293(f);
60.296(d)(2); 63.1385(a)(5); and scctions
2.0, 6.1.1.2, 6.1.1.6, 6.1.1.7 and 8.5 of
Method 5, Appendix A—3 of Part 60.
They cited issues that included: weather
(e.g., ambient temperature fluctuations
and windy conditions); costs; lack of
justification and data for the revision;
inconsistent language (e.g., the use of
“shall” vs. “may” and proposcd
revisions to temperature tolerance in
Mectheds 5, 5B, and 51 but net in
Methods 5D, 5E, and 5F); and safety
risks. Nine commenters remarked that
ambicnt conditions (cold climates, wind
gusts, ete.) can cause temperature
fluctuations that are difficult to manage.
More specifically, one commenter stated
that the reduced allowable temperature
range would be problematic during
testing in cold, windy ambicnt
conditions that are persistent in the
winter months in northern climates
because the time required for
temperature recovery after a component
change in these conditions could add
howrs and possibly days to testing
programs. One commenter remarked
that the proposed +5 °C is unattainable
for sources in cold or windy climates.

Eight commenters stated that
alteration or replacement of equipment
components would likely be necessary
to achicve the proposed temperature
tolerances resulting in additional costs.
One commenter noted potential
cquipment improvements, such as
increased probe sheath tubing diameter
to make room for added insulation
around every probe heater; re-design of
filter heating ovens; improved scaling
and insulation of the openings at the
inlet and outlet of filter heating ovens;
and/or for sources with high stack
temperatures, more frequent use of air-

cooled or water-cooled probes. One
commenter remarked that this revision
would force cold weather stack testers
to replace or retrofit equipment with
higher power heating devices and
possibly more refined control devices
which would be costly. Cne commenter
remarked that this revision will most
likely require air sampling cquipment
suppliers to redesign sample probes by
cither increasing sheath diameter,
altering the placement or increasing the
number of thermocouples used to
control the probe heating system, and/
or increasing the insulation around the
sample liner. The commenter added that
an increase in the diameter of the probe
sheath would have a cascading effect
cither requiring test companices to
purchase new sample hot boxes or
retrofit existing sample hot boxes to
accommodate the increased probe
sheath diameter.

Seven commenters stated that neither
information nor data was provided to
support, justify, or quantify the claimed
increased precision of filterable PM
measurements, and a few of these
commenters noted that the Electric
TPower Rescarch Institute (EPRI} paper
that the EPA used as the basis for
tightening the filter temperature
tolerance was from a comparisen of
results measured at four coal-fired
power plants.

One commenter requested that the
statement in § 60.50Da(b}(1)(1)(A), “The
probe and filter holder heating system
in the sampling train may be set to
provide an average gas temperature of
no greater than 160 45 °C (320 £9°F),”
be changed to, “The probe and filter
holder heating system in the sampling
train shall be set to provide an average
gas temperature of 160 25 °C (320
19 °F),” because they belicve that this
was the agency’s intent. Similarly,
another commenter requested that the
statement in §60.296(d)(2), “The probe
and filter holder heating system may be
sct to provide a gas temperature no
groater than 177 45 °C (320 +9°F),” be
changed to, “The probe and filter holder
heating system shall be set to provide an
average gas temperature 160 15 °C (320
19 °F),” because they believe that this
was the agency’s intent. One commenter
also recommended changing the
scntence in Method 5B to, “The
collected sample is then heated inan
oven at 160 °C (320°F) for 6 hours . . .
, " to, “The collected sample is then
heated in an oven at 160 5 °C (320
19 °F} for 6 hours . . .,” to be internally
consistent.

Three commenters noted that if the
temperature tolerances are changed in
Methed 5, methods that reference
Methed 5 (namely Methed 5D, section
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2.1; Method BE, scction 2.0; and Method
5F, scction 2.0) would also need to be
revised.

Three commenters remarked that
tightening the filter temperature
tolerance conflicts with the assertion
that the proposed rule will improve the
quality of data but will not impose new
substantive requirements. Two of the
three commenters further remarked that
the proposed rule docs not meet the
requirements of Executive Order 13771
nor the Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA).

Three commenters acknowledged that
an improvement in measurcment
precision could benefit the data quality
in limited situations, such as the
Moercury and Air Toxics Standards
(MATS).

Fowr commenters remarked that if the
proposcd revisions to the temperature
tolerances lead to a measurable change
in reported I'M emissions, sources that
were previously in compliance with
their emission standards may become
non-compliant; one commenter added
that the opposite situation may oceur.
One commenter stated that the proposed
revision may have the unintended
conscequence of redefining the filterable
M being measured leading to either
higher or lower PM measurements as
compared to sampling runs conducted
with wider tolerances.

Two commenters mentioned that this
revision could result in a potential
safety risk. One of the commenters
remarked that the added weight and
handling difficultics associated with air-
or water-cooled probes (if necessary to
control the probe temperature) can
increase safety risks to testing
personnel, and the other commenter
remarked that the proposed
requirements may require the use of
encapsulated probes which are heavy
and cumbersome resulting in hazards.

Response: [n responsce to these
comments and in a change from
proposal, we are deferring finalizing
proposed revisions of the temperature
tolerances of probe and filter holder
heating systems as part of this
rulemaking. We will continue to review
supporting information and data we
received on the proposed rule and may
propose cither revisions or similar
requirements as part of future
rulemakings.

V. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

Additional information about these
statutes and Exccutive Orders can be
found at http://www2.epa.gov/laws-
regulations/laws-und-executive-orders.

A. Executive Order 12866: Regulatory
Planning and Review and Executive
Order 13563: Improving Regulation and
Regulatory Beview

This action is not a significant
regulatory action and was, therefore, not
submitted to the Office of Management
and Budgct (OMB) for review.

B. Executive Order 13771: Reducing
Regpulations and Controlling Regulatory
Costs

This action is considered an
Exccutive Order 13771 deregulatory
action. This final rule provides
meaningful burden reduction by
allowing regulated facilitics the
flexibility to use newly-approved
alternative procedures for compliance
demonstration purposes, which may
result in lower labor costs for some
facilities (e.g., allowing digital
photography in licu of manual
decumentation in EPA Method 22);
lower compliance testing costs (e.g.,
additional sample storage container
options now allowed by Mcthod 26);
reducing the likelihood of re-testing
(e.g., revised QA requirements in
Method 308); and expediting data
processing (e.g., simplified calculations
in Method 325B]).

C. Paperwork Reduction Act {PRA)

This action does not impose an
information collection burden under the
PRA. The revisions do not substantively
revise the existing information
collection requirements but simply
corrects, updates, and clarifies
performance testing and continuous
monitoring requirements.

D. Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)

I certify that this action will not have
a significant cconomic impact on a
substantial number of small entitics
under the RFA. In making this
determination, the impact of concern is
any significant adverse cconomic
impact on small entitics. An agency may
certify that a rule will not have a
significant cconomic impact on a
substantial number of small entitics if
the rule relieves regulatory burden, has
no net burden or otherwise has a
positive ecconomic effect on the small
cntities subject to the rule. This action
will not impose emission measurement
requirements beyond those specified in
the current regulations, nor does it
change any cmission standard. We have,
therefore, concluded that this action
will have no net regulatory burden for
all directly regulated small entities.

E. Unfunded Mandates Beform Act
(UMRA)

This action docs not contain any
unfunded mandate as described in
UMRA, 2 U.5.C. 1531-1538, and does
not significantly or uniquely affect small
governments. The action imposes no
enforceable duty on any state, local or
tribal governments or the private sector.
F. Executive Order 13132: Federalism

This action does not have federalism
implications. It will not have substantial
direct effects on the states, on the
relationship between the national
government and the states, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilitics among the various
levels of government.

G. Executive Order 13175: Consultation
and Coordination With Indian Tribal
Governients

This action does not have tribal
implications, as specified in Exccutive
Order 13175. This action simply
corrects and updates existing testing
regulations. Thus, Exccutive Order
13175 dooes not apply to this action.

H. Executive Order 13045 : Protection of
Children From Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks

The EPA interprets Executive Order
13045 as applying only to those
regulatory actions that concern
cnvironmental health or safety risks that
the EPA has reason to belicve may
disproportionately affect children, per
the definition of “covered regulatory
action” in section 2-202 of the
Exccutive Order. This action is not
subject to Executive Order 13045
because it does not concern an
cnvironmental health risk or safety risk.

L Executive Order 13211: Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution or Use

This action is not subject to Exceutive
Order 13211, because it is not a
significant regulatory action under
Exccutive Order 12866.

J. National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act (NTTAA) and 1 CFR
part 51

This action involves technical
standards. The EPA used ASTM D6216-
12 for continuous opacity monitors in
TPerformance Specification 1. The ASTM
D6216-12 standard covers the
procedure for certifying continuous
opacity monitors and includes design
and performance specifications, test
procedures, and (A requirements to
cnsure that continuous opacity monitors
meet minimum design and calibration



56720 Federal Register/Vol. 83, No. 220/ Wednesday, November 14, 2018 /Rules and Regulations

requirements necessary, in part, for
accurate opacity monitoring
measurcments in regulatory
cnvironmental opacity monitoring
applications subject to 10 percent or
higher opacity standards.

The ASTM D6216-12 standard was
developed and adopted by the American
Socicty for Testing and Materials
(ASTM)}. The standard may be obtained
from hitp://www.astm.org or from the
ASTM at 100 Barr Harbor Drive, P.O.
Box C700, West Conshohocken, PA
19428-2959.

K. Executive Order 12898: Federal
Actions To Address Environmental
Justice in Minority Populations and
Low-Income Populations

The EPA belicves that this action is
not subject to Exccutive Order 12898 (59
FR 7629, February 16, 1994) because it
does not establish an environmaental
health or safety standard. This action is
a technical correction to previously
promulgated regulatory actions and
docs not have an impact on human
health or the environment.

