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March 29, 2024
MR JEFFREY ROBINSON
BRANCH CHIEF AIR PERMITS AND MONITORING
US ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY REGION 6
1445 ROSS AVE STE 1200
DALLAS TX  75202-5766

Re:	Executive Director’s Response to EPA Order on Petition VI-2017-6
Permit Numbers:  O1513
INEOS US Chemicals Company
Texas City Chemical Plant
Texas City, Galveston County
Regulated Entity Number:  RN102536307
Customer Reference Number:  CN600126775
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On July 21, 2021, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 6 Office signed a letter identifying objections to the issuance of the proposed federal operating permit O1513 for the above referenced site in response to a petition filed on April 4, 2017. In accordance with Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 122.360 (30 TAC § 122.360), the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) shall resolve any objection and revise the permit if necessary.
  
EPA objections are addressed in a pending permit minor revision application (FOP O1513/Project 32580) that was submitted on August 17, 2021. The TCEQ has completed a technical review and offers the enclosed responses to facilitate resolution of the objections. The TCEQ has completed a technical review and offers the enclosed responses to facilitate resolution of the objections. In addition, the attached responses to the objections describe the changes, if applicable, that have been made to the proposed permit and supporting statement of basis (SOB). The proposed permit and SOB are attached for your review. 

[bookmark: _Hlk142047206]The public announcement period will begin April 2, 2024, and end May 2, 2024.  In addition, if no comments are received, the EPA review period will run concurrent with the announcement and will end on May 17, 2024.  If comments are received, you will be notified.  

Consistent with Title 30 TAC § 122.360, please provide an indication of your acceptance or assessment of the responses and resolutions to the granted portions of the petition as soon as possible.





Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.  If you have any other questions, please contact Ms. Camilla Widenhofer (512) 239-1028.


Sincerely,

[image: Graphic of handwritten signature of Samuel Short, Division Director, TCEQ]

Samuel Short, Deputy Director
Air Permits Division
Office of Air
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

cc:	Ms. Jennifer Himes, Environmental Supervisor, INEOS US Chemicals Company, Texas City
	Air Pollution Manager, Air and Water Pollution Services, Galveston County Health District, La Marque
	Air Section Manager, Region 12 - Houston
Air Permit Section Chief, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6-Dallas (Electronic copy)

Enclosure:	TCEQ Executive Director’s Response to EPA Objection
Proposed Permit
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S RESPONSE TO EPA ORDER

The Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ or commission) Executive Director (ED) provides this Response to an EPA Order as a result of a public petition on the INEOS US Chemicals Company, effective Federal Operating Permit (FOP) No. O1513.  As required by Title 30 Texas Administrative Code § 122.360 (30 TAC § 122.360) the permits remain effective and the ED shall have 90 days from the receipt of an EPA objection to resolve any objection and, if necessary, terminate or revise the permit. The comments included in the public petition and EPA objections are summarized in this response. 

BACKGROUND

Procedural Background

[bookmark: _Hlk161992783]The Texas Operating Permit Program requires that owners and operators of sites subject to 30 Tex. Admin. Code (TAC) Chapter 122 obtain a FOP that contains all applicable requirements to facilitate compliance and improve enforcement.  The FOP does not authorize construction or modifications to facilities, and it does not authorize emission increases.  To construct or modify a facility, the responsible party must have the appropriate new source review authorization.  If the site is subject to 30 TAC Chapter 122, the owner or operator must submit a timely FOP application for the site and ultimately must obtain the FOP to operate.  INEOS US Chemicals Company applied to the TCEQ for a minor revision (project 32580) to the FOP O1513 for the Texas City Chemical Plant located in Texas City, Galveston County on August 17, 2021, in response to the July 21, 2021, EPA Region 6 Order.

In accordance with state and federal rules, the permit minor revision may not be issued until TCEQ resolves EPA’s order.

