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Document overview and instructions for use
This document contains questions, answers, and announcements posted on National SBEAP Listservs
from June 2016 through August 2020. These entries have been edited to serve as a resource for similar
questions in the future and to provide general information. The first section contains questions listed in
reverse chronological order, with each followed by answers and responses given. The second section
contains announcements, such as federal register notices, training resources, and other general
information.
This document is mean to be searched, but both sections also have summaries of items listed under
subtopics—for example, questions are divided categorized by media, or categorized as SBEAP when they
pertain directly to running an SBEAP. Users can also use “control F” to search the document for a
specific word or text. This document will be updated annually. Questions or comments can be directed to
Nancy Larson.
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Q Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/6/2020
I am working on a fact sheet on what small business/homeowners can do to recycle/dispose of their solar
panels if they are broken. I am specifically looking for a factsheet or guidance document from a state
assistance program rather than Earth 911 or Recycle Today, etc. Really what I am looking for is a little
inspiration on the Monday after 4th of July weekend. Your guidance documents may have visuals or ideas
that I can use in my fact sheet.
A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/7/2020
I haven’t developed any factsheets or guidance on this as I have only been asked the question
once. Here is the information I did find and sent to the client: I did some research and found a few
articles related to the subject. There were multiple references to a UK/European program called
PV Cycle that could be a good resource for you. Also, First Solar which is a multi-national
company that may also be a good resource and a little closer to home as far as connecting with.
PV Cycle in particular had a 94% or higher recovery of materials rate using a pyrolysis technique.
As this has some similarities to some research occurring at Oak Ridge, you may want to contact
the Institute for Advanced Composite Manufacturing Innovations as they may additional
resources or technical expertise that could help develop a process for you.
https://earth911.com/eco-tech/recycle-solar-panels/
http://www.firstsolar.com/en/Modules/Recycling (call at 877-850-3757 or 419-662-6899 or use
contact form on website)
https://www.renewableenergyworld.com/articles/2016/06/solar-pv-module-recycling-why-it-simportant.html
https://www.greenmatch.co.uk/blog/2017/10/the-opportunities-of-solar-panel-recycling
http://www.pvcycle.org/usa/ (PV Cycle is an association and has a USA branch that can be
connected through an online form on this website for more information)
A Michael D Springman IL Illinois Sustainable Technology Center 7/7/2020
Researchers at ISTC have been looking into the problem of recycling solar panels. I reached out
to them for comments on your questions. Their responses are included in this email.
A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/7/2020
Did you try writing to EnergyStar.gov? Seems like this is a topic they would have expertise on.
A Kenya Stump KY Departmental for Energy Development & Independence 7/7/2020
NCSL addresses it in their Solar Policy Toolkit https://www.ncsl.org/research/energy/solarpolicy-toolbox.aspx
Q Jennifer Feyerherm WI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/8/2020
We are starting to look at developing some compliance tools and resources for local governments. In this
initial stage, I am looking for examples. If your program has any compliance resources or pollution
prevention tools that are specifically geared for local governments, might you point me to them?
A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/8/2020
I recommend you check out the Compliance Assistance Center for local governments. In Kansas
we have done very limited work with locals – we have helped municipalities with some engine
rules like 4Z, but that was with special permission from our funding agency.
A Jenifer Dixon MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/9/2020
We have a webpage with resources specific to this stakeholder group. We have also been holding
a webinar series specifically dealing with the issues and regulatory situations locals deal with.

Q Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 6/3/2020
Does anyone have a list prepared that shows solvents with low vapor pressure that are likely to meet
RACT requirements in nonattainment areas?
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 6/8/2020
I attempted to create a list of organic molecules along with their respective vapor pressure at
20 oC. I started by conducting a search and found that Minnesota TAP had a list. I attempted to
add to it. However, I experienced some difficulties in acquiring additional organic molecules and
their respective VP at the same temperature. I eventually gave up the effort since many of
Indiana’s regulations that might impact a small business did not emphasize vapor except for the
generic regulation pertaining to organic solvent degreasing – less than 1 mm Hg at 20 oC for
single molecules or mixtures where constituents represent 1 % wt. or greater of regulated VOC
[not excluded by the CAA – 40 CFR 51.100(s)(1).
This was created to provide informational resources regarding degreasing operations. Included is
a link to degreasing solvent alternatives and VOC exempt additives and obligations for cold
cleaning degreasing. I am aware of, but have not used the EPA software, PARIS III (Program for
Assisting the Replacement of Industrial Solvents). Some manufacturers such as Eastman have a
solvent selector guide. Mixtures can be problematic especially if combining organic, inorganic
and non-VOC [under CAA]. I believe it is the composite vapor pressure that counts.
Q Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/21/2020
Client generates 40 tons of garnet sandblast media material. Currently going to landfill. Would the cement
or asphalt industry be interested in this material? I was thinking of contacting the trade association in the
region. Are there other options for this material?
A Donovan Grimwood NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/21/2020
Not sure. It may depend what they were sandblasting and how much of that material might be still
mixed in and what concentration it may have. Garnet is very hard and may or may not be a good
additive for pozzoloning material (I think that is the term) like fly ash can be. It may be a nice
additive for coloration of cement. Asphalt may be somewhat more forgiving in terms of mixing it
in. Even if there is metal or non-hazardous paint included. But yes, contacting the local trade
association should give you some good insight as to the viability for using it in concrete or
asphalt.
Another option may be sandpaper companies. As noted garnet is a hard material (Mohs scale 8)
and good for higher end sandpaper. Potentially if there aren't many contaminants, they could use
it and adhere it to the paper or other more solid abrasive media. Essentially solidifying the
material for another abrasive purpose.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 5/21/2020
I am not certain about the credibility of the source; however, the following abstract is worth
perusing - Performance of spent garnet as a sand replacement in high-strength concrete exposed
to high temperature. In part, I think it would depend on the concentration of contaminants, 8
RCRA metals, and leachability. Though the presence of such contaminants might not make the
spent material hazardous waste, it may be of concern for the end use.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 5/21/2020
The following is a response from a colleague of mine.