L. Congressional Review Act (CRA)

This action is subject to the CRA, and
the EPA will submit a rule report to

B N A Al kN

Method-204-Griteria-for-and-Verifieation-of
& Permanent-or Femporary Total Enclosure-
LIS W
The - NEAR-must-be-<0:05:
A i e e Ha

Method 205-—Verification-of Gas-Dilution-
Systems-for-Field-Instrument-Galibrations-
Ha E. . e FH
ZotedFhe-gas-diltion-system shall-be-
recalibrated-ance-per-calendar year-using.
NIST-traceable-How standuards-with-un-
uncertainty-<0:-25-percent-Yow-shall-repart-
the-results-ofthe-culibration by the-persen-op-
mamifactrrer-who carried out-the ealibration-
whenever-the-dilutionsystenr dsused; listimg-
the-date-ofthe-mest recent culibration; the-
duedatefor-thenextaalibrationyealibration-
pointyreference-flow-device- B &Ny and-
soceptunce-criteria-Rollaw-the-
mamfschirer sinstmetions-for the o peration-
wrchuse-of-the-gas-dilntion-systemraapy-
ofthe-manudacturer’s instructions forthe-
operationofthe-instmument;aswellasdhe
most-recentcalibration-documentation;-shall-

cach house of the Congress and to the
Comptroller General of the United
States. This action is not a "major rule”
as defined by 5 U.S.G. 804(2).
List of Subjects
A-EFR-Part-51
Eavironmrentab-protectonyAde
petlution-contrely-Performanee
spectficationsy Test-metheds-and-
proceduress
40 CFR Part 60
Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Performance specifications,
Test methods and procedures.
4-CFR-Part- 63
Eavironsrentabprotectony s
petlution-contrely-Incorporation-by-
reference;Rorfesmance-specifications;
Testmethods-and-procedures:
Dated: Naovember 5, 2018.
Andrew R. Wheeler,
Acting Administrator.
For the rcasons stated in the
preamble, the Environmental Protection

PART 51—REQUIREMENTS FOR
PREPARATION, ADOPTION, AND
SUBMITTAL OF IMPLEMENTATION
PLANS

m 1. The authority citation for part 51
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 23 U.5.C. 101; 42 U.S.C. 7401—
7671q.

m 2. Amend appendix M to part 51 as

follows:

m a. Revise section 12,5, cquation 24, in

Method 201A.

m b. Revise the last sentence in section

8.2 in Method 204.

m ¢. Revise section 2.1.1 in Method 205.
The revisions read as follows:

Appendix M to Part 51—Recommended

Test Methods for State Implementation

Plans

* * * * *

Method 201 A—Determination of PM4g and
PMy g Emissions-From-Statienary-Sources
{(Gonstant-Sampling Rate Procedure)-

Agency amends title 40, chapter I of the &12;&&1 & &
Code of Federal Regulations as follows: o

= — s

% CE‘ Wi P 3 i ﬁg: [

i ok - 7 e :

Cpitspi®™ 1 | Ry |

% P ‘jaxrg P P

—— | o o S | ( Eq ) 2 4 )

bemade-available for-imspection-at-the-test
giter

* * * * *

PART 60—STANDARDS OF
PERFORMANCE FOR NEW
STATIONARY SOURCES

W 3. The authority citation for part 60
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

W 4.In §60.17, revise paragraph (h)(177)
to read as follows:

§60.17 Incorporations by reference.
* * * * *
(h} EE

(177} ASTM D6216-12, Standard
Practice for Opacity Monitor
Manufacturers to Certify Conformance
with Design and Performance
Specifications, approved October 1,
2012; IBR approved for appendix B to
part 60.

* * * * *

m 5. In Appendix A-1 to part 60, revise
(CO,)," in section 12.1 in Method 2B
to read as follows:

Appendix A-1 to Part 60—Test
Methods 1 through 2F

* * * * *

Method 2B—Determination of Exhaust Gas
Volume Flow Rate From Gasoline Vapor
Incinerators

& * & * *

12.1

(CO3)a = Ambient carbon dioxide
concentration, ppm (if not measured during
the test period, may be assumed to equal the
global monthly mean CQO; concentration
posted at htip://www.esrlnoaa. gov/emd/
cegg/trends/global html#global_data).

* *x * *x *

* Kk Kk

W 6. [n appendix A-3 to part 60:

m a. Revise sections 6.1.1.9and 11.2.1 in

Method 5.

m b. Revise section 11.0 in Method 5B.

E . Add section 17.0 in Method 5B.
The revisions and addition read as

follows:
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Appendix A-3 to Part 60—Test
Methods 4 through 51

* * * * *

Method 5—Determination of Particulate
Matter Emissions From Stationary Sources
* * * * *

6.1.1.9 Metering System. Vacuum gauge,
leak-free pump, calibrated temperature
sensars, dry gas meter (DGM) capable of
measuring volume to within 2 percent, and
related equipment, as shown in Figure 5-1.
Other metering systems capable of
maintaining sampling rates within 10 percent
of isokinetic and of determining sample
valumes to within 2 percent may be used,
subject to the approval of the Administrator.
When the metering system is used in
conjunction with a pitot tube, the system
shall allow periodic checks of isokinetic
rates. The average DGM temperature for use
in the calculations of section 12.0 may be
obtained by averaging the two temperature
sensors located at the inlet and outlet of the
DGM as shown in Figure 5-3 ar alternatively
from 4 single temperature sensor located at
the immediate outlet of the DGM ar the
plenum of the DGM.

* * * * *

11.2.1 Container No. 1. Leave the
contents in the shipping container or transfer
the filter and any loose PM from the sample
container to a tared weighing container.
Desiccate for 24 hours in a desiccator
containing anhydrous calcium sulfate. Weigh
to 4 constant weight, and report the results
to the nearest 0.1 mg. For the purposes of this
section, the term “constant weight” means a
difference of no more than 0.5 mg or 1
percent of total weight less tare weight,
whichever is greater, between two

consecutive weighings, with no less than 6
hours of desiccation time between weighings.
Alternatively, the sample may be oven dried
at 104 °C (220 °F) for 2 to 3 hours, cooled in
the desiccator, and weighed to a constant
weight, unless otherwise specified by the
Administrator. The sample may be oven
dried at 104 °C (220 °F) far 2 to 3 hours. Once
the sample has cooled, weigh the sample,
and use this weight as a final weight.

* * * * *

Method 5B-Determination of Nonsulfuric
Acid Particulate Matter Emissions From
Stationary Sources

& A * A &

11.0 Anaivtical Procedure

11.1 Record and report the data required
on a sheet such as the one shown in Figure
583-1.

11.2
follows:

11.2.1 Container No. 1. Leave the
contents in the shipping container or transfer
the filter and any loose PM from the sample
cantainer to a tared non-reactive oven-proot
container. Oven dry the filter samyple at a
temperature of 160 15 °C (320 £9 °F) for 6
haurs. Cool in a desiccator far 2 hours, and
weigh to constant weight. Report the results
to the nearest 0.1 mg. For the purposes of this
section, the term “constant weight’” means a
difference of no more than 0.5 mgor 1
percent of total weight less tare weight,
whichever is greater, between twa
consecutive weighings, with no less than 6
hours of desiccation time between weighings.

11.2.2 Container No. 2. Note the level of
liquid in the container, and confirm on the
analysis sheet whether leakage occurred
during transport. If a noticeable amount of

ITandle each sample container as

leakage has occurred, either void the sample
ar use methods, subject to the approval of the
Administratar, to correct the final results.
Measure the liquid in this container either
volumetrically to 21 ml or gravimetrically to
40.5 g. Transfer the contents to a tared 250
ml beaker, and evaporate to dryness at
ambient temperature and pressure. Then
oven dry the probe sample at 4 temperature
of 160 £5 °C (320 +9°F) for 6 hours. Cool in
4 desiccator for 2 hours, and weigh to
constant weight. Report the results to the
nearest 0.1 mg.

11.2.3 Container No. 3. Weigh the spent
silica gel (or silica gel plus impinger) to the
nearest 0.5 g using 4 balance. This step may
be conducted in the field.

11.2.4 Acetone Blank Container. Measure
the acetone in this container either
volumetrically or gravimetrically. Transfer
the acetone to a tared 250 ml beaker, and
evaparate to dryness at ambient temperature
and pressure. Desiccate for 24 hours, and
weigh to a constant weight. Report the results
to the nearest 0.1 mg.

Note: The cantents of Container No. 2 as
well as the acetone blank container may be
evaporated at temperatures higher than
ambient. If evaparation is done at an elevated
temperature, the temperature must be below
the boiling point of the solvent; also, to
prevent “bumping,”” the evaporation process
must be closely supervised, and the contents
of the beaker must be swirled occasionally to
maintain an even temperature. Use extreme
care, as acetone 1s highly flammable and has
a low tlash point.

* * * * *

17.0 Tables, Diagrams, Flowcharts, and
Validation Data

Container number

Weight of particulate collected, mg

Final weight Tare weight Weight gain

—_

Total:

Less acetone blank
Weight of particulate matter

Final
Initial
Liquid collected
Total volume collected

Volume of liquid water collected

Impinger volume, Silica gel weight,

ml g

ml

*Convert weight of water to volume by dividing total weight increase by density of water (1 g/ml).

Figure 5B—1. Analytical Data Sheet
& & * & &
m 7. Inappendix A—4 to part 60:

W a. Revise sections 10.1.2 and 11.3 in
Meothod 7.

®m b. Redesignate sections 6.1.1.1
through 6.1.1.4 as scctions 6.1.1.2
through 6.1.1.5 in Method 8.

m c. Addanew scction 6.1.1.1 in
Method 8.

W d. Revise Figure 8—1 in Mcthod 8.

The revisions and addition read as
follows:

Appendix A-4 to Part 60—Test
Methods 6 Through 10B

& * * * &
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Method 7—Determination of Nitrogen Oxide
Emissions From Stationary Sources
* * * * *

10.1.2 Determination of
Spectrophotometer Calibration Factor K.
Add 0ml, 2.0 ml, 4.0 ml, 6.0 ml, and 8.0 ml
of the KNO; warking standard solution (1 ml
=100 pug NO3) to a series of five 50-ml
volumetric flasks. To each flask, add 25 ml
of absorbing solution and 10 ml water. Add
1 N NaOII to each flask until the plIlis
between 9 and 12 (about 25 ta 35 drops).
Dilute to the mark with water. Mix
thoroughly, and pipette a 25-ml aliquot of
each solution into a separate porcelain
evaporating dish. Beginning with the
evaparation step, follow the analysis
procedure of section 11.2 until the solution

has been transferred to the 100-ml volumetric

flask and diluted to the mark. Measure the

absorbance of each solution at the optimum
wavelength as determined in section 10.1.1.
This calibration procedure must be repeated

Tampeiaiie

R

on each day that samples are analyzed.
Calculate the spectrophotometer calibration
factor as shown in section 12.2.

* & * & *

11.3 Sample Analysis. Mix the contents
of the flask thoroughly, and measure the
absorbance at the optimum wavelength used
for the standards (section 10.1.1), using the
blank solution as a zero reference. Dilute the
sample and the blank with equal volumes of
water if the absorbance exceeds Ay, the
absarbance of the 400-ug NO, standard (see
section 10.1.3).