Description of Site

INEOS US Chemicals Company's Texas City Chemical Plant, located in Texas City, Galveston County, Texas, consists of six major production units: Paraxylene Complex, Polybutene Unit, No. 1 Metaxylene Unit, No. 2 Metaxylene Unit, Propylene Concentration Unit, and Chemical Docks. The facility is a major source of volatile organic compounds, nitrogen oxides, carbon monoxide, hazardous air pollutants, and greenhouse gases, and is subject to title V of the CAA. Emission units within the facility are also subject to the PSD program, other preconstruction permitting requirements, and various New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) and National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP).

Claim B: The Petitioners Claim That "The Proposed Permit Fails to Assure Compliance with Emission Limits and Operating Requirements Established by BP's New Source Review Permits."

Claim B.1: Monitoring of NOx and CO from combustion units

Direction to TCEQ: TCEQ must amend the title V permit and/or permit record to ensure that the title V permit contains sufficient monitoring to assure compliance with the relevant NOx and CO limits in Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782. TCEQ could add additional monitoring requirements directly to BP Amoco's title V permit, or it could add such monitoring requirements to Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 and then promptly revise the title V permit to incorporate the updated version of Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782. In either case, as discussed further with respect to Claim B.4, the title V permit must ultimately contain the necessary monitoring in order to resolve the EPA's objection.

The EPA observes that when TCEQ renewed Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 in 2020, it included a new attachment (Attachment E) addressing monitoring requirements applicable to the units implicated by Claim B.1.27. Specifically, with respect to both NOx and CO emissions from units HF-204 and HF-601, the latest version of Attachment E now identifies the following monitoring:

"Continuously monitor the fuel flow and firing rates," and the following short-term and annual emission rates calculations: "Fuel firing rate and stack test data." Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782. Considering these additions, the monitoring regime for the units at issue now consists of a one-time stack test completed prior to 2003 (used to develop an emission factor), followed by continuous monitoring of fuel flow and firing rates. Notably, this monitoring regime has not yet been incorporated into the title V permit.

If TCEQ determines that this updated monitoring regime is sufficient to assure compliance with the relevant NOx and CO limits on Units HF-204 and HF-601, it must provide (or clearly reference) this justification within the title V permit record when it revises the title V permit to include the newest version of Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782. This justification should address the issues identified in the public comments and in the EPA's response to this claim. As with other changes that TCEQ will make to the Permit and/or permit record, any such decision would be subject to EPA review and the public's opportunity to petition.

Response to Claim B.1
[bookmark: _Hlk161834145]As directed by EPA, the proposed title V permit incorporates updated requirements for 30 TAC Chapter 117 for units PX1-H104 and PX2-H1104 to ensure compliance with the relevant NOx and CO limits and special conditions in the revised NSR Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 (issued 03/07/2024).  

NSR Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782, special condition 9 states:

Emissions of NOx, carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide (SO2), particulate matter (PM), and VOC from combustion sources associated with this permit shall be determined in accordance with the following emission factors:
NOx Emissions
The NOx emissions from heaters and boilers greater than 100 MMBtu/hr shall be based on available data from the continuous emissions monitor (CEM).  Available stack test data may be used to calculate NOx emissions from those combustion sources less than 100 MMBtu/hr and not equipped with a CEM.  If neither continuous emissions monitoring system (CEMS) nor stack test data is available, then vendor guarantees may be used.  The AP-42 emission factors may be used for the calculations if no other data is available.
CO Emissions
The CO emissions from heaters and boilers greater than 100 MMBtu/hr shall be based on available data from the CEM.  Available stack test data may be used to calculate NOx emissions from those combustion sources less than 100 MMBtu/hr and not equipped with a CEM.  If neither CEMS nor stack test data is available, then vendor guarantees may be used.  The AP-42 emission factors may be used for the calculations if no other data is available.