Mark: In consideration of the query posed below from the NH SBEAP, I thought you would
know what would be required in Indiana if an asphalt or concrete batch plant wished to use spent
garnet as an ingredient in their mix. I assume the spent garnet would need to be tested to assess
whether contaminant level would be Type III or IV? If not, perhaps the garnet would need to be
cleaned in some fashion to remove any undesired contaminants to make it amenable for reuse?
The other potential concern is whether garnet loses any or some of its physical or functional
attributes while being used for abrasive blasting that would allow it to function within an asphalt
or concrete matrix.
Tracy: Yeah, I assume the garnet is from some sort of blasting operation? Or I suppose it could
be dust from cutting, grinding or buffing. We would want to know more about how it's generated
and it's physical characteristics (materials testing type information). There's a tendency to jump
to the environmental testing without looking at the viability from an engineering
perspective. Maybe that question has been answered and it's not included in the email they
sent. So I would first talk about the viability of use. Does it meet a materials specification for
concrete or asphalt? It this is dust or a very fine particle, I doubt the asphalt or concrete plants
can use it. Or use enough of it if they have to blend it with other aggregate.
If all of that checks out, again, we would need more information on the process and potential
contaminants. I would also take the nature of the use into account. If it is being encapsulated (or
micro encapsulated as some would say), waste classification testing may be over kill. We've
typically reserved that for situations where larger volumes are place on the ground and covered example: road base.
Q Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/19/2020
With all the uptick in hand sanitizer manufacturing I had a call about distilling industrial grade alcohol
and EPA registration. Does anyone know if a distillery decides to manufacture “industrial grade” (this
would be not for human consumption because it could have some impurities), do they need to register that
product with the EPA? And if so, which part of EPA does that registration? The company knows they will
have to register with FDA for the alcohol that is for human consumption, but aren’t sure about industrial
grade alcohol that they may sell to outside sources who use it in other industrial processes or for hand
sanitizer etc. (this would not be fuel grade alcohol however).
A Donovan Grimwood NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/19/2020
For those that are wanting to register it as antimicrobial, they would typically need to go through
the EPA Pesticide Division, Antimicrobial program. However, if they aren’t going for
antimicrobial designation, I’m not sure exactly how the rules have been relaxed in regard to
retooling. I do know that quite a few have been doing it. But that is the quick, off the top of the
head answer and may not be entirely accurate.
A Donovan Grimwood NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/19/2020
Here is an article I found relating to it and it has links that may go further.
A Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance 5/19/2020
I don’t trust everything I have heard about this, but here are a couple websites that might help. I
think FDA does hand sanitizer and not EPA.
https://www.epa.gov/coronavirus/why-arent-hand-sanitizers-listed-list-n
https://www.fdahelp.us/fda_otc/hand-sanitizer.html
R Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/19/2020

I am getting a lot of great feedback, but I might not have been clear, so my apologies. It isn’t just
about hand sanitizer, it would be about selling “industrial grade” alcohol to entities that might use
it for multiple industrial purposes. Is there a registration requirement by EPA for “industrial
grade” alcohol, in general?
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 5/19/2020
There are many end uses for ethanol which would make it impractical for any one agency to
regulate its production and use. “Registration” seems to imply FIFRA. FDA and DOE also
have oversight. Its use in industry may suggest certain concentrations and/or mixtures with other
ingredients.
References:
https://www.grainprocessing.com/alcohol/alcohol-grades.html
https://www.fda.gov/media/136390/download
https://www.chemicalsafetyfacts.org/ethanol/
R Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/19/2020
I will pass these links and others along to the client. Seems like they need to evaluate who they
are selling to and in some cases it seems like it might be the end-users responsibility to register
depending on what they are doing with the alcohol sold to them.
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/18/2020
COVID-19 has sidelined most of our in-person technical assistance outreach and compliance site visits. If
your program plans to offer on-site technical assistance to industry, do you have a plan for COVID
precautions? If yes, please share!
In Kansas, our draft plan looks like this –