* * * * *

Method 8—Determination of Sulfuric Acid
and Sulfur Dioxide Emissions From
Stationary Sources
& & *® & &

6.1.1.1 Probe Nozzle. Borosilicate or
quartz glass with a sharp, tapered leading

union (e.g., fused silica, Slico, or equivalent).
When the stack temperature exceeds 210 °C
[410°F), a leak-free ground glass fitting or
other leak free, non-contaminating fitting
must be used to couple the nozzle to the
probe liner. It is also acceptable to use a one-
piece glass nozzle/liner assembly. The angle
of the taper shall be €307, and the taper shall
be on the outside to preserve a constant
internal diameter. The probe nozzle shall be
of the button-hook or elbow design, unless
otherwise specitied by the Administratar.
Other materials of construction may be used,
subject to the approval of the Administrator.
A range of nozzle sizes suitable for isokinetic
sampling should be available. Typical nozzle
sizes range from 0.32 to 1.27 cm (Y8 to T2in)
inside diameter (ID) in increments of 0.16 cm
(t4e in). Larger nozzles sizes are alsa
available if higher volume sampling traing
are used.

edge and coupled to the probe liner using a * * * * .
polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) or glass-lined 17.0% * ¥
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* * * * *

Appendix A-6 to Part 60—[Amended]

m 3. In Appendix A—6 to part 60,

redesignate paragraph (¢} as paragraph

(b} in section 13.1 in Method 18.

m 9. In appendix A-7 to part 60:

B a. Revise sections 11.2.1 and 11.2.2 in

Method 22.

m b. Add scction 11.2.3 in Method 22.
The revisions and addition read as

follows:

Appendix A-7 to Part 60—Test
Methods 19 Through 25E

* * * * *

Method 22—Visual Determination of
Fugitive Emissions From Material Sources
and Smoke Emissions From Flares

& & £ & £

11.2.1 Outdoor Location. Record the
following information on the field data sheet
(Figure 22—-1): Company name, industry,
process unit, observer’s name, observer’s
affiliation, and date. Record also the
estimated wind speed, wind direction, and
sky condition. Sketch the process unit being
observed, and note the observer location
relative to the source and the sun. Indicate
the potential and actual emission points on
the sketch. Alternatively, digital photography
as described in section 11.2.3 may be used
for a subset of the recordkeeping
requirements of this section.

11.2.2 Indoor Location. Record the
following information on the field data sheet
(Figure 22-2): Company name, industry,
process unit, observer’s name, observer’s
affiliation, and date. Record as appropriate
the type, location, and intensity of lighting
on the data sheet. Sketch the process unit

6 = (62.56 + ( ~0003413 x T3;) +  ~00006225 x T37 )3 0.1337, ths/gal

& & * & "

m 11. Inappendix B to part 60:

m a. Add the following entries to the list
of Performance Specifications in
numeric order:

m i. Performance Specification 12B—
Specifications and Test Procedures for
Monitoring Total Vapor Phase Mercury
Emissions From Stationary Sources
Using A Sorbent Trap Monitoring
System

W ii. Performance Specification 17
[Reserved]

m iii. Performance Specification 18—
TPerformance Specifications and Test
Procedures for Gascous Hydrogen
Chleride (HCI) Continuous Emission
Menitoring Systems at Stationary
Sources

W iv.PS-18—Appendix A Standard
Addition Procedures

m b. In Performance Specification 1,
remove D 6216-98" wherever it
appears and add in its place “D6216—

being observed, and note the observer
location relative to the source. Indicate the
potential and actual fugitive emission points
an the sketch. Alternatively, digital
photography as described in section 11.2.3
may be used for a subset of the recordkeeping
requirements of this section.

11.2.3 Digital Photographic Records.
Digital photographs, annotated or unaltered,
may be used to record and report sky
conditions, observer’s location relative to the
source, abserver’s location relative to the sun,
process unit being observed, potential
emission points and actual emission points
for the requirements in sections 11.2.1 and
11.2.2. The image must have the proper
lighting, field of view and depth of field to
properly distinguish the sky condition (it
applicable), process unit, potential emission
point and actual emission point. At least ane
digital photograph must be from the paoint of
the view of the observer. The photograph(s)
representing the environmental conditions
including the sky conditions and the position
of the sun relative to the observer and the
emission point must be taken within a
reasanable time af the abservation (i.e., 15
minutes). When observations are taken from
exactly the same observation point on a
routine basis (i.e., daily) and as long as there
are no modifications to the units depicted,
anly a single photograph each is necessary to
document the observer’s lacation relative to
the emissions source, the process unit being
abserved, and the location of potential and
actual emission points. Any photographs
altered or annotated must be retained in an
unaltered format for recordkeeping purposes.
* *x * *x *

m 10. In appendix A-8 to part 60:

W a. Revise section 6.2.2 In Method 26.
m b. Revise section 6.2.1 in Moethod 26A.
m . Add scction 6.2.4 in Method 26A.

12", and revise section 2.1, the
introductory text of section 13.0,
sections 13.1 and 13.2, and paragraph 8.
of section 16.0.
W c. [n Performance Specification 2,
revise section 13.2.
W d. In Performance Specification 3,
revise sections 12.0 and 13.2.
m ¢. [n Performance Specification 11,
revise section 13.1.
m . In Performance Specification 15,
add reserved section 13.0.
® g. [n Performance Specification 18,
revise section 11.8.7 and table 1 in
section 17.0, and add rescrved section
12.0to ’5-18.

The revisions and additions read as
follows:

Appendix B to Part 60—Performance
Specifications

* * * * *

B d.-Revise-equation-8in-section33:5:3-
in-Test-Method-28WHH.

The revisions and additions read as
follows:

Appendix A-8 to Part 60—Test
Methods 26 Through 308

* * * * *

Method 26—Determination of Hydrogen
Halide and Halogen Emissions From
Stationary Sources Non-Isokinetic Method
& & * & "

6.2.2  Storage Containers. 100- ar 250-ml,
high-density polyethylene or glass sample
storage containers with Teflon screw cap
liners to store impinger samples.

* * * * *

Method 26A—Determination of Hydrogen
Halide and Halogen Emissions From
Stationary Sources Isokinetic Method

& * * * &

6.2.1 Probe-Liner and Probe-Nozzle
Brushes, Wash Bottles, Petri Dishes,
Graduated Cylinder and/or Balance, and
Rubber Policeman. Same as Method 5,
sections 6.2.1, 6.2.2,6.2.4, 6.2.5, and 6.2.7.

* * * * *

6.2.4 Sample Storage Containers. [ligh-
density polyethylene or glass sample storage
containers with Teflon screw cap liners to
store impinger samples.

& & * & &

Fest-Method 28WHH- for Measurement-of-
Particulate-Enrissions-and - Heating-Efficiency-
of Weod-Fired Hydronic Heating-Appliances-

A & * A, A

$3eBod it
Eq. 8

Performance Specification 1—Specifications
and Test Procedures for Continuous Opacity
Monitoring Systems in Stationary Sources

* * * * *

2.1 ASTMD6216—12 (incorpaorated by
reference, see §60.17) is the reference for
design specitications, manufacturer’s
performance specifications, and test
procedures. The opacity monitor
manufacturer must periodically select and
test an opacity monitor, that is representative
of a group of monitors produced during a
specified period or lot, for conformance with
the design specifications in ASTM D6216—12.
The opacity monitor manufacturer must test
each opacity monitor for conformance with
the manufacturer’s performance
specifications in ASTM D6216-12. Note: If
the initial certification of the opacity monitor
occurred before November 14, 2018 using
D6216-98, D6216-03, or D6216—07, it is not
necessary to recertity using D6216—12.

* * * * *

13.0 What Specifications Does a COMS

[Tave to Meet for Certification?
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A COMS must meet the following design,
manufacturer’s performance, and field audit
performance specifications:

Note: If the initial certification of the
opacity monitor occurred before November
14, 2018 using D6216-98, D6216-03, ar
D6216-07, it is not necessary to recertify
using D6216—12.A. COMS must meet the
following design, manufacturer’s
performance, and field audit performance
specifications.

13.1 Design Specifications. The opacity
monitoring equipment must comply with the
design specifications of ASTM D6216—12.

13.2 Manufacturer’s Performance
Specifications. The opacity monitor must
comply with the manufacturer’s performance
specifications of ASTM D6216-12.

* & * & *

16.0

8. ASTM D6216—12: Standard Practice for
Opacity Monitor Manufacturers to Certity

* kX

Conformance with Design and Performance
Specifications. ASTM. October 2012.

& & L3 & "

Performance Specification 2—Specifications
and Test Procedures for SOz and NOx
Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems in
Stationary Sources

* * * * *

13.2 Relative Accuracy Performance
Specification.

Calculate . . . RA %riteria
(%)

If average emissions during the RATA are >50% of emission | Use Eq. 2-8, with RM in the denominator ... <20.0
standard.

If average emissions during the RATA are <50% of emission | Use Eq. 2-8, emission standard in the denominator ............ <10.0
standard.

For 8Os emission standards <130 but 286 ng/J (0.30 and | Use Eq. 2-8, emission standard in the denominator ............. <15.0
0.20 Ib/million Btu).

For 80a emission standards <86 ng/J (0.20 Ib/million Btu) .... | Use Eq. 2-8, emission standard in the denominator ............ <20.0

cenlllrlce]

Where:
bewr
2]

2).
|CC|

RM

RA = |RM — CEMS)|

Performance Specification 3—Specifications
and Test Procedures for Oz and CO»
Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems in
Stationary Sources

* *x * *x *

et 53 ()
Rl

= Avcrage Reference Mcthod Value

Eq. 3-2

RM = Average Reference Method Value

CEMS = Average CEMS Value

* * * * *

13.2 CEMS Relative Accuracy
Performance Specification. The RA of the
CEMS must be no greater than 20.0 percent
of the mean value of the reference method
(RM) data when calculated using equation
3—1. The results are also acceptable if the
result of Equation 3-2 is less than or equal
to 1.0 percent Uz (or CO3).

* * * * *

Performance Specification 11—
Specifications and Test Procedures for
Particulate Matter Continucus Emission
Monitoring Systems at Stationary Sources
* * * * *

13.1 What is the 7-day drift check
performance specitication? Your daily PM
CEMS internal drift checks must demonstrate
that the daily drift of your PM CEMS does
not deviate from the value of the reference
light, aptical filter, Beta attenuation signal, or
ather technology-suitable reference standard
by more than 2 percent of the response range.

12.0 Calculations and Data Analysis

Calculate the RA using equations 3—1 and
3—2. Summarize the results on a data sheet
similar to that shown in Figure 2.2 of PS2.

= Absolute value of the mean of the differences (from Equation 2-3 of Performance Specitication

= Absolute value of the confidence coefficient (from Equation 2-5 of Performance Specification 2).

If your CEMS includes diluent and/or
auxiliary monitars (for temperature, pressure,
and/or moisture) that are employed as a
necessary part of this performance
specification, you must determine the
calibration drift separately for each ancillary
manitor in terms of its respective output (see
the appropriate performance specification for
the diluent CEMS specification). None of the
calibration drifts may exceed their individual
specification.