Also, with respect to the NOx and CO emissions from units HF-204 and HF-601, Attachment E included in the latest version of NSR Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 (issued 03/07/2024) identifies revised monitoring that is sufficient to demonstrate compliance with the applicable NOx and CO emission limits.

In addition, the applicable requirements summary (ARS) table in the proposed permit (see pages 157-210) documents the monitoring, reporting, recordkeeping and testing (MRRT) requirements for units PX1-H104 and PX2-H1104 that are subject to 30 TAC Chapter 117, Subchapter B.

Claim B.2: Monitoring of VOC and benzene from flares

Direction to TCEQ:  The EPA directs TCEQ to evaluate--in light of the technical considerations described in the preceding paragraphs and TCEQ's stated position that "operating an assisted flare in compliance with 40 CFR 60.18 does not ensure that the flare will achieve 98 percent DRE" - to what extent additional monitoring is necessary to ensure that BP Amoco's steam-assisted flares achieve a 98 percent VOC destruction efficiency, and to revise the Permit and/or permit record accordingly.

Based on experience, the EPA anticipates that, in addition to the provisions already contained within Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782, it will be necessary to monitor the flow and composition of assist steam and any supplemental gases (e.g., natural gas) combusted by the flare, in order to calculate the NHVcz, before presuming that BP Amoco's flares achieve a 98 percent VOC destruction efficiency. To this end, TCEQ should consider adding permit terms mirroring the monitoring and calculation methodologies in the EPA's refinery regulations-specifically, 40 C.F.R. § 63.670(i) and (m). Such a monitoring regime, in conjunction with the existing conditions of Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782, should provide sufficient information to indicate whether the flares are achieving a 98 percent VOC destruction efficiency. To the extent any permit terms require the installation of new monitoring equipment, TCEQ could provide a
reasonable lead time before such equipment is operational to allow for installation and calibration.
TCEQ could either add such monitoring requirements directly to BP Amoco's title V permit, or it could add such monitoring requirements to Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 and then promptly revise the title V permit to incorporate the updated version of Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782. In either case, as discussed further with respect to Claim B.4, the title V permit must ultimately contain the necessary monitoring in order to resolve the EPA's objection.

If TCEQ determines that a different approach from the one suggested by the EPA would sufficiently resolve the technical issues identified in the preceding paragraphs, it must provide a justification for this decision within the permit record. As with other changes that TCEQ will make to the Permit and/or permit record, any such decision would be subject to EPA review and the public's opportunity to petition.

Response to Claim B.2  
NSR permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 has been amended effective March 7, 2024, to include monitoring requirements sufficient to yield reliable data that assures compliance with applicable state and federal regulations and terms and conditions of the permit. As directed by EPA, the revised NSR Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 (issued 03/07/2024) is incorporated by reference in the proposed title V permit.

The petitioners claim that current permitting of the VOC and benzene emissions associated with steam assisted flares FL-201, FL-351, and FL-401 do not reliably determine emissions in mass per unit of time as they do not account for the potential for over-steaming and the impact that can have on destruction efficiency.  Directions from the EPA to TCEQ were to include additional monitoring for flow of the assist steam to calculate the net heating value of the combustion zone and prove the flare is achieving the required 98% combustion efficiency.  Special Condition 5 was revised in permit 1176 to reflect meeting 40 CFR § 63.670(e) specifications of minimum heating value and assist gas monitoring by December 1, 2024.  Special Condition 38 was added to track emissions from the supplemental fuel used in FL-201 as required for projected actual use.