Site visits: procedures evolving as new recommendations from the CDC are released, but we
plan to take a few additional steps in addition to the recommendations for wearing masks if
social distancing is not possible.
o Use professional judgement to determine if work can be accomplished via Zoom.
o Check with requesting company to review their current internal COVID policy, ensure
PPI agrees with it and feels comfortable proceeding with the on-site visit.
o If proceeding with on-site visit (or in-person meetings), ask each PPI staff to check
temperature and confirm no exposures day of site visit.
o Require the use masks but maintain social distancing when able.
o Review basic hand wash, use of hand sanitizer pre and post site visit.
o Sanitize common surfaces (cars or workspace) as needed.
R Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/19/2020
Please share your responses. I have been tasked to draft one up for our agency.
Q Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 4/16/2020
A colleague of mine is seeking information. How do other states issue air permits/registrations for
portable concrete and/or RAP (recycled asphalt pavement) crushing operations that move from site to
site. These operations may require permits (exceed a certain air pollution threshold) or might be exempt
from an air permit. Operations can be very brief (e.g., demolition of a building) or somewhat longer term
(e.g., road construction) creating temporary stockpiles of crushed aggregate (concrete, asphalt, etc.).
A Jenifer Dixon MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/16/2020

In Michigan, we require the unit and associated equipment have a permit – general, if they can
meet the requirements, or site specific if they cannot – and then a notification be submitted every
time they move. We have a website dedicated to these processes. We have also provided a lot of
training, in person and via webinar for the facilities in operating in our state. Let me know if I can
help further.
A Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 4/16/2020
In SC, we have a Registration Permit that covers most operations (see attachment). For quarries,
asphalt and concrete plants, if the unit is solely for their sites we add to their regular.
(Attachment)
A Christine Hoefler CO Small Business Assistance Program 4/16/2020
Colorado requires a permit when they meet our permitting thresholds. They have to report, on a
relocation notice, every time they move sites. If a source stays at a site for longer than 2 years we
no longer consider them portable and they have to obtain a Stationary permit. If it is a
construction site we have a Land Development permit for sites that are larger than 25 acres or the
duration or the project exceeds 6 months. Let me know if you would like more information.
A Jeremy Hancher PA Small Business Development Center 4/16/2020
Pennsylvania is similar to Michigan in that there is a general permit for Portable Nonmetallic
Mineral Processing Plants. The terms of the general permit and the change of location
applicability is described in the "Conditions" section of the permit:
Term of Permit
Authority to use this General Permit is granted for a fixed period of five years. The authority to
operate the portable nonmetallic mineral processing plants at one location would be allowed
for: a. No longer than twenty-four (24) months for plants, which are temporarily located at
construction sites. b. A maximum up to (5) years for plants, which are located at sites for which a
valid mining permit or an air quality permit exists for the operation of nonmetallic mineral
processing plant. Authority to operate the portable nonmetallic mineral processing plants beyond
the stipulated periods in 9a and 9b above at one location would require a new authorization from
the Department. The Department will notify each applicant, in writing, when authority to
construct and/or operate under this General Permit is granted.
Change of Location
In advance of each change in location without any modification of the portable nonmetallic
mineral processing plant the permittee shall, in accordance with 25 Pa. Code § 127.641, notify
both the Department and the municipality where the operation will take place. The notice to the
Department shall require an application and appropriate fees required by Condition 10.b
If the operation uses an IC engine then another general permit may apply for that unit/operation.
A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 4/16/2020
Wisconsin has general permits for both rock crushing and asphalt plants. If it met the eligibility
for the general permit, this type of operation could be covered by either permit depending on
whether the crushing equipment was always associated with the asphalt plant or was standalone. Each permit has an associated portable notification process for whenever the unit is
moved. If not eligible for the general permit, they would likely need a source specific permit.
A Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/16/2020