* * * * *
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Performance Specification 15—Performance

Specification for Extractive FTIR Continuous

Emissions Monitor Systems in Stationary
Sources

£ & ® & *
13.0 Method Performance |Reserved|
A A & A 3

Performance Specification 18—Performance
Specifications and Test Procedures for
Gaseous Hydrogen Chloride (HCI)
Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems at
Stationary Sources

* * * * *

11.8.7 The zero-level and mid-level CD
for each day must be less than 5.0 percent of
the span value as specified in section 13.2 of
this PS. You must meet this criterion for 7

TABLE 1—INTERFERENGE TEST GAS
CONCENTRATIONS

Potential
interferent gas1

Approximate concentration
(balance Ng)

15% + 1% COz.2
100 = 20 ppm.
20 + 5 ppm.
100 = 20 ppm.
10 = 5 ppm (extractive
CEMS only).
250 + 50 ppm.
200 + 20 ppm.
3% + 1% Oa.2
10% + 1% Ha0.2
Balance.2

1Any of these specific gases can be tested
at a lower level if the manufacturer has pro-

* * * * *

P5-18 Appendix A Standard
Addition Procedurces

& & £ & £
12.0 [Rescrved]
& & £ & £

W 12. Revise sections 5.1.2(1) and (3) in
TProcedure 1 of appendix F to part 60 to
read as follows:

Appendix F to Part 60—Quality
Assurance Procedures

Procedure 1—Quality Assurance
Requirements for Gas Continuous Emission
Monitoring Systems Used For Compliance
Determination

onsecutiv ating davs. vided reliable means for limiting or scrubbing * * * * *
(*UHSE(: e iperd ing dib that gas to a specified level in CEMS field in- 1.2 % x x
stallations. s STIRAC )
17.0* * * 2Gases for short path IP cell interfference [(il]d(ihdll(:nge?e C‘E?/Its [%ﬁ\lﬁgu}?ﬁdm
tests cannot be added above 100 percent gnd diiueilt partions of the A3, 1
stack equivalent concentration. Add these applicable) with an audit gas of known
gases at the indicated percentages to make concentration at two points within the
up the remaining cell volume. following ranges:
Audit range
Audit point Diluent monitors for—
Pollutant menitors
COz Oa
T o 2010 30% of span value ... 510 8% by volume ..o 4 to 6% by volume.
2 50 to 80% of span value ... 10to 14% by volume ..., 8 to 12% by volume.

Introduce each of the audit gases, three
times each for a total of six challenges.
Introduce the gases in such a manner that the
entire CEMS is challenged. Do not introduce
the same gas concentration twice in
succession.

Use of separate audit gas cylinder for audit
points 1 and 2. Do not dilute gas from audit
cylinder when challenging the CEMS.

The manitor should be challenged at each
audit point for a sutficient period of time to
assure adsorption-desorption of the CEMS
sample transport surfaces has stabilized.

* * * * *

(3) Use Certified Reference Materials
[CRM’s) (See Citation 1) audit gases that have
been certified by comparison to National
Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST)
Standard Reference Materials (SRM’s) or EPA
Protocol Gases tollowing the most recent
edition of the EPA Traceability Protocol for
Assay and Certification of Gaseous
Calibration Standards (See Citation 2).
Procedures for preparation of CRM’s are
described in Citation 1. Procedures for
preparation of EPA Protocol Gases are
described in Citation 2. In the case that a
suitable audit gas level is not commercially
available, Method 205 (See Citation 3) may
be used to dilute CRM’s or EPA Protacol
Gases to the needed level. The difference
between the actual concentration of the andit
gas and the concentration indicated by the
manitor is used to assess the accuracy of the
CEMS.

PART-63—NATIONAL EMISSION-
STANBARDS FOR-HAZARDOUS-AIR-
POLLUTANTS-FOR-SOURGE-
GATEGORIES-

B 13- Theauthority-citation for part-63-

conbnresto-read-asfotl ows e
Anthorityed2 16,6 740%- 0t seg:-

N 14:-In-§63:.F revise paragraphs (g2}

tatrodustorstextend-gHivito-read-as

folowss

§63.7-Performance testing requirements:-
RN
{2} Contents-ef v performance-testy
CMS-performanee-evaluation-orEhb-
quality-aesurancetest-repert-felestrenie-
orpapersubmitted-copyh-Hnless
otherwise-specified-in-arelevant
stendardytostmethody-Ghs-
performanae-speeification-or-quality-
assuranee-requirenent-for-a GMS;-or-as-
otherwise-approved-by-the-
Administratorinwritingte-report-
shatb-inetude-the-elemeonts-identified-in-
paragraphs-fgh i) threvgh-fvilof this-
seetion:
S N
v Wherea-test-metho dy GEMS;-
PEMSor-GOMS-performanae-
specificationyoron-gotng-greatity
assurenee-requirement-fora-EEMS-
PEMS;-erE0MS-requires-you record-o-

seporty-the-felowing shatl-bedincluded-
inyeurrepertr-Recordofprepasationefs
staendards;record-ef-catibrationsy raw
date-sheets-for-freld-sampling - raw-data-
sheots-for-field-and-laboratery-analysesy-
shaim-of-sustody-documentation-and-
example-caleulations-forroported-
sestlis-

B 15-10-§-68-8; rovise-parageaph-fe) (B}
torreac-asfollows:
§63:8---Monitoring requirements.-

X * * x *

{i} Fhe-owneror-openstos
shall-furnish-the-Administratora-copy-
ofa-written-report-of the-results-of the-
perfermance-evaluationcontaining the-
information-specified-in-§ 637 (}2)HM
through-tvi}simultaneonsty-avith-dhe-
fesults-of the-performancetestrequired-
under-$63%orwithin 66-days-of-
completon-ofthe-performance-
evatnationyuiless-otherwise-specified-
in-a-retevant-standard:

B t6-Revise-Table-6-to-Subpart BBBHHH-
ofpart-63-te-read-asfolowss
Fable-6-to-Subpart-BBBBB-of Part-63-
Fuel-Analysis-Reguirements-
Asstatedin-$63: 7529 yormust
comphywith-the-fellowing requiremnents-
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for-fuel-analysis-tosting for-existing; new-
orreconstructed-affected-sonroes:

However;-equivalent-methods fas

defined-in-§63:7570Hray-be used -t
Livwoftre preseribed-methods-at-the

diserebion-of- e soures-ewier o1
operates:-

E&?ﬂ%ﬁa fue{tfﬁﬁl\zﬁ‘s forthe MOt rtgh s Umng. \\\\\\\\\

e M B R T T T S a-Gollectfuelsamples e Rrocedure-in-§ 8372 eh-or-ASTM- 1928 or-ASTM-BF4302or
ASTM- 9688(-)& -or-ASTM-DE234/DR234MA - (for-coaly-or-EPA-1631-
or-ERA-1634 E-or-ASTM-BE3238-Hor-solid) or-ERA-B21wRwB3wD13-
Hor-liguid-or-selid)-or-ASH-D4177a-for-liquid-or-ASTHM-D40E7a.
Hordiguid);-or-equivalent

b-Gomposite-fuelsampleswsnaProcedure-in-§ 83.752Hd) or-equivalent
e~Rrepare-composited-fuel-sam- | ERA-SW-846—-3050B2-{for-solid--samples~ASTM-DB2013/B204-3Ma-
ples: Hor-coal)-ASTM-B51982 {for-biomass)-or-ERA--30502-(for-solid-
fuely-or-ERA-821-R-31-0138-(for-Hgtrid-or solid)-or egtivatent:-
d-Delemiine-heat-content-of-the-| ASTHA-BE8ESE-{or-coaly-or-ASTM-EFI1a-{for-biemass)-or-ASTM-
fuettype: Bbi64a-for-liguids-and-other-solids, or-ASH-D2402-6r equivalent.
e-Determine-moisture-content-of-| ASTM-D3173%-AGTM-E8718-or-ASTM-DEBE4A - or- ASTM-D240% 61
the-fueldype: ASTM-DI5e-ffor-liguid-fuels)-or-ASTM-BDI0068 -(for-liguid-fuels) -or
equivalent:-
f-~Measure-mercury-concentration- | ASTM-BE7228-{for-coal)-ERA-SW-846-7471B8 or-ERA-1631-or-EPA-
in-fueh-sample: 1631 Ea-{for solid-samples);-or EPA-SW-—846-7470A8-o - ERA- G-
8467471 Be-{for-Hquid-samples)-or-ERA-824-R-b1-H 138 for-lig-
wid-or-solid);-erequivalent-
g-Gonvert-concentration-inteo-units-| Forfuel-mixtures-use-Equation-8-in-§83.7530-
Bfy B SRSy PEF
MMBty-of -heat-content:
ZoHB ke nne e ac Gollectfuebsample gwmnnnase Rrocedurein--§-63. 7524 e o AST- B51928. o - AS T B7 4308 o1

B-Mereury--Fuel--Specifisation-for
othergasdfuels:

-a-Golleet-fuel-samples

b--Composite-fuehsamples

e-Prepare--eomposited--fuet--sam-
pleS.‘

a-Betemine-heat-content-of-the-
fueHype:

eDetermrine moigture-content--of-
the-fuetdype.:

f-Measure-chlorine--consentration-
infueh-sample:

gSonver-sonsentrations-inte-
units—-of---pounds--of-~HEG--per-
MBiu-of-heat-content:

a:--Measure-mereury-concentration-
ipthe-fueh-sample-and-eonvert:
to-urits-of micrograms-per-cubic
MelerOn

br--Measure-mercury-eoncentration-
in-the-exhatst-gas-when-firing-
only-the-other-gas-+fuekis-fired-
irr-the-boller-erprocess-heater:

brGomposite-fuahsamples-wmmam
ePrepare-composited-fuel-sam-

ples:

d:-Detemine -heat--content-of the-
fueltype:

e~Betermine- moisture--eontent-of-
thefueldyper

f-Measure~FSh--conecentration-in-
fuet-sample:

ASTM--DE8EAS; - or-ASTM--B2234/B2234Ma - (for--coalr--or--ASTM-
Be3z3a-Hor conl-or-biomass)-ASTM- D41 E78Horliguid-fuels)-or
ASTM-B4057a-ffor liquid-fuels);-or-equivalent:-

Procedure-in-§ 63.7521{d}-or equivalent.-

ERA--EW-846-3050Ba-{for--selid--samples)--ASTM--B2013/B201-3Ma-
for-soal);-or-ASTM-D51984-(for biomass), or-ERA-30508.or-aquiva-
lent:

ASTM--D58858 {foreoal) - or-ASTMEF & (for-iomass)-ASTM-
o864, ASTM-D240e-or-equivalent:

ASHA-B31F38 - or-ASTM-EB718;- 0F- DEB64%, - 6f- ASTIM-- D240 o1
ASTM-DO5R-(for-liguid-fuelsy or-ASTM-B40068-(for-Hguid-fuels)-or-
equivalent:

ERA.-SW-846-92508,- ASTM--DE7218 ASTM--D4208a-(for-coal)-oF
EPA-EW--846-50502-or-ASTM-EX788 -(for-solid-fuehr-or-ERA-BW-—
846—-0056a-or-SW—846-9676a- for-solids-or-liguids)-or equivalent:-

