April 29, 1996

M. Larry Devillier

Air Quality D vision

Loui si ana Departnment of Environnental Quality
P. O. Box 82135

Bat on Rouge, Loui si ana

Re: Forest Products |ndustry
Permtting Information

Dear M. Devillier:

Since the start of the forest products initiative by the
Environnmental Protection Agency (EPA) in 1993, we have revi ewed
several forest products industry permt applications and draft
permts which were processed by the Louisiana Departnent of
Environmental Quality (LDEQ for processing. The forest products
initiative includes types of facilities described as: oriented
strandboard, nedi umdensity fi berboard, pl ywood, and parti cl eboard.
In order to be of further assistance to the LDEQin the permtting
process, generally recurring itens of concern which Region 6 has
noted when review ng these types of permt actions are item zed
bel ow for your information and reference as foll ows.

Experience with recent permt applications indicate that the
use of em ssion factors which presently exist in AP-42, Chapter 10,
as of 1980, do not generally represent the actual em ssions from
these types of facilities. Recent permtting information in Region
6, and ot her Regions, indicates that actual em ssions fromcertain
facilities may be significantly higher than those represented in
the permt application. The permt application, and the public
record, should docunent that the em ssions represented in the
application reflect the actual potential to emt.

In the case where an applicant uses actual em ssions tests to
docunent the actual em ssions from a source, the public record
should address that the applicant used the appropriate test
met hods, or EPA approved alternative or equivalent test nethods,
operating paraneters, and air pollution equipnment, during the
tests. Any permt issued by the State should reflect operating
conditions which are consistent with em ssions tests, including
production paraneters which reflect the actual conditions of the
tests. For exanple, the types and usage of raw nmaterials, the
production paraneters, etc. being used during normal day-to-day
operating conditions should be consistent with the stack test
condi ti ons.

The permt shoul d include conditions to verify conpliance with
the terms and conditions of such permt. This includes a condition



that the permt applicant denonstrate conpliance with permt
emssion limts at the applicable emssion point(s); e.g., the
veneer dryers and the presses eni ssion points. The applicant shoul d
verify the em ssions using the reference nethods in 40 CFR Part 60,
Appendi x A, for other alternative or equival ent net hods approved by
EPA. The applicant should initially denonstrate conpliance within
180 days of start-up. Further, the permtting authority should re-
open the permt if the initial conpliance tests docunent em ssions
whi ch are hi gher than those represented in the application.

The permt applicant should consider all control technol ogy
currently available at the tinme of submssion of the permt
application. The application of Best Available Control Technol ogy
(BACT) to control criteria pollutant em ssions, particularly of
vol atil e organi c conpounds (VOC) and particulate matter with an
aerodynam c di aneter | ess than or equal to a nom nal 10 m croneters
(PMLO), from the veneer dryers and presses should address the
control technol ogy known as regenerative thermal oxidation (RTO or
regenerative catal ytic oxidization (RCO, or equival ent technol ogy,
in addition to other denonstrated control technol ogies identified
by the source, State, and public.

We hope this information assists your permtting program |f
you have any questions, please call M. R chard A Barrett of ny
staff at (214-665-7227).

Si ncerely yours,
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY
JOLE C. LUEHRS

Jole C. Luehrs
Chi ef
Air Permts Section (6PD-R)