Believe it or not, NYS only requires notification for temporary operations that lasts 90 days or
less. No permit/registration. They are however, reviewed case-by-case.
A John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/16/2020
Montana recently switched from permitting portables to registering them. Here's more. Troy
Burrows is our portables registration rep at 406-444-1452.
A Christine Paulson IA Small Business Air Quality Liaison 4/16/2020
In Iowa, we require construction permits for both concrete batch plants and crushing plants. We
have developed templates for these types of units that have predetermined limits. These limits
include setbacks, production limits, fuel limits, hours of operation limits, prohibition of other
emission units and others. These were determined using emissions estimates and dispersion
modeling. The templates can apply to stationary or portable plants. If a facility does not want to
use the template, they can apply for regular construction permits. The review process will include
the same types of analysis but using site specific inputs. When portable plants plan to relocate
they are required to notify us in advance. This gives us the opportunity to see if the new location
is suitable.
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/8/2020
I am working with an aerospace parts shop that heat treats their aluminum parts in a sodium nitrate (or is
it nitrite?) and potassium nitrate bath that is 900 degrees F. To cool the parts they put them in a 1500gallon quenching tank that just contains city water at room temperature. His former practice was to bleed
off the quenching tank water to the POTW, but he recently discovered he have been exceeding his chrome
discharge limits, so no longer discharges.
I am looking for cost-effective options for him to remove the dissolved chrome and/or extend the bath life
indefinitely. I am going to consult our friends at the Surface Technology Center, but any ideas from you
would be welcome.
A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/8/2020
Reverse osmosis (pre-treatment of the water prior to discharge to the POTW) is the method used
by our aerospace facilities. Will still have hazardous waste at the end of process, but water can be
discharge to POTW. Chelating agents are a potential, although still have disposal issues and
hazardous waste. There is nanoparticle remediation studies that are promising, but might be cost
prohibitive. It is possible that there are mechanical filters on the market to remove CrVI but not
sure if industrially available.
A Jim Cain MA Office of Technical Assistance 4/8/2020
My guess is that the quench water can be very hot. Maybe recirculation through an air-cooled
finned tube heat exchanger would be more practical than treating for trace amounts of chrome.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 4/9/2020
I inquired with an engine remanufacturer that used a Kolene molten salt bath for immersing cast
iron parts, mostly for cleaning. They have since replaced that process.
Their response: “Years ago we did use what sounds like a similar process, but it was all before
my time. We used it to clean engine blocks and eventually replaced it with our current pyrolysis
ovens. My understanding is that the ovens are far cleaner, easier to work with, use less floor
space, reduced waste, and we less expensive to operate. I found the video below that give a quick
rundown of a similar process. Not the exact same application, but from what I know about it, our
old system worked in a similar way.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zW-2Gvv-Ebk
As far as the waste, we used most of it to help with pH adjustment in our waste treatment plant. I
am not aware of any chrome issues coming from that and the City of Jasper tests our water on a
very regular basis. Let me know if you have any other questions. I could also put you in contact
with someone from our team who would know more detail about how our system worked.” Let
me know if I need to follow-up with this person. Another thought is the use of an anion exchange
resin to separate Cr(VI) ions from the water.
A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/9/2020
Thank you to those that helped generate solution for this small business client. I did get a chance
to consult with George Cushnie of the sterc.org and below is a summary of options identified for
the client. Naturally, I am not able to see the client’s process right now, so I only have the
information the client provided and the client knows their business operations best.
Options researched 1. Set up a second quenching tank if space. Use it in series and counter flow the water from the
cleaner tank as make up water to the more soiled tank.
2. Use the one or if possible the two quench tanks until too soiled to use. Meaning, continue the
use of the same bath (maybe for years) simply adding makeup water. See disposal options in #4.
3. Use an option for a chill unit or heat exchanger to keep quench water cooler in summer months
especially.
4. When water is too soiled to use, disposal options include:
a. Haul water off via a licensed hauler that will take water and sludge, assuming it has been
tested and proven it is not RCRA hazardous waste. There is a good chance that the solids or
sludge may fail TCLP for chrome and have to be managed as a hazardous waste.
b. Contract with a service that will run the water through an ion exchanger - I am told these
services may be difficult to find, but there used to be one in Minnesota.
c. Use a cone-shaped bottom tank, allowing solids to settle to the bottom in the cone, remove
solids periodically for testing and disposal, likely as a RCRA hazardous waste.
d. Use a filter system to pump water through filter, then filter will need to be tested for the
chromium and will likely be a RCRA hazardous waste.
5. Two processes that were NOT recommended –
a. Chemical treatment – this would likely be too complicated, expense and would still make it
difficult to capture the chromium for disposal.
b. Reverse osmosis – my expert indicates this would only remove 30% of the contaminants
and would not be cost-effective.
Q Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/17/2020
Have any of your states developed emission factors for hand sanitizer or other products that may suddenly
have an increase in usage or production? Also, are any of your states that do not already have a fast track
method looking into such for specific products?
I was able to find one assistance I had worked on previously, but noted that the emissions (created by the
client) indicated complete evaporation of VOCs rather than partial so that a product would be left (similar
to paint manufacturing or other liquid/gel low vapor pressure materials). I also found a permit in TN for
one of the larger consumer products manufacturers that had 2 20,000 gallon isopropyl alcohol storage
tanks, but the tanks were considered insignificant sources under TN and I couldn’t find a hand sanitizer
type product they were manufacturing. So any examples that would be more specific and correct are
welcome.