Forfushmbdures-vse-Equation-Fin-§ 63:7530-and-sonvert-from-chlo-
rine-te- HGHby-mauhiplying-by-1-628:-

Method-30B-(M30B)-at-40-CFR-part-80;-appendix-A-8-of this-chapter-
or-ASTM-D5954a- ASTM-BE3508, 1508978~ 2008(E) - or-l&6-
6978-2:2003(E)8;-or EPA-16318 or-equivalent-

Method--29;-30A;-0r-308-(M29;-M30A;-or-M36B)-at-40-GFR-part-66;-
appendix-A-~8-of-this-chapter-er-Method-101A- or-Method-1 62 -at-40-
GFR-part-61-appendix-B-of-this-chapier-or-ASH-Method-DE7842-
or-equivalent:

~Frocedure~in-§83:- 752 He)~or-ASTM-D51028 o r-ASTFM-BF43 690

ASTM-DE8838 - or-ASTM--B2234/DRR34ME-(for--coal)or--AETM-
BE323R-(for-coat-or-bismass)-or-ASHMRD4I T Hor-liguid-fuels)-
orASTH-BL05 - {for-liguid-fuels) or-equivalent:

rRrocedure-in-§63:762{d)- or-aquivalent:

ERA-SW-846-3050B2-(for-solid-samples)-ASTM--DR013/D263 3Ma-
for-coal)-ASTH-B51988-or-TARR-T2665- ffor-biomeass)-or-ERA-
J0502-or etuivatent.:

ASTM-B58858 - (for-coaly-oF-ASHM-EZF118- (for-biomass)-or--ASTM-
Bsisdafordiquids-and-other-solids-erASTM-BR4Gaerequivalent-
ASTM--D31738--or-ASTMM--E8718;--or- D564, -or-ASTM--D2408;- oF
ASTM-Bosa-Hordiguid-fuels)orASTM-B4668a-Fortiguicduele)or
ASHA-D41F7e-Hor liguid-fuelsh-or-ASTM-B406578-(for-liguid-fuels)-

er-oquivalent:

ASTM-D36832-or-ASTM-B468062-or- ASTM-BE3572-orERA- 20082 o
ERA-SW-846-60208; o ERA-BW-848-6020A8;- of ERA- SW-8 46—
8010C2; - EPA--70602-0r--ERA--FOEDAR - (for-arsenic-only)—-or-ERA-
SW—-846~7F408-for-selenium - onlky):
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Fo-sondust-a-fuel-analysis-fordhe-

Y ou-msta

Uﬁing‘-‘:\“.“‘-.“

soGonvert--concentrations.into-
uiits--of--pounds-—of---TSM--per-
MMBtu-of-heat-content:

Forfusl-mixtures-use-Equation -g-in-§ 63.7630:

aneorporated-by-reference-see-§63:44~

L Ao A ko A

B 37-Revise-Fable bte-Subpast HUULTL-

of part 63-to-read-as-follows:-

for-performanestesttng foreodsting; mew
Fable-5-te-Subpart-BHUHH-of Rart 63 epreconstructed-affected sonroessd-

Performanee ‘Testing Requirements-

As-stated-in-§H3:-10007 yorrmust:
comply-with-the-folowing-reguirements-

To-conduct a-performeance-test

Yeouwrmust-pedorm-the-following-astivities,

fﬁf‘{h&‘fﬁ”ﬁwiﬁgﬁﬁlk}taﬂ*ur . Ugrﬂgn_‘ ...... mgen?g{:};g‘ ig‘l:ti:“.r}?ff-‘gf‘autpu{_‘ Usng.“_.“r..._a.
$-Filterable-Particulate-matter | Emissions-Testing-a-Select-sampling-ports-ocation-and-the-| Method-1-at-appendix-A-t-to-par--80-of
R number-of-fraverse-points: this-ehapter-
b:-Betermine-velocity-and-volumetric-flow--| Methed-2,-2A26,-2F-2G-or-2H-at-ap-
rate-of-the-stack-gas: pendix-A=t-or-A=2-1o-part--66-of -Hhis-
chapter:
e-Detemine-oxygen-and-cabon-dioxide-| Methed-3A-or-3B-at-appentix-A-2-to-part-
conecentrations-ef-the-stack-gas: 80-of-this-ehapter-or-ANSHASME-REG-
19:46-1881-3-
d-Measure-the-moisture-content-of-the | Method-4-at-appendibec-A~3-to-part-80-of-
stack-gas: this-chapter:
erMeasure-ihe fikerable-Ril-concentration-+Methods-5-and-5l-at-appendibc-A-3-to-part-
60-of-this-chapter-
For-positive-pressure-fabric-fiters-Method-
5b-at-appendix-A-B8-io-part-80-of-thig-
chapterfortiterable-RM-emissions:
MNote-that-the-Method-5-or-Bb-front-hak-
temperature-shalk-be-1806% +34-2G-{320%
*2E)
f--Gonvert-emigsionsconcentration-do-lb/ | Methog-19-F{aster-rmethodology--at-ap-
Tt Btu-ordpitiMi-emissions-rates: pendin-AnF-do-pad-0-ofthis-chapler-or
caleulate - using- e ENISSIONSrate-
and-  gress  oulpul-  date  (see-
§63-10007 (e
OR- OR-
PM-CEMS ~ainstath-cerifyoperate;-and-maintain- | Redformanee-Specification-1d-at-appendix-
the-PM-CEMS: B-to-part-60-of this-chapter-and-Rroce-
dure-2-at-appendix-Fto-part-80-of-this-
chapter:
br--install-eertify;operate.-and-maintain. | Rar-75-of this-chapter.and-§ 63.16016(a);-
the-dilvent-gas; flow-rate;-andéformois- foyfe)rand-(dy-
tre-monitering-systems:
e-Geonvert-hourly-emissions--coneentra~ | Method--18--F-factor-methodology-at--ap-
tions—to-36-beller-operating-day-rolling-| perdix-A~F-to-part-66-of-this-chapter-or
average-bMMBir-or-IbAMWh-emissions-|  saleulate--usingmass--emissions—rate
rates: ard-  grese- oulpuk  date  (see
§63:1‘999~7{9)):‘
2-Total-or-individual-non-Hg- Emigsions-Testing - -a--Selest-sampling-ports-location-and-the-| Method--4-at-appendbe-A-t-to-part-80-of-
HAR-metals: number-of fraverse-peints: this-chapter:-
b-Betermine-velocity-and-volumetrio-flow- | Method-2;- 24,262k 2G-or-2H-at-ap-
rate-of the-stack-gas: pendix-A—t-or-A-2-do-par-86-ef-this-
chapter-
e~Betemmine-oxygen-and-sarbon-dioxide:| Method-3A-or-3B-at-appendin-A-2de-part
concentrations-of the-glack-gas: 80-of-this-chapter-or- ANSHASME-PFG-
48:46~-308%-3.
dr-Measure-the-moisture-content-of-the- | Method-4-at-appendix-A-3-to-part-80-of
stack-gas: this-chapter-
1 Resarding lata-aollected-during

periods-of startup-or shutdown, see-§4 63:10020(b)-

anvd-{eiand-5330021 %)
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Fo-conducta-perer cotest: ¥oumust-pedform-ihe following-activities;-

for-the-folowing Poltan s Using-s 89 applioabie to your input-of-output- Using-2:
e~Measuwre-the~HARmetalsemissions| Method-20-at-appendin-A-8-to-part-6d-ef

concentrations-and-determine-each-indi-
viduah-HARmefals - emissions-6on-
eentration,-as-well-as-the-total fikerable-
HARmetals—emissions-concentration-
and--total-HAR -metals- emissions-con-
centration:

f-Gonvert-emissions-coneentrations - (indi-
yviduvah-HAR-metals;total-filterable-HAR-
metals;-and-total-HAR--metalg)-to-fot
MBiu-ordbiMiVh-emissions-rates:

Br-Hydrogen-chloride-(HGH-and-
fydrogen-fluoride-(HF):

Emissions-Testing-a~Select-samphing-pers-losation-and-the-
number-of-fraverse-points:

b-Betermine-welosity-and- -volumetrio-fow
rate-of the-stack gas:

o~DBetemmine-oxygen--and-carbon-dioxide-
concentrations-of-the-stask-gas:

dr-Measurethe-meisture-content-of-the-
stack-gas:

eMeaasurethe-Heand-HFEemissions:
concentrations.

this-ehapter--Forliquid-eil-fired-units;-Hg-
ig~insluded-in-HAR-metals-and-you-may-
ugse-Method-29;-Method-308-at-appen-
dix-A-Bto-part-80-of this-chapterfor
Method-29;-you-must-report-the-front-
hal-and-bask-half-resulis-separately-
When-using-Method-29report-metals-
matrbe-spike-and-resoverylevels:
Method--19--Ffactor-methodeology--at--ap-
pendix-A-~tdo-pat-86-of-this-chapter-or
caloulate--using-MAass-emisgions-rate-
angd-  grosse  oulpul  dater  (see-
§63:1600F e
Method-t-at-appendie-A-i-to-part--BD-of-
this-ehapter-
Method-2-2A26-BF 2o or-2H-at-ap-
pendix-A~t-or-A-2-do-part--66-of-this-
chaptor
Method-3A-or-3B-at-appendix-A—2-to-part

1910-1984.8-
Method-4-at-appendic-A~3-fo-part-80-of-
this-chapter:
Method-26-orMethod-26A-at-appendie-Ae
8-to-part-86-of-this-chapter-or-Method-
320--at-appendin-A--to-par-83-of-this
chapter-oF-ASTM-DBE348-033-with-
4the-following-sonditionswhen-using-
ASTM-DE348-03:-
Ay-TFhetest-plan-preparation-and-imple-
mentationin-the--Annexesto--ASTM-
BB8348-08;-Sestions-Ad-through-AB-are-
mandatory:
{ByFor-ASTM-BEI4B-D3ARnex-AB-
{Analyte--Spiking--Technigue),-the-per-
sont-{8t)Rmust-be-detemiined-for
each--{arget-analyle{seeEquation-
AB:B)~
(G)-For-the-ASTA-DE348-03-test-data-to-
be-accepiable-for-atarget-analyte~%R-
must-be 70% >R-<1.30%:-and-

Hre D) The-%R-valuee foreach-
compound must-be reported-in-tre-test

report-and-al-feld messurements
eorrected-with-the-calewlated - SeRovalwe

mmriod Kesal {4 veendration i Samekh
Mempeiod tosidh = - .

al

for-that-compound-using-the-following-
egratien

asre

To-conduct a-performeance-test You-mustpedormr-the-following-activities;-
fortnefollowing-polantuase | Ysingeraweofoontidy | as-appl SRV ST TE SR T ST
{eontd) based-emission-timit-rw{eonidy

Ysing2feontdy

{2)-—apiking--levels--nominally--ne--greater-
than-twetimes-the-level-corrasponding-
to-the-applicable-emission-limit-

Method-28A-must-be-used-ithereare-en-
frained-water--droplets—in-the—exhaust
Ghraarr
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‘Fo-sondust-a-perermansce-test

{eontid)-

Yeuwmust-pedorm-the-following-astivities,
as-appheable fo-your-inpti-or-output--

Using-r:2-(contd}-

4-Mercury-tHg)

OR-

HGhand/or-HR-
GEMS:

OR

SR

Seenttraprmeoni-
toring-systerm:

OR-

Hg-GEMS

fGorvert-emissionsconcentration-do-ioé
MMBtu o lb/MWh-emissions - rates.