Claim B.3: Monitoring of VOC and benzene from tanks

[bookmark: _Hlk94600084]Direction to TCEQ: TCEQ must ensure that the Permit contains monitoring and recordkeeping of the appropriate site-specific operating conditions that are used as inputs, in order to ensure that the AP-42 equations yield reliable emissions estimates for VOC tank emissions. Additionally, to the extent that either these AP-42 equations or other compliance demonstration methodologies related to tank emissions rely on certain set or assumed values (e.g., the use of maximum pump rates) identified in a permit application, TCEQ must amend the permits to specifically identify the location of such values. See the EPA's response to Claim B.4. TCEQ could either add such monitoring requirements directly to BP Amoco's title V permit, or it could add such monitoring requirements to Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 and then promptly revise the title V permit to incorporate the updated version of Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782. In either case, as discussed further with respect to Claim B.4, the title V permit must ultimately contain the necessary
monitoring in order to resolve the EPA's objection. As with other changes that TCEQ will make to the Permit and/or permit record, any such decision would be subject to EPA review and the public's opportunity to petition.

Response to Claim B.3 
As directed by EPA, NSR permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 has been amended effective March 7, 2024, to include VOC tank emission monitoring requirements sufficient to yield reliable data that assures compliance with applicable state and federal regulations and terms and conditions of the permit. Also as directed, the revised NSR Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 (issued 03/07/2024) is incorporated by reference in the proposed title V permit.


Claim B.4: Monitoring of PM from cooling towers

Direction to TCEQ: TCEQ must ensure that the TV permit includes monitoring sufficient to assure compliance with the emission limits relevant to PM from the cooling towers. The EPA appreciates that TCEQ followed through on its commitment to include more specific monitoring of PM from cooling towers in the 2020 version of Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782. When TCEQ incorporates the 2020 version of Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 into the title V permit, this should resolve the initial issue identified in this particular petition claim-that is, the lack of any such monitoring identified in the 2013 version of Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782. The EPA reserves judgment as to the sufficiency of these conditions. As with other changes that TCEQ will make to the Permit and/or permit record, any such decision would be subject to EPA review and the public's opportunity to petition when TCEQ incorporates the latest version of Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 into the title V permit.

Response to Claim B.4
As directed by EPA, NSR permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 has been amended effective March 7, 2024, to include PM cooling tower emission monitoring requirements sufficient to yield reliable data that assures compliance with applicable state and federal regulations and terms and conditions of the permit. Also as directed, the revised NSR Permit No. 1176/PSDTX782 (issued 03/07/2024) is incorporated by reference in the proposed title V permit.

Claim B.5: Monitoring associated with PBRs

Direction to TCEQ: TCEQ should specify the monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting that assures compliance with the requirements of the PBRs that apply to non-insignificant units in the BP Amoco title V permit. If any underlying PBRs contain monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting, TCEQ should identify those PBRs in the permit record and determine if the monitoring in those PBRs is adequate. On the other hand, if any PBRs do not contain any underlying monitoring, recordkeeping, or reporting, like 30 TAC§ 106.472, then TCEQ should specify what monitoring, recordkeeping, or reporting will assure compliance with the requirements of those PBRs and the emission limits in 30 TAC 106.4(a)(l) as they apply to units authorized by those PBRs. If the title V permit, Chapter 116 NSR permits, NSPS, NESHAP, or enforceable representations in an application already contain adequate terms to assure compliance with PBRs, then TCEQ should amend the Permit to identify such terms and explain in the permit record how these other requirements assure compliance with the requirements and emission limits for each PBR that applies to significant units. However, if the title V permit and all enforceable, properly incorporated documents do not contain monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting sufficient to assure compliance with the PBR requirements, then TCEQ must add such terms to the Permit.

The EPA-notes that TCEQ is planning to specify the monitoring for certain PBRs in a PBR Supplemental Table provided by applicants. See Letter from Tonya Baer, Deputy Director of Air, TCEQ, to David Garcia, Director, Air and Radiation Division, Region 6, U.S. EPA, Permits by Rule Programmatic Changes at 2 (May 11, 2020) (the May 11, 2020, Baer Letter). Specifically, the EPA understands that TCEQ is now requiring title V applicants to fill out the PBR Supplemental Table, which TCEQ will then incorporate into the title V permit through a general condition in the title V permit. E.g., Colorado Bend I Power Title V Permit No. 02887 at 5, Special Condition 7 (March 11, 2021). However, title V applications can be hundreds of (if not over a thousand) pages long, and a search of the TCEQ online database will usually return multiple title V applications for a specific facility that has had multiple revisions and renewals.
Thus, a general statement incorporating the PBR Supplemental Table without providing additional information detailing where the table is located is not specific enough to meet the standards related to IBR described with respect to Claim B.4. In order to satisfy the requirement in title V that the Permit "set forth," "include," or "contain" monitoring to assure compliance with all applicable requirements, a special condition incorporating the PBR Supplemental Table would need to include, at minimum, the date of the application and specific location of the table, for example by providing a page number from the application. Alternatively, a more straightforward approach that would obviate these PBR-related concerns would be for TCEQ to directly include (i.e., attach) this PBR Supplemental Table as an enforceable part of the title V permit itself.

Additionally, although this table requires the applicant to specify monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting for "claimed (not registered)" PBRs, the table does not appear to address monitoring for registered PBRs. For registered PBRs, the EPA understands that TCEQ intends to start having applicants include monitoring in the registration form.62 However, TCEQ has not indicated how it will appropriately incorporate that monitoring into an enforceable part of the title V permit. The EPA understands that TCEQ's EPA-approved regulations state: "All representations with regard to construction plans, operating procedures, and maximum emission rates in any certified registration under this section become conditions upon which the facility permitted by rule shall be constructed and operated." 30 TAC§ 106.6(b). However, the fact that the PBR regulations state that information in the application will be conditions upon which the facility permitted by rule shall be constructed and operated has little to no bearing on whether
those provisions are "included" or "contained" in a title V permit, as required by the Act, the EPA's regulations, and TCEQ's EPA-approved regulations. E.g., 42 U.S.C. § 7661c(c).63 For a requirement to be included in a title V permit, the permit must include it (or properly incorporate it by reference).

As explained with respect to Claim B.4, IBR is a prominent feature of TCEQ's title V program. When the EPA approved the Texas title V program, the EPA balanced the streamlining benefits of IBR against the value of a more detailed title V permit and approved TCEQ' s use of IBR for PBRs, provided the program was implemented correctly. See 66 Fed. Reg. 63318, 63321-32 (December 6, 2001).  In its program approval, the EPA indicated that monitoring specified in the terms and conditions of a minor NSR permit could be incorporated into the title V permit. The EPA did not suggest that unidentified application representations for minor NSR permits or PBRs would automatically be considered to be incorporated by reference into a title V permit as adequate monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting. Rather, as far as application representations are concerned, TCEQ's EPA-approved title V regulations expressly require that such representations be identified in the permit itself. See 30 TAC § 122.140 ("The only representations in a permit application that become conditions under which a permit holder shall
operate are the following: ...any representation in an application which is specified in the
permit as being a condition under which the permit holder shall operate." (emphasis added)).
Therefore, TCEQ should include or identify the monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting from the application forms for registered PBRs (in addition to the claimed but not registered PBRs). With these changes and provided the PBR Supplemental Table is either included or sufficiently incorporated by reference into the title V permit, the title V permit should include identifiable monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting necessary to assure compliance with the emission limits and standards in the PBRs.

To the extent that any PBRs apply solely to insignificant units, TCEQ should make those clarifications in the permit and permit record, as necessary, and evaluate whether the general monitoring conditions are or are not sufficient to assure compliance for these insignificant units. The EPA notes that TCEQ has begun including a list of PBRs that only apply to insignificant units in the statement of basis for title V permits. For example, in the statement of basis of Title V Permit No. 03027 for Odfjell Terminal Houston, the TCEQ noted that the following PBRs apply only to insignificant units: 30 TAC§§ 106.102, 106.122, 106.141, 106.143, 106.148, 106.149, 106.161, 106.162, 106.163, 106.229, 106.241, 106.242, 106.243,
106.244, 106.266, 106.301, 106.313, 106.316, 106.317, 106.318, 106.319, 106.331, 106.333, 106.372, 106.391, 106.394, 106.414, 106.415, 106.431, 106.432, 106.451, 106.453, 106.471, 106.531. See e.g., Statement of Basis for Draft Title V Permit for Odfjell Terminal Houston at 7- 8 (December 20, 2020). The EPA directs TCEQ to make similar clarifications for the BP Amoco title V permit and then determine if the monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting in Special Conditions 21 and 22 are sufficient for these insignificant units.

Claim C: The Petitioners Claim That "The Proposed Permit's Defective Method of Incorporating [PBR] Requirements by Reference Fails to Assure Compliance with Applicable Requirements."

Direction to TCEQ: The EPA understands that TCEQ has begun a process to clarify which PBRs only apply to insignificant units at all facilities as their title V permits are renewed. See e.g., ·statement of Basis for Draft Title V Permit for Odfjell Terminal Houston at 7-8 (December 20, 2020). To the extent any PBRs in the BP Amoco title V permit apply to insignificant units, TCEQ should make those clarifications in the Permit and permit record, as necessary. If TCEQ makes those changes, the title V permit would likely contain sufficient information on these PBRs to satisfy the requirements of the CAA and TCEQ's approved program. In White Paper Number 2, the EPA explained that Part 70 allowed "considerable discretion to the permitting authority in tailoring the amount and quality of information required" for insignificant units in title V permits. White Paper Number 2 at 30. The EPA explained that applicable requirements related to insignificant units can be addressed in title V permits with minimal or no reference to any specific emissions unit, activity, or emissions information. White Paper Number 2 at 4, 31. If TCEQ amends the title V permit or permit record to identify those PBRs that only apply to insignificant units, without including any further information on the emissions or direct reference to applicable insignificant emission units, the EPA anticipates such an approach would be consistent with our guidance and the requirements of Title V of the CAA.

For the remaining PBRs that do not apply to insignificant units, as previously explained, the EPA
recognizes that TCEQ has also begun including in the statement of basis for permits an explanation of how the emission limits under 30 TAC§ 106.4(a)(l) apply to the units authorized by PBRs. See e.g., Statement of Basis for Draft Title V Permit for Odfjell Terminal Houston at 94-97 (December 20, 2020); Letter from Michael Wilson, Director, Air Permits Division, TCEQ, to Jeff Robinson, Director, Air and Radiation Division, Region 6, U.S. EPA, Executive Director 's Response to EPA Objections Regarding Permits by Rule (June 13, 2018) (the June 13, 2018, Wilson Letter). The EPA directs TCEQ to make analogous clarifications to the statement of basis for the BP Amoco title V permit, as appropriate, which the EPA anticipates will resolve this issue.

In addition, TCEQ must explain to which emission units the 10 PBRs identified in the Petition apply. If TCEQ believes that some or all PBRs identified in the Petition only apply to insignificant units, then TCEQ should provide such explanation in the permit record and include a list of those PBRs in the statement of basis. For the remaining PBRs that do not apply only to insignificant units, TCEQ could update the title V permit and list these PBRs next to the applicable emission units in the New Source Review Authorization References by Emission Unit table.

Finally, the EPA directs TCEQ to modify the title V permit to incorporate certified PBR registrations in a manner that clearly identifies each registration and the emission unit(s) to which it applies. The most straightforward way to do this would involve a reference to the registration numbers associated with each certified PBR registration. These registration numbers function like permit numbers, as they each identify a specific document that contains the specific requirements that apply to the source, including any certified source-specific emission limits taken per 30 TAC 106.6. Thus, the registration numbers point directly to the specific requirements that are applicable to the source. The registered PBR requirements themselves may be found either online, or in person at the TCEQ file room.