In addition, it would seem that hand sanitizers would need to be registered with the EPA Pesticide
Division, Anti-microbial Office. There may be additional state level connections to this (in TN pesticides
are handled through Dept. of Agriculture).
A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/17/2020
I honestly don’t think that Kansas’ KDHE Bureau of Air would look at this at all for permitting,
essentially because if it is personal, hygiene use and not an industrial application planned to be
used going forward at the same levels than right now (e.g. using isopropyl alcohol as a part
cleaning agent in aerospace), and in a National Emergency, they are not going to regulate
this. Speaking of National Emergency, I saw something I haven’t had time to read on LinkedIn
about “Force Majeure and impact of Covid-19 on your operations,” so people are looking at this
to see what companies need to report regarding emissions if there is emergency closures etc.
Back to isopropyl, in industrial cases, the assumption in Kansas would be “usage equals
emissions” as it relates to uncontrolled use of isopropyl alcohol e.g. as a cleaner that does not
leave a coating on a part. The situation with tank storage is that it is mostly contained, and
dependent on ambient temperatures, tank color, roof type, etc. you can assume some loss through
tank vents (EPA’s Tanks 4.09), so one shouldn’t see significant emissions from tanks considering
the intent is not to lose product. I think if you assume that usage of hand sanitizer equals 100%
emissions, they’d have to use A LOT of sanitizer before there’d be a concern unless they are
already emitting VOCs at or near thresholds (for permitting, major source etc.)
A Jenifer Dixon MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/17/2020
I talked to my permit section and I they do not know of anything specific to this industry. Like
Lynelle stated, I would assume some sort of mass balance should be assumed.
Additionally, our state is not enacting (at least at this point) for emergency or fast tracked air
permits.
A Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/17/2020
I have a call in to our local Ag pesticide people. But I was able to talk to an EPA Ombudsman in
the Registration group. She assured me that hand sanitizer with alcohol as the active ingredient
must be registered and that the process takes a long time. They regulate what is on the label and
everything. An Emergency Exemption under 40 CFR § 152.30 which she called a Section 18
takes time also. It sounds as if the only option for distilleries is to give it away and not make
claims about its efficacy at killing microbes.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 3/17/2020
I assume if increasing consumer demand would cause a manufacturer to add equipment or to
make modifications to increase throughput, there may be air permitting considerations – a permit
where none was required or a modification of an existing permit.
I am thankful to Annette for sending the attached e-mail message which includes a link to the
attached document which includes the EPA registration numbers per product. You may also note
on some containers of such products the EPA registration numbers (there may be more than one).
Q Jasmine Blyden VI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/11/2020
Does anyone have any brochures that I can make changes to for Boat Maintenance & Repair? In
addition, can the 6H Rule be used for spraying of boats and small parts on a dry dock?
A Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/11/2020

The 6H rule specifically exempts from applicability: “(6) Surface coating or paint stripping that is
specifically covered by another area source NESHAP.” The Boat Manufacturing NESHAP is a
MAJOR source NESHAP, so I’m not sure how to interpret that. That may warrant an
Applicability determination request. The safest bet is to make sure they don’t spray Cd, Cr, Pb,
Mn, or Ni.
A Annette Fulgenzi IL Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/11/2020
I recall there was some discussion about barges when the rule was either drafted or new. Seems
like Dan Nickey might have had some direction about this?
Q Jasmine Blyden VI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/11/2020
Can someone recommend some EPA Certified Paint Trainer Certification online training?
A Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/11/2020
First, let me reiterate that close to zero autobody shops need to be subject to 6H because the
major paint manufacturers reformulated their automotive paints to get rid of the target HAPs.
Everyone should evaluate that by visiting here. Training is always a good idea though. A very
good resource for training is whoever makes the paint they are spraying, so you might want to
check with them first. We list all the major paint companies on our website.
I couldn’t find any slideshow presentations online to point you to. When I typed 6H and
NESHAP into the www.I-CAR.com search box I got nothing, so they might not be offering this
anymore.The newest online training is from Becca. It is free but they will market to the shops.
Online 6H from Iowa
Military CARC Coating Certification or send to Iowa
Virtual Paint (Iowa sold to them)
A Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/11/2020
In NH, we found most shops are NOT eligible for exemption because the paint on their shelves
(older paint that can still be used and not determined to be waste) contain chromium. The NEW
shops that have recently purchased NEW coatings in the last 5 years, are still subject to the 6H
rule, but may petition for exemption, because those new coatings do not contain those metals. All
auto body shops are subject to the rule. Either follow the requirements or petition for exemption.
They need that letter from EPA to be in compliance.
A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/11/2020
In Kansas, about 95% of our auto body shops are eligible for the petition for exemption. With
regard to 6H and 6X area source rule painter training, as you know, the painters need classroom
and hands-on training and here are some options –
The classroom training –
o Can be satisfied by going through the rule and several states have archived webinars
including Kansas. So this could be considered online training as long as it is documented
by the industry.
o On our National SBEAP auto body page we do have compliance resources in various
languages and an example curriculum for this training.
o EPA also provides this painter certification online training – targeted for 6X, but works
for 6H too.
The hands-on portion of the training cannot be online (obviously) so industry can be trained by –
o Vocational colleges that teach auto body repair or aerospace painting sometimes have onsite training, in Kansas we have access to a virtual paint system like Iowa has.