OR-

a-Install--certify,—operate;-and-maintain-
the-HGI-or HF-GEMS:

b--Install-certify,--operate,—-and--maintain-
the-diluent-gas;-flowrate;-andior-meoig-
ture-monitering-systems:

er~Gonvert-Roury--emissions -eoncentra-
tiong-4o--86-beiler-operating--day-rolling-
average-oMMBiu-ordoibWh-emissions.
reHes:

~ar-Selest-sampling-pors-location-and-the-

numberof fraverse-peints:

b--Determine-velooity-and-velmmetric- flow-
rate-of-the-stack-gas:

e~Detemine-oxygen-and-eambon-dioxide-
soneentrations-of-the staeck-gas:

d--Measure-the -moisture—content-of - the-
stack-gas:

erMeasuedhe-Hg-emission-sonsentrationsy

fo-Convert-emigssions -concentration-io-H
TBlu-orlbiGWh-emission-rates-

OR-

~artnstath-certify-operatey-and-maintain-

the-GEMS:
b:-tnstall-cerify;-operate,-and-maintain-
the-dilvent-gas,-flow-rate.-and/or-mois-
tre-monioring-systems:
E~-Gonvert-hourly--envssions--concentra-
fiens-io--36-boiler-operating - day-rolling-
average b T Btu-er-IGWh--emissions.
Tates:
OR-
a~instal-certifyoperate;-and -maintain-
the-sorbent-trap-monitoring-system:
instalh--operate~and-maintain-the-dil-
uent--gas;flow--rate;-andlor-moisture-
menitering-systems:
erGonvert-emissions-concentrations-te-80-
beiler-operating-day-roling-average-lbs
FBtw-ordorGWh-emissions rates:
BR-

a-Selest-sampling-peds-location-and-the-

aumber-of-fraverse-peints:

b--Determine-velocity-and-volmetrie- flow-
rate-of-dthe-stack-gas-:

e-Detemmine-oxygen-and-cambon-dioxide-
coneentrations-of the stack-gas:

Method-19-Factor-methodeology-at-ap-
pendix-A—F1o-part-80-of this-chapter;-or-
salowlateusingmassemissionsrate-
and-  gross-  oulpulk  deler  (see
§63:10007 &)

Appendix-B-of-this-subpart:-

Par-75-of-this-chapter-and-§63:16610{(a);-
(oh-fej-and-(d)-

Method-39-F-facter-methodology-at-ap-
pendix-A-F-to-par:60-of-this- chapler-or
caleulate - using- e ENISSIONSrate-
ang-  gress  oulpul  date  {(see-
§63-10007 (e
Method--3-at-appendbe-A-t-fo-part-60-of-
this-chapter-orMetheod-308-at-Appendix-
A-B-for-bethod-30B-point-selection::
Meﬂqu“2;“2,9‘.;“26‘,“{2-];,‘“2@.0F“QH“at“ap-
pendix-A-i-or-A-2-fo-part-80-of-this-
chapter-
Method-3A-or-3B-at-appendix-A-t-te-part

$9:16-1981-3-
Method-4-at-appendix-A-3-to-part-60-of-
this-chapter-
ridethot-30B-at-appendie-A-8do-pad-86-of
this-ehapter~ASTM-DE784,3 or-Method-
20-at-appendin-A~-8-fo-part-88~of-Hig-
chapter-for-Method-29;-yot-must-repert-
the-front-hal-and-back-half-resulis-sep-
arately-
Method-19--Ffactor-methodology--at--ap-
pendix-A—d{o-part-80-of this-chapter-or
caleulate—using-massemissiongrate-
and-  gress-  oulpet  datar  {see
§63:10007€))-

Sections~3:2:-+-and-b:-4-of-appendibe-H-ef-
his-subpart

Part-75-of this-chapter-and-§ 631661 6(a);-
{B)~fo)-and-{d)-

Section-8-of appendix-A-to-this-subpart:-

Sections-3:2:2-and-52-ol-appendin-A-te-
this-subpark-

Rar-75-ofthis-chapter-and-§-63:16618(a);-
(b3-{o)-and-(d)-

Section-6-of-appendix-A-to-this-subpar:

Single-point-located-at-the-18%-centroidal
afea-of-the-dust-ab-a-por-losatien-per
Method-1-at-appendix-A-1-to-part-66-of-
this-chapier-or-Methed-308-at-Appendix-
Ae-8-for-bethod-30B-point-seleation::

Method-2;-2A;-26;-2F2G;-or-2H--at-ap-~
pandix-A-t-or-A-2fo-park-80--oi-this-
chapter-or-flow-monitoring-system-cer-
tified-per-appendix-A-of this-subpart.

Method-34A-or-3B-at-appendic-A—t-to-part-
66-of-this-chapter-or-ANSHASME-RTG-
19:46-1981-5-or- diluent- gas- monritoring-
systems-certified-according to-part-¥5-of-

this-chapter-



‘Fo-sondust-a-perermansce-test Yeuwmust-pedorm-the-following-astivities,
for-the followingpolktantv- Using-{eont'd): | as-appleable-to-yourinpul-or-output-- Usirg-:-r-2-{cont'd
{eontid)- based-emission-imit-wfoontdy
d--Measure-the-moisture-content-of-the | Method-4-at-appendic-A~3-to-part-80-of-
stack-gas: this-chapter;-or-meisture-monitoring-sys-
temscenified-acsording-to-part-2s-of-
this-ehapter
e~Measuredhe-Hg-emission-concentration-+Method-30B-at-appendin-A-8to-part-68-of-
this-ehapter-pedorm-a-30-operating-day-
testwith-a-maximum--of-30-eperating-
days-per-fun-fi:e:;-per-pair-of-sorbent-
rapsy-or-sorbent-trap-monitoring-oysterm-
or-Hg-GEMS-cerified-per-appendix-A-of-
this-subpart
f-Convert-emissions-concentrations-fron-| Method--19--Ffactor-methodology--at--ap-
the-LEE{estto b lBiv-ordb/GWh-emis- pendix-A-~tdo-pat-86-of-this-chapter-or
siong-rates: caloulate--using-MAass-emisgions-rate-
angd-  grosse  oulpul  dater  (see-
§83:10007e)
g-Genvertaverage-lo i Blu-or-lb/GWh-Hg- | Retentiah-maximurm-armual-heat-input-in-
emission-rate-to-bfyear it -you-are-at- FBtu--or--potential- maximur - electricity-
templingde--meet-—the29:0-lblyear| generated-in-GWh:
threshoeld:
S-Gulfur-dionide{(SOu)mwvevann 5 CGEMS - wwwwamen artnstalherifyoperaterand-maintain: | Rar-Fa-ofdhis-chapterand-§63:30640(@)
the-GEMS: and-(f-
brinstall--operater-and-maintain-the-dik | Rark-¥b-of-this-chapter-and-§63.10810( @y
went--gag;-flow-rate-andior-moisture-|  o)-{e)-and-{d)-
menitorng-systems:
e~Gonvert-hourly-emissions-coneentra- | Method--19--F-factor-methodology--at--ap-
tiong-to-30-boller-operating-day-rolling:| pendin-A-Fdo-part-86-ofthis-chapter-or
average-bMMBtu-or-bAMWh-emissions-|  esleulate-using-mass-emissiong-sate
rates: end-  grosse  oulput  deler {see
§63:10067e))-

B i8-ImappendixA-tePart 63

B #-Revisesectiond#d-inMethod 308
B boRevisesectont-in-Method-308:
B &-Remeoveand-reserve-seation F: 22 da-
Method-308:

B drRevisesechons Zoth @8 8oddr Ol
3 2and-1d-in-Mothod-308:

B eoAedd-sectionste5and- 43040
Meothod-308«

B £-Revise-sestions St d-and 9:2.3-10-
Methed 320

B grRevisesecHortd9-inMetrod-3253:

B brReviseseetion8:2:1:8, Figure-8:3

anchsection 8:53:2 i Method-325A

W i-Addd sectons & 2:3:8-and 843 Hr-

Method 3258

| j‘.‘RBV‘iSﬁ‘.‘:‘.‘t&ﬁt‘iﬁﬁb“g:‘3‘.‘2‘.;‘9.‘}8‘;‘1&‘.‘3‘:2‘.‘5;‘

and-12.2:.2-in-Mothod- 3258«

B k- Removesestions32.%:3-and-$ 3384

inr-Method-825B:~

B }-RevisetabledZ b in-Method-3258:-
Therevisiens-and-additions-read-as-

folowrss

Eﬁ%ﬁ?’iﬁmm averages ﬁ_‘fe”? 1

IR, AN L D (X D)

where V=

. A X A A

Methoed 308-—Procedure for Betermination-
of Methanol-Emission-From-Stationary
Sources:
N N
o Sunmeryof e tivod-
Aegassample-is-extracted-from-the-

sampling pointin-the stack:-Fhe-methanobis-

cotlected-in-deionized-distilled- wateramd-
adsorbed-orsitica-gel-The sample-is-

2 See-Fables-T-and-2-to-this subpast-for required-
sample volumes-and/or sampline. remr times:

A

returned-to-the luboratory where the-
metharolimthe-waterfraction-is-sepurated-
fromretherorganiccomponsdy-with-a-gas
ahromutograph-{GE)-and-is-then-measured-by-
aflamedonizstion-detecter (- Hre-
fractiomadsorbed-omsilice-gel-is-extracted-
with-deionized-distied-water-und-is then-
separated-and-measured-by GGATB

Appendix-A-to-Part-63--Test-Methods-
RN Fa Ha He e

Method 303--Betermination-of Visible-
Emisstons From-By-Product-Goke Gven:
Batteries-
o K E. Ao Lo
42d-Average-Buration-of VE-fram-
Chuarging-Operations:-Lse-Bquation-303-3-ta-
calewtate the-datly-30-day-rotling log-average-
afseconds of-visible emissionyfrom-the
charging-operation-foreach-batterywsing:
these-eurrent-dayls-observations-and-the-29.
previovs-valid-daily-sets-ofabservations:

(Eq. 303-3)
P Reserved)
B .. - AL A

Poed:Bo-Methanol Standurds-for-Adsorbent
Tube-Samples:-Prepare-a-series-of methanel
gtunduards-by-first-pipetting 10-mb-of-the-
metlranal-working stasdard-inte-w-1:08-mb-
valvmeticdaskund-dilutingthe contents-ta-
exactly-100-mb-withr-detontzed-distitled-
water-This-stendurd-will contain-10-peimlb-af
methamol-Pipette 515 and-25-ml-of this-
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starrdardy respectivelysinte-three 50-mb-
valwmetric-fasie:-Dilute eaclr solutian-to-50-
mbwith-deiontred-distitled-water:--Fhese-
standerds-wvitl-have-4;-3;and-Spgimb-of
methanal respectively- Fransfer-ald four-
stendards-inte-4O-mbglassvialseapped-with-
Teflon®-lned.septeawd-store- undear-
refrigeration-Biscard-any-excess-solution:

R KN A Ao A

B:t:@-Leake-Gheakrsrlealecheclebefore:
andafterthe sampling ren-is-mandatory: Flre
leal-check procedure-is-as-fottows:

Femporarilyattach-a-suitablefe:e00-tad0-
mb/mintrotametes-to-the-outlet-of e DG M;-
andrplace-gvaenunr gange at-or nearthe
probednlet: Plug the probeinlet; pulla-
saenrotat-teast-250 - mue-(d0-inak) - Hpor-
the-highest-vucuum-experienced-duringthe-
sampling-ran-and-note-the-How rate-as-

indicated -by-the rotametersA- tealoage rate-tn-
exeess-of-2-pereent-of thewverage -sumpling
rate-isweceptables
NeoterGarefully-release-the-probe-dlet plug-
befare-turning off-the-pump..
O - N T
SbMissellaneons-Quality-Contrab
Meuagures:- Fhe-following quality-conteol-
measures-are-reqitired:

Seetion-

Quality-control-measure-

Efeat-

wSampling-equipment-leak-check-and-calibration--
GEG-aatibration s
Methanel-apike-resovery-check-

+Ensures-acourate-rmeasurement-of sample-vo ke

-Ensures-pracision-of-GE-analysis:

~Merifies-alb-methanol-in-stask-gas-is-being-capiured-in-
impingefadsombenttube-setups

13:8:2Desorption-of Samples:-Add-3-ml-
obdeioniged-distiled-waterto-each-ofthe-
stoppered-vinls and-sheke-orvibrate-the vials
for-30-minuteys

A A HEa

A Eo

121 Nemenelature:

Cpp—-Goneentration-afmethanabin-the-fraont-
afthe-adsorbent-tube;pgimb-

Sy Goncentration-of methanot-in-the back-
ofthe-udyorbent-tuberpygimb

Ep=Gancentratian-of methanehin-tre-
snpinger-portion-af the sample-teaing
etk

B Muss-emission rate-ofmethasel - ygihr
(/R

my-=Total-mass-of compound-measured-in-
impingerund-un-adsorbent-with-ypiked-
train-fmgh-

mg my
m,, _——
Vs Vy
R my X vg
5

F3:0-Metod-Performanse-
Sinee-a-potentiatsample may-comrtain-a-
yarietyof-compounds-fronrvarious gouraes;
aupeciie-precision-lmitfor the-analysiy-of-
feldsumplesis-impractical-Precisiom-in-the-

range-of 540-10-pereent relative standard-
devistion-[RED)is-typical-for-pus-
chromategraphio-techaiques;-but-an-
experienced-rG-operator-with-a-reliable-
instramentcat readily-echieve-5-percent-
REB~Forthismethod; the-dallowing
combined-GG/operator-velues-are required:-

{a}-PrecisionCalibration-standard s -must-
meet-the-requirements-im-section 16240
$e2oBasapplicabdes

(b} Recovery-After-developing.an.
appropriate-semplingand-analytical-system-
for-the-pollutents-efinterestconduectthe-
following-spike-recovery-procedure-at-cack-

AP,
%V, = 50t

my=Totelmuss-of- componnd-messured-din-
smpingerand-on-adsorbentwith-unspileed-
train-tmgh-

mry=Musyper-voleme-ofspiked-componnd-
messured-fmgfh-

Mgt Fotal mass-of methanol vellected-in-
the-sample-trains g

Ppgr =Barometric-presyure-at-the-exit-orifice-
afthe B&M;ommn-Tg-fie-bhg)

Parg-=Stundurd-ubsolute-pressure; 760 -mnr-Hg-

{28:92-dnHygh
Qar = Dryvolumetria-stuck-ges How pate-
carrected-tostandard-conditionsy descmihe
{dueftlard-
Re=fraction-ofapiked-componnd resovered-
g-=theoreticsl concentration-(ppm)afspiked-
tarpebaomponnds

degrees-Ke-[*R}~

samphing pointwhere- the-method-is-being
apphed:-
i~Methanel-SpikerBetuptwotdentical
sumpling waing-Golocate the-bwo-sampling-
probesin-the-stack: The probes-shall-be-
pleced-in-the-same-horizantad-plane; where-
the-first-probetipis-2:5-cm-from-the-sutside-
edge-ofthe-other-One ofthe sempling traing-
shualt be-designated-the-spiked-train-amnd-the-

other-the-unspiked-train:-Spike-methanolinte-

thedmpingerand-onto-the-adsorbenttube-dn-
the spiked train priosto-sempling. The-tetal-
muss-efmethanotshatl-be-40-te-60-percent-
ofthe -mussexpected-to-be-cotlested-with-the-
nnspikedtrain-Semple-thestack-gas-into-the
o trains-simultanesusly-Analyeethe.

impingers-and-adsorbentsfrom-the-twa-tratns

utiliging-identical analytical-procedures-and-
instrunmentation-Determine-the-fraction-of

nax

P;

T =Steardurd-absolute-temperature; 293
degrees- K{528-2R}-
NygpoFrolume-afdrontalfudsorbentasmples
mb-
Vgye=Molwme-of baclkkalf udsssbent-sample;
Ak
Vr=Volme ofimpingersampleyrmb
VM= Bry-gas-volume as-measured-by-the-
Béhidy-cubiemeters{denth-dey-subie-
feetfdefi
¥y =DBrygasvalvmemeasured-by-the-
BEMcorrected-to-stundard-conditions;dry-
standurd-enbicmeters-{dsen)rdry-standard-
cubiefeet-{dsct)
E B B Ha
125 Recavery-Fraction(R)-

F

Equation 308-4

Equation 308-5

spiked-methanelrecovered-[R}-by-sombinimng
the-amouwnt-recovered-in-the- dmpinger-and-in-
the-adsorbenttuberusing the equations-in-
section-ds-Ressrervalues mustfalbhdn e
ranger re-<R<h30-Report the Rvahte-in-
the-testreports
it Reserved)
.

A A

..

Method-320-—Measurement-of- ¥apor-Phase-
Organic-and-Inersanic-Emissions By
Estractive Fourier-Fransform Infrared-
(FTIR}Speetroscopy-
T - V% .
S:3xdDetermine-tre-percent-ledlk.
velume % V- for-the-sigrab-integration time-
tgg ek For dRme s e the-Jarger-of 4Ry ar AR
wu-fotlowss

(2)
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50-=100% divided-bry-the leslecheck time-of-

Femaiabesas

Al . Ha He K.

DF = SFstri
SFs(din)

Where:

CS = DF = Spikey;, + Unspike (1 — DF)

DE-=DBilution-factor-af-the-spike-gasy thig
vihue shath-be-2=46:

Sy = SFg-tortracer-gas) concentratian-
measired-divectly-inundiluted-spike-
gy

SFsgpry = Diluted -EFg {or-tracer-gash
eoncerttration-messured-in-a-spiked-

wamples

CfOT'm@15%02

Method-325A—Volatile-Organic-Gompounds-

From-Fugitive-and-Area-Sources-Sampler

Beployment-and- VOE-Sample-Golection-

T &. S
SrdrbGAendra-samplermust-be-pleceds

near-knows-sources-of VOG- if-potential-

emission-seurces-are-within 56 -meters {146 2+

Spikegy=-Concentration of the-analyte in-the-
spike-standard-measured-by-filmgthe

FHR-cell-directly
G8 = Expected-concentation of the spiked-
saples-
Unspike=-Native-concentration-of unalytes-
imunspiked-samples:
Hn F Fw B £
(20.9-15)

Form (209-0,4)

feet}of-the-bonnduaryand-the-souree-op
sources-aretocated-between-two-moenitars:
Measure-the-distanee-fos) betwesn the e
meonitors-and-place-anothermonitor:
approximately hattway-between-bot2+46-
percentithre two meonitors-GOnly-one-extra-
sampler tsrequired-between bwo manitorsto-

s A
b sy,

&=

Gu2nF-Galowlate the-dilution catio-wsing:
the tracer gas-as-fallaws:-

(3

(4)

Method-3233-—Measurmentof-Formaldehyde-

Emissions From-Natural Gas-Fired-

Stationary-Sources-Acetyl Acetone

Berivitization-Method-

T - VN T
$+2:8Fermualdehyde Goncentration-

Gorrected-te-15%- (hreygen

e B £ E K

Eq. 323-8

gecountfor-krown sourees-of ¥OE:-For
examples in-Figare 8-y the-facitity-added-
threa-additional-nronttors{ien-tight-shaded-
samplerlocations)and-in-Figure 82y the
faeility-added-two-additional- menitors-to-
provide-sutficient coverage of-all-ares-
HOUTEeS

Additional monitors

27

— &

Refinery (20° Angle)

Note: Shaded sources are within 50 meters of the property boundary
and are located between two manitors. Additional coverage required
by this method was accomplished by placing the monitors halfway
hetween two existing monitors.




Figure-8:1Facility with-a-Regular Shape-

Between-750-and-1,500-Acres-in-Area-

A & & & ..
8:&:FdFor-facilittes-with-a-nrenttoring:

perimeter-length-greater than-orequal-te-

74315 meters {24;000- feet); sampling-locutions-

are-spaced 61676 meters{2;000-+-260-feet):
aprarts

SrdB-GMuless-atherwise spocitied inan-
applicable-regulation, permit-orother
requirement; for-smull-discoaneated-subureas.
with-larewn sonrces-within 50 -meters {362+
{feet]ofthe-monitosing-perimetery sampling
pointsweed-not-be-placed-closer than-452-
meters-(500-feet)apurtas-long-as o mindmum-
of-3-menitoring-locationsarensed-for-each-
subaress

8:d-53-When extenunating-circumstances-do-
not-permitsafe-deployment-or retrieval-of
passivesamplers-{eygrentreme-westher;
powerfatiuirelsampler-placement-ar
retrievalesrkierorlater-thamthe-prescribeds-

sehedute tsatlowed bt mwst-ooonr das-seon
as-wafe-voeesstosampling sites ts-possible:

Method-325B--Velatile- Organic Gompounds-
From-Fugitive-and-Area Sources:-Sampler-
Preparation-and-Analysis-
A A o A Ea.

G:3:2Field-blanksmmstbe-shipped-tothe-
monitoring site-with-the sampling fubes-and-
must-be-stered-at-the-vamplinglocation
throughout-the-moaitering-exercise. The-field:
blamks-must-bednstalledundera-protectives
hesdicover-abt-thesamplinglocationy-but-the
long-term-storage-caps-must remain in-place-
throughoutthe-monitoringpoeriadysea
Method-325A)-The-field-blanks-are-then-
shipped-back-to-the-laboratory-in-the same-
contatneras-the sumpled-tubes-Gollect-at-
least-twre field blanie sumples-per-sampling:
pertad-to-ensure-samyple-integrity-assaciated-
with-shipmentrcolectionyand-storages
& & &L AL &

B3 Routine-GEV-at-thre Start-afa-
SeguenserRuntGEibefore-cach-seguence-af

(Mmeas)* 10°

C. =

1

tss ]5
* *
Untp [298.15 t

Where:

Mimens = The-mass-ofthe-compound-as-
meastrethin-tro-sorbent-dabe-fpgh

t=The-expostre-time-{mintes)

ty-=TFhe-averagetemperature-during the-
sollection-pertod-at-the-sampling
site-{K)

e = Fhe-method-defined-diffusives
uptale-rate-feampling ratepbmlb

NeotesDiffusive-uptake-rates-{Uyrp}-for-
commen-VOGsusing carbon-secbents-
packed-irte-sorbent-tubes-oftre-
dimensions-specifiedin-section:dyare
listed-in-Table-12:1--Adjust-anslytical:
conditions-to-keep-expected-sampled-
srasseswithinsrange-fseo-sections
1334013 b5 h-Best-pessibles
method-detection-Hmits-ave-typicalty-tn-

anslysesund-after-every-tenth-samypleto
ensure-that-the previcus-mmtt-level-
calibrationfseesection-$0:0h dsvstibwalich
A &L A& & e

14:3:2:5-Whenever-the-thermal:
desorption—GEAS analyticat method s
changed-or-major-equipment-maintenance-is-
performed;youw must-conduet-a-new-five-
{eveleulibration-{seeseation-10:.0-Systerm-
calibration remainsvalid-asJong-as resulty-
from-subsequent- GEV-are-swithin-30-percent-
ofthe -mostrecent-S-point-calibration-(see-
section-S:13 - Inclide-relevant-GEV-data-dn
the-supportinginformeation-in-the data-report:
for-each-vet-of samples
ko K F Ao Lo

$2:2: 2--Determine-the-equivalent
eoneentrations-of componnds-in-atmospheres-
ws-follows-Gorrecttarget-componnd-
concentrations detenmined-atthe sempling:
sitetemperature-and-atmospherie-pressure-to-
stundard-conditons-[26-26-amd-FE0-mm-
merenryusingrEquaton3d:5y

Eq. 12.5

the-orderof 0.3-ppb-for-3;3-butadiene-
ane-8:05-ppb-for-volatile-gromaties-such-
as-benzenefor-dd-day-rnonitering:
Howeveractunhbdetectrombimitswilds
depend-uponthe-analytical- conditions:
selected:
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FABLE- 1+ SUMMARY 6F GEMS-ANALYSIS QUALT--GENTREL-PROGEBURES-
Rarameter- Frequensy- Acceptance-eriteria- Georrective-action-
Bromofluerobenzene:  Instrument-| Dailya-prior-io-sample-analysis--Evaluation-eriteria-presented-—in-| (13-Retune-and-or-
Fune-Redformance-Gheck: Section-9.5-and-Table-9.2- 2y-Pedom-Maintenance:-

Five--point-—calibration-bracketing-
the-expected-sample--concenira-
tion:

Galibration-Verification-{6GY-Bec-
ond- soUreEe- calibration.
verification check):

Eﬁb&FaiBW‘anK‘A‘ﬂainilS“::‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.‘.“

Follewing--any-major-change;-re-
pair-orsairtenance-or-i-daily.
G6Y-dees-not-meet-method-re-
guirements.-Recalibration-not-to-
exceed-three-months:

Folewing-the-calibration- curre -

-Baily a-following-bromefluere-ben-
zene-and-ealibrationeheck:

priorto-sample-analysis:

-One-tube-analyzed-for.each-batch-
of-tubes-cleaned-or-10-pereent-
of-fubes-whicheveris-greater

{1)--Pereent-Deviation-(%DEV)-of-

response-factorns.+30%:

{2p—RelativeRetertion—TFimes-
(RRTs)-for-target-poaks- +0.06-

urits-from-mean-RRT-

-The--respense--factor- +30%--DEY-
from--calibration-curve--average-

response-factor:

{43 <02 ppbv-per-analyte-of 8-

times-theLOB, -whichever-is:
greater:
{2 temalk-Standard-{15-area-re-

sponse-+408%-and-18-Retention-
Fime-(RFy +0:33-min--of-most

recent-galibration-check:
«0.2-ppbv-per VYOG fargeted-com-

pound-or3-timestheLO5;-

whicheveris-greater:

G- area - response: +40%-and-15-
RT. «0.33 minof-most-recent

calibration-validation:

1)---Repeat---calibration--—sample-
analysis-

2y-Repeat-linearity-check:~

{3)-Rrepare new-calibration-stand-

ards-as-necessary-and--repeat:

analysig-
{1)-Repeat-calibration- chegk-
{2y Repeat-calibration-curve

{H)--Repeat--analysis-with-—rew-

blanik-tube-
{2y Chesk-systerm-foreaks;—con-
tarnination
{3y-Analyze-additional-blank:

Re-clean--alk-tubes--in-batch-and-

reanalyze:

Fag--bata-for-possible--invalida-
HQH‘.“
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measured-target--analyte-or|  duedo-high-blank-bias-
comphance-limit:
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BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA-R09-0AR-2018-0222; FRL-9986-31-
Region 9]

Approval of Arizona Air Plan; Hayden
Lead Nonattainment Area Plan for the
2008 Lead Standard

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is approving a state
implementation plan (SIP) revision
submitted by the State of Arizona to
meet Clean Air Act (CAA or *Act”’)
requirements applicable to the Hayden
lead nonattainment arca (“Hayden Lead
NAA”}. The EPA is approving the basc
year emissions inventory, the
attainment demonstration, the control
strategy, including reasonably available
control technology and reasonably
available control measurcs
demonstrations, the reasonable further
progress demonstration, and the
contingency measure as mecting the
requirements of the CAA and the EPA’s
implementing regulations for the 2008
lead national ambicnt air quality
standard (NAAQS). We also find that
the State has demonstrated that the
Arizona SIP meets the new source
review (NSR) requirements of CAA
scction 172(c)(5) for the Hayden Lead
NAA.

DATES: This final rule is cffective on
December 14, 2018.

ADDRESSES: The EPA has cstablished a
docket for this action under Docket ID
No. EPA-R0O9-0AR-2018-0222. All
documents in the docket are listed on
the hitps://www.regulations.gov
wobsite. Although listed in the index,
some information is not publicly
available, e.g., Confidential Business
Information (CBI) or other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute.
Certain other material, such as
copyrighted material, is not placed on

the internet and will be publicly
available only in hard copy form.
Publicly available docket materials are
available through https://
www.regulations.gov, or please contact
the person identified in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT scction for
additional availability information.
FCR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ginger Vagenas, EPA Region [X, 415—
972-3964, Vagenas.Ginger@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this document, the terms

“we,” “us,”’ and “our” mean the EPA.
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I. Background

Lead is generally emitted in the form
of particles that are deposited in water,
soil, and dust. People may be exposed
to lead by inhaling it or by ingesting
lead-contaminated food, water, soil, or
dust. Once in the body, lead is quickly
absorbed into the bloedstream and can
result in a broad range of adverse health
cffects including damage to the central
nervous system, cardiovascular
function, kidneys, immune system, and
red blood cells. Children are
particularly vulnerable to lead exposure,
in part because they are more likely to
ingest lead and in part because their
still-developing bodies are more
sensitive to the effects of lead. The
harmful effects to children’s developing
nervous systems (including their brains)
arising from lead exposure may include
I0}1 loss, poor academic achicvement,
long-term learning disabilities, and an
increased risk of delinquent behavior.

The EPPA first established a lead
standard in 1978 at 1.5 micrograms per
meter cubed (ug/m3) as a quarterly
average.2 Basced on new health and
scientific data, the EPA revised the
federal lead standard to 0.15 ug/m?3 and

1 3 -Gintetkizence quotient)-is-a-seore-cxeated-by-
dividing-a-person's-mental age seorerobtained-by-
administering an-intelligence testy- by the personrs.
chronolosical-age: hoth-expressed-in-terms of years:
and-months.lodsaryof bnportant Assessment-
and-Measurement-Terms; Philadelphia: P
National-Comncil-on Measurement-inSducation:
2616

243 FR 46246 (I ctober 54078}

revised the averaging time for the
standard on Octeber 15, 2008.3 A
violation of the standard occurs when
ambicnt lead concentrations exceed 0.13
ug/m? averaged over a 3-month rolling
period.

Following the promulgation of a new
or revised NAAQS, the EPA is required
by the CAA to designate arcas
throughout the United States as
attaining or not attaining the NAAQS.
This process is sct forth in section
107(d)(1) of the Act. After initially being
designated unclassifiable due to
insufficient monitoring data, the
Hayden arca was redesignated
nonattainment on September 3, 2014,
cffective Octeber 3, 2014.45 The
designation of the Hayden area as
nonattainment for the 2008 lead
NAAQS triggered requircments under
scction 191(a) of the CAA requiring
Arizona to submit a STP revision with a
plan to attain the standard as
expeditiously as practicable, but no later
than October 3, 2019.

The Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality (ADEQ) is the air
quality agency that develops SIP
revisions for the Hayden area. The SIP
revision for the Hayden Lead NAA,
entitled “SIP Revision: Hayden Lead
Nonattainment Arca” (2017 Hayden
Lead Plan™ or “Plan™) was adopted by
ADEQ on March 3, 2017, and submitted
to the EPA on the same day.® The Plan
includes a 2012 base year cmissions
inventory, a demonstration that controls
required under the Plan are sufficient to
bring the arca into attainment of the
2008 lead NAAQS, an analysis that
demonstrates reasonably available
control measures/reasonably available
control technology (RACM/RACT)
levels of control are required to be
implemented, a demonstration that the
Plan provides for reasonable further
progress (RFTP) towards attainment, and
a contingency measure that will be
implemented if the arca fails to make

3 73 FR-66964-(Novenrher 122008} (#ead-
NAAS et

4 720-FR-522 05

b For-m-exact deseription of the Ifavden-head
N see40-CFR-04:3603-

8 Leterdated-Mareh-3: 204 Frfrom-FimothyH»
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