----- Forwarded by Rachel Goldstein/DC/USEPA/US on 10/19/2010 09:32 AM -----

  From:       "Sullivan, Pat" <PSullivan@SCSEngineers.com>                                                              

  To:         Rachel Goldstein/DC/USEPA/US@EPA                                                                          

  Date:       10/18/2010 05:30 PM                                                                                       

  Subject:    Subpart ZZZZ and JJJJ Applicability Inconsistencies                                                      

 

Rachel, per our discussion, here is a summary of the issue as we see it.  If you could pass this onto Melanie King and help us organize a conference call with her, that would allow us to work through this issue and find a way to resolve it.

 

Subpart ZZZZ, NESHAP for Stationary Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines (RICE):   This NESHAP applies to stationary RICE located at both major and area sources.  A stationary RICE is “existing” if the facility commenced construction (engine ordered) or reconstruction of the stationary RICE before June 12, 2006.  A stationary is “new” if the facility commenced construction (engine ordered) of the RICE on or after June 12, 2006.  Subpart ZZZZ requires new LFG engines at area sources to meet the MACT requirements by complying with 40 CFR Part 60 Subpart JJJJ, the NSPS for spark ignition engines.

 

There is a window of time where it appears that neither ZZZZ or JJJJ apply to engines “ordered” after June 12, 2006 but manufactured before January 1, 2008 for lean burn engines between 500 and 1350 bhp (e.g., CAT 3516s) or July 1, 2007 for engines over 1350 bhp (e.g., CAT 3520).  This wasn’t a big deal before the latest revisions to Subpart ZZZZ because the existing engines were exempt from or not covered in the ZZZZ requirements; however, with the August 20, 2010 Subpart ZZZZ rule revisions, we need to address the disconnect with USEPA. 

 

Some State agencies (i.e., WI and VA) have addressed this issue in Title V permits by stating that neither rule applies. I don’t believe it was USEPA’s intent to fully exempt engines in this time window.

 

Our industry position is that engines that fall into this “donut hole” situation should be classified as “existing” units per subpart ZZZZ and therefore follow the work practice standards; they clearly are exempt from Subpart JJJJ requirements.  This is supported by past discussions with Jaime Pagan of USEPA (former engine rule contact person).  The intent was to NOT subject existing ZZZZ engines to JJJJ requirements if the engines did not meet JJJJ applicability trigger dates (Notes from WM phone discussion with J. Pagan 2/23/2009).  Therefore, making these “in between” engines comply with the ZZZZ work practice standards seems to be the best way to handle this situation.

 

PSS

Patrick S. Sullivan, R.E.A., C.P.P

Senior Vice President

SCS Engineers

3117 Fite Circle, Suite 108

Sacramento, CA 95827

(916) 361-1297

FAX (916) 361-1299

CELL (916) 804-8075

psullivan@scsengineers.com

www.scsengineers.com

From:       Melanie King/RTP/USEPA/US                                                                                 

  To:         Rachel Goldstein/DC/USEPA/US@EPA                                                                          

  Date:       10/19/2010 09:51 AM                                                                                       

  Subject:    Re: Fw: Subpart ZZZZ and JJJJ Applicability Inconsistencies                                               

 

Hi Rachel, I am the quad J person as well and yes there is a pretty quick answer - there are some engines that fall into a window where they would not have any requirements under either subpart ZZZZ or subpart JJJJ.  Those engines that are "new" under subpart ZZZZ (meaning constructed after June 12, 2006) and are either <=500 HP located at a major source, or any HP located at an area source, but that don't meet the applicability criteria for subpart JJJJ (they were ordered/manufactured before the applicable dates in 60.4230(a)(4)), don't have to meet any requirements in either rule.  

 

Please note to Mr. Sullivan that "construction" is defined differently in subpart ZZZZ than in subpart JJJJ, so for subpart ZZZZ it is not necessarily the date the engine was ordered.

 

Melanie King

Energy Strategies Group

Sector Policies and Programs Division

Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

 

Mail Code D243-01

RTP, NC  27711

 

Phone:  (919) 541-2469

Fax:       (919) 541-5450

king.melanie@epa.gov