o Another painter that was recently certified may also be an option for recertification based
on what I read.
o Paint equipment vendors that sell spray guns and booths – our Kansas vendors have
trainers.
o Paint vendors like what Tony mentioned – just noticed Sherwin Williams offers training
too.
Q Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/26/2020
I was wondering how many of our SBEAPs are currently working with Hemp/MJ producers (indoor
growing operations) and/or CBD producers? How many of the states are currently issuing air permits
(whether minor NSR or operating permits) for these types of operations? How many are discussing the
potential need to establish air permitting for these facilities?
A Lynelle Ladd Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/28/2020
I want to thank everyone who took the time to respond about the hemp and CBD oil questions. I
got a lot of great feedback. I have a presentation next week and I just wanted to get some idea of
who is doing what and what is being discovered concerning air emissions and permitting these
facilities (I know there are other issues, water/waste etc. but I was only concerned about AQ right
now.)
Please see attached. I compiled this spreadsheet and although not perfect, it could be a start of
some data gathering if we want to use it for that. I know there will be a presentation at National
Training on this topic, and if this would be useful for starting on compiling resources that are
available currently from states that are very active in evaluating air emissions and permitting
needs for this industry type (KY, CO, MI, TN and others) so we could have a CBD/Hemp
resource page, I think that would be great.
If you are a state that didn’t respond to my previous request for information and would like to fill
in something for your state, OR if I got something wrong/incorrect about your state, please let me
know, so I can edit this.
Q Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 2/5/2020
Our WI Air Program has state regulatory thresholds for hazardous air pollutants. Some of the higher
throughput gas stations are over our threshold for benzene emissions, specifically a few Costco gas
stations. However, Costco is proposing that emissions factors established years ago for benzene from
vehicle refueling are not up to date with the gasoline blends used and with the California level controls
used in their gas pumps. The Air Program is still working on what this means, whether or not the benzene
emissions are that high and if that also means those stations trigger air permits or should be meeting other
air rules like emissions inventory reporting as a stationary source.
We are planning to use our next gasoline dispensing calendar as a platform to update our gas stations on
whatever decision our air program makes. Before our air program makes a decision, it would help us to
gain an understanding of how other states are regulating gas stations for air permitting/emissions
requirements.
My questions for fellow SBEAPs:
1. Has anyone found more recent data and/or calculations on benzene and/or VOC emissions from
vehicle refueling through your own local permitting programs?
2. Do you require gas stations to report their gas volume sold or VOC emissions through your state
emissions inventory reporting? Or are they simply lumped into an area source emissions
inventory estimate of some sort?

3. Does your state issue air permits to gas stations below Title V thresholds? Maybe you have a
permit by rule or general air permit?
A Christine Hoefler CO Small Business Assistance Program 2/5/2020
Colorado had changed their Benzene emission factor several years ago because the EPA
determine the emissions were decreased based upon the new on board controls on newer vehicles.
I am not sure if the emission factor Costco is referring to is even newer? Colorado does permit
our gas stations in our Ozone Nonattainment area, outside of that area we just require gas stations
to report their emissions if they are over a certain threshold. We also have provided a calculator
for that industry to determine if they require a permit, this includes Benzene emissions.
A Jennifer Lipkin NV Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/6/2020
Clark County, Nevada is marginal non-attainment for ozone (8/3/2018) and uses the attached
calculation sheet and assumptions. Our minor source permitting threshold for VOC is 5 tpy.
Phase I and Phase II controls are not considered in the permit applicability calculation so most
gas stations are permitted. If you pump more than 693,000 gallons per year, you need a minor
source permit. We do not have a minor source program for HAP sources. We do not have any
Title V gas stations. Minor and major sources submit annual emissions inventories using gallons
pumped.
A Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/13/2020
I found this in our synthetic minor permit for Costco. We are switching to a permit-by-rule.
“The limit to remain under major source thresholds is calculated to be 43,000,000 gallons of
gasoline per year using emission factors from AP-42 5.2 with 85% of the vehicle fleet having
ORVR that is 90% efficient.”
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/11/2020
Our state regulatory agency already gives out P2 awards to industry at their annual conference. This year
is the 25th anniversary of their conference the “Kansas Environmental Conference,” and so they are
looking at a special award category based on a legacy of compliance, sustainability and leadership in the
industry. If your state has done something similar that includes environmental compliance, not just
specific source reduction projects, can you please share the application or website?
Q Leena Divakar KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/27/2020
We here in Kansas are working on a project developing a Harmful Algal Bloom (HAB)/ blue green algae
(BGA) toolkit for private waterbody owners. We would like to know if any states are working on this
issue.
A John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/27/2020
Contacts in MT include:
Dr. Trevor Selch at MT FWP, ph 406-444-5686
Hannah Riedl at MT DEQ, ph. 406-444-0549
Here’s guidance from Montana. Page 12 contains additional contacts.
A Kenya Stump KY Department for Energy Development & Independence 1/27/2020
From Kentucky
A Ed Boito PA Department of Environmental Protection 1/27/2020
We are at the beginning stages of developing a working group here in Pennsylvania that includes
the PA DEP, Department of Ag, Department of Health, and our Fish and Boat Commission. In

speaking with our staff, they are borrowing heavily from Ohio and Oregon’s initial steps, as they
seem to be out ahead of this issue.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 1/27/2020
USGS Harmful Algal Blooms which includes a US map – anecdotal reports on the occurrence
Indiana
Blue-Green Algae web page (Indiana Department of Environmental Management)
Harmful Algal Blooms web page (Indiana State Department of Health)
Blue Green Algae Blooms web page (Indiana Department of Natural Resources)
Cylindrospermopsis (Blue-green algae in Indiana waters)
Salamonie River, as an example: Sampling data from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and
IDEM starting in 2009 found high levels of nutrients (causing harmful algal blooms in the
Salamonie Reservoir) as well as other pollutants in the watershed.
Major Types of Nonpoint Source Pollutants, including Nutrients
Q Jayme Csonka KY Small Business Environmental Compliance Assistance Coordinator 1/10/2020
The Louisville Metro Air Pollution Control District is currently convening a stakeholder group to
evaluate multiple air pollutants that contribute to ozone formation. I am facilitating the Area Source
Committee, which is made of various local stakeholders, such as industry sector representatives,
regulators, environmental nonprofits, environmental consultants, community-based environmental
advocates, and more. Some of the common area source industry sectors around Louisville Metro include
spray coating facilities, dry cleaning, wood working, and printing/graphic arts. Since we’re evaluating a
complex pollutant (ozone), we are evaluating methods to reduce multiple pollutants, particularly NOx and
VOCs. Feel free to check out the Multipollutant Stakeholder Group’s webpage:
We are looking for examples of other pollutant reduction initiatives that have occurred around the
country—whether voluntary or regulatory, and would like to know how these were implemented. If you
have any examples or copies of outreach literature to share, please do!
Additionally, have you done any work with generating literature for property owners related to
asbestos identification and abatement? I’ve been asked to develop a brochure to assist our inspectors
with asbestos-related issues. Once again, if you have any examples or copies of outreach literature to
share, please do!
A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/10/2020
This sounds like a great project for SBEAPs. In Kansas we did a few projects to target VOCs and
NOx. The projects were a few years back during the Obama administration and included –
o AERO – air emissions reduction opportunities – targeted at painting and coating sectors,
specifically aerospace and auto body. We partnered with our local Technical College and
covered some of the area source rule (6H and 6X), but had a focus on how to change the
material, process or technology to reduce emissions at the source. We were able to tag on
painter training via use of a virtual paint booth (that was fun). We did the project over a
two year period in Wichita, KS.
o We also did diesel emission reduction workshops and projects for fleets and over the road
haulers (that was a hard audience to reach).
o We assisted our state with outreach on open burning via firehouses and townships. Our
state also did a lot of work with our agriculture and ranching communities on agricultural
burning.
A Hillarie Sales OR Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/10/2020

I’ll have to do some digging for pollutant reduction initiatives, however – I have a lot of info
about asbestos.
Oregon used to have fact sheets for homeowners regarding asbestos abatement, but it was decided
by our leadership team that the information should be removed from our website. It is very risky
for homeowners to do the work themselves, so the Oregon DEQ’s recommendation is that all
homeowners go through a licensed abatement contractor to perform any asbestos related work.
Here is our page for homeowners who have questions about asbestos.
We provide lists of materials that may contain asbestos in English and Spanish, resources to find
a licensed abatement contractor, as well as info on how to have an asbestos survey completed
and where to send samples for analysis. Homeowners who do their own work are still subject
to disposal regulations (and a few others) here in OR, so we offer some guidance on that, too.
Additionally – one that we plan to link to on our page – Washington’s SWCAA has awesome
guidance for the removal of specific types of ACM and even a safe sampling guide.
Q Belinda Breidenbach ID Small Business Development Center 12/12/2019
Do any of your SBEAP programs track any measure of client behavior change from assistance
provided? This question came up as part of an Education Subcommittee discussion. I’m interested to hear
from the whole SBEAP community.
Q Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/22/2019
Is there a more recent and update version to the AWMA emission factors for plastics or polymer
processing – updated factors and expanded list of polymers? If yes, would you share that excel
spreadsheet or document?
Q Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/12/2019
Does anyone know if any regulation will apply to a facility that cuts (by torch) plated (chrome or coper)
iron to feed it to a shredder for recycling?
Q Arthur Fink KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/31/2019
The SBEAP in Kansas is working on an update of the Kansas Environmental Handbook (a state-approved
guide for local sanitarians on the design of domestic potable water systems and septic systems/lagoons).
In order to ensure we are incorporating the latest information and practices, I would like to ask other
SBEAP offices if they are aware of a similar document(s) or information in their state and if so, directions
for hunting it down on the web.
Q Allison Crowther KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/29/2019
We are creating a new guidance document/short manual for operators of underground storage tanks in
Kansas, and I'm organizing information and looking for ideas on what needs to be included, helpful tips,
points to emphasize, etc. Does anyone have a similar document they could share? We are also looking for
pictures for both the guidance document and our calendar-- examples of good practices and well
maintained systems, violations or indicators of potential problems (e.g. cracks in piping or shiny spots), or
just pictures of USTs in general (the current calendar features multiple pictures of
installations/repairs/removals).
A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/29/2019
It sounds like you need to look at the TN UST Owner Compliance Manual. This was a manual
developed a while back but updated periodically that covers all areas of UST Owner Compliance.
From that, we also developed Tank School which is direct classroom training, and Tank Helper
which is an online training tool and Operator certification. Here is a link to the UST Owner