Incorporating certified registration numbers could be accomplished in various ways. The EPA understands that TCEQ intends to require permit applicants to fill out a PBR Supplemental Table, which will include registration numbers for all registered PBRs, in all title V applications submitted after August 1, 2020.72 Further, TCEQ will include the registration numbers in the New Source Review Authorization References by Emission Unit Table with the unit/group/process ID number to which they apply. The EPA expects that this practice would conform with TCEQ's EPA-approved regulations, 30 TAC 122.142(2)(B)(i), as well as the agreements underpinning the EPA's approval of the IBR of PBRs-namely that "PBRs will be cited to the lowest level of citation necessary to make clear what requirements apply to the facility."

Response to Claims B.5 and C
The proposed permit (PP) and statement of basis (SOB) are revised as follows: 
	
1. Consistent with the permits by rule (PBR) related programmatic changes made to Title V permits, the applicant has submitted a “PBR Supplemental Table” (OP-PBRSUP) dated March 17, 2022, in the application for project 32580 to list all PBRs applicable to the site, which include registered PBRs, claimed PBRs, and claimed PBRs for insignificant emission units. In addition, the PBR Supplemental table includes PBRs where applicability under 30 TAC Chapter 106 may be the only requirements applicable to an emission unit or an activity.
2. As shown in OP-PBRSUP Table, which is part of the permit record, the site lists registered PBRs in Table A, claimed but not registered PBRs in Table B, and PBRs for insignificant sources in Table C. Table D lists the monitoring requirements of PBRs listed in Tables A and B. In addition to monitoring information listed in Table D, the ED notes that detailed information about emission calculations, emission factors, etc., is accessible to the public as application representation for PBR registration number 47876 (see WCC content ID 6481308), for PBR registration number 83420 (see WCC content ID XX), PBR registration number 89998 (see WCC content ID 5868028), PBR registration number 90000 (see WCC content ID 5857837), PBR registration number 146684 (see WCC content ID 5868012), PBR registration number 150150 (see WCC content ID 5868013), PBR registration number 155479 (see WCC content ID 4089259), PBR registration number 156003 (see WCC content ID 4088122), PBR registration number 159263 (see WCC content ID 4416038), PBR registration number 159609 (see WCC content ID 5871783), PBR registration number 161914 (see WCC content ID 5868015), PBR registration number 163395 (see WCC content ID 5868016), and PBR registration number 164509 (see WCC content ID 5918115).
3. Revised Special Term and Condition 22 in the proposed permit as follows: “Permit holder shall comply with the requirements of New Source Review authorizations issued or claimed by the permit holder for the permitted area, including permits, permits by rule (including the terms, conditions, monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting identified in registered PBRs and permits by rule identified in the PBR Supplemental Tables dated March 17, 2022 in the application for project 32580), standard permits, flexible permits, special permits, permits for existing facilities including Voluntary Emissions Reduction Permits and Electric Generating Facility Permits issued under 30 TAC Chapter 116, Subchapter I, or special exemptions referenced in the New Source Review Authorization References attachment.”
4. [bookmark: _Hlk161992639]New Source Review Authorization References by Emissions Unit table in the proposed permit (pages 266-276) has been updated to include the emission units listed in the OP-PBRSUP tables.
5. New Source Review Authorization References table in the proposed permit (page 265) was updated to list NSR Permit Number 1176/PSDTX782, issued on 03/24/2024.
6. Revised the SOB to include a reference to the PBR Supplemental Table and Special Term and Condition 22. In addition, the Insignificant Activity list in the SOB has been expanded to include a link to the de minimis source list and references to PBRs that are not listed on the OP REQ1. 
7. As shown in OP-PBRSUP dated 03/17/2022, Table C, PBRs that apply solely to insignificant units include PBR 106.372 (effective 09/04/2000).
image2.jpeg




image1.png