Compliance Manual and other educational material webpage. This also includes the Compliance
Tool Box which is a more specific group of items on specific topics.
A Ed Boito PA Department of Environmental Protection 10/29/2019
Please see our storage tank webpage. We have numerous documents here that may be what you
are looking for.
Q John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/7/2019
I’m on a petroleum tank stakeholders workgroup studying efficiency opportunities in having petroleum
releases cleaned up and related costs reimbursed by our petroleum fund expeditiously. One of our
workgroup’s tasks is to assist in the education of UST facility owners/operators across Montana on
upcoming regulations. We intend to distribute information and host a UST regulatory roadshow in
regional cities. I’m curious if any of you are assisting with UST regulatory compliance. If so, I’d like to
learn more about your approach.
A James Ostrowski MI Small business Environmental Assistance Program 8/8/2019
Your question is timely. In Michigan we just opened up registration for a Michigan Petroleum
Storage Tank Conference Series. The day-long event will be held at three locations this SeptOct. The conference is designed to bring together owners and operators of petroleum storage
tanks systems, (and other interested persons) with State inspectors and Program Specialists to
receive relevant training and to meet one-on-one with staff from various state agencies that
regulate the tanks. We’re partnering with the Michigan Petroleum Association, Midwest
Independent Retailers Association, and the American Petroleum Institute of Michigan. It’s the
first time we’ve held an event like this so we’re excited to see how it turns out. If you have
questions feel free to contact Les Smith SMITHL9@michigan.gov 517-284-6902 with questions
about the event or UST outreach here in Michigan.
Q Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/2/2019
I need some help. Which way does your state calculate PTE for a small boiler firing ultra low sulfur diesel
(ULSD) with 15ppm S by substituting the 500ppm S distillate/No.2 number REJECT=500 or by using 15
ppm APPROVE=15? Please vote. See Page 17 of this link for specific instructions on how EPA tells SBs
to calculate PTE to determine if a small boiler is major or minor. To require a synthetic minor
(conditional major/FESOP) permit, I believe the PTE calculated as instructed would have to exceed 100
TPY. Therefore, I believe EPA is telling us to issue a minor permit noting the fuel is ultra-low sulfur
diesel. Compliance is easily demonstrated by examining the fuel bills.
I believe most states are making these poor boilers get synthetic minor permits despite EPA’s instructions
and in spite of the extremely low actual emissions. I’m trying to modify the way PTE is calculated even if
I have to do it one case at a time. Before I try to take my viewpoint to the next level, I’d like to get some
feedback.
Here is the SO2 PTE calculation for a 99 mmBTU/hr ULSD boiler:
99 mmBTU/hr x 8,760 hr/yr / 130,000 BTU/gal x (142 x 0.015) lb SO2/ 1,000 gal / 2,000 lb/ton = 7.10
ton SO2/yr
A Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/2/2019
We use the 15ppm.
A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 8/2/2019
WI uses 15ppm.

A Christine Paulson IA Small Business Air Quality Liason 8/5/2019
Here is some information from one of our air permitting engineers. If you have any follow-up
questions, please let me know.
If the source is restricted or wants to be restricted to burning ultra low sulfur fuel through a permit
or federal rule then the SO2 PTE is based on firing ultra low sulfur fuel (15 ppm). If not, the PTE
is based on sulfur content restriction in a permit/federal rule or the Iowa Administrative Code.
Q Dianne Wilkins OK Department of Environmental Quality 7/30/2019
Via Rachel Massey, TURI: I got a query from Caroline Cox (cc’d here) from the Center for
Environmental Health. She is working with businesses that are looking for ways to reduce their use of
styrene in production processes using fiberglass resins and other composite plastic products, making
products such as truck canopies, manhole covers, and refrigerators. She’d like to talk with someone who
has expertise in this area. I’m hoping someone on this list may have a suggestion?
A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/31/2019
Aside from straight reduction of styrene, methods I am aware to reduce emissions are changes to
the mold (closed vs. open), changes to application method (better controls on the spray), and
possibly the best one is vapor suppressed resins. As for reducing styrene itself, potentially more
filler so there isn’t as much styrene used to create the overall product. Here are some links to
potential experts that may be able to provide better and more specific answers:
American Composites Manufacturers Association
Society of Plastics Engineers
Links to other groups on the National SBEAP Industry Sectors page
Institute for Advanced Composites Manufacturing Innovation. Potentially here, Bob Norris
(norrisejr@ornl.gov) may be a good contact. Or Dr. Jan Anders Mansson
(jmansson@purdue.edu). She is listed as the expert in Efficient Mass Production of Composites,
Increased Functionality of Composites, and Cost-Effective High-Volume Composite
Manufacturing. I have utilized the IACMI previously in developing emission factors for carbon
fiber composite recycling via pyrolysis and they provided some excellent and recent research that
allowed me to calculate emissions for the facility and enable them to move forward in the
permitting process (they ended up being an insignificant source in TN at the initial scale of the
project they were developing).
A Emily Ohde MN Pollution Control Agency Resource Management & Assistance Division
8/1/2019
This might prove helpful.
Q Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 7/12/2019
Has anyone calculated HAP emissions from evaporative losses of gasoline?
A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 7/12/2019
Do you need it from storage tank losses or during filling of a tank/vehicle?
R Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 7/12/2019
Both.
A Christine Paulson IA Small Business Air Quality Liaison 7/12/2019

Unless you are looking for something more current or specific, there should be HAP emissions
estimates from evaporative loss included in EPA's e background documents from both the
Gasoline Bulk Plant NESHAP for area sources (Subpart BBBBBB) and the Gasoline Dispensing
NESHAP for area sources (Subpart CCCCCC). These were both finalized in 2011 (although the
emission factors/calculations may go back to 2005 or 2006 when both NESHAP were initially
proposed).
A Daniel Chuquin TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/15/2019
I have a spreadsheet that accounts for breathing losses of tanks but not just evaporative losses that
I used for (small) bulk gasoline distribution centers. My spreadsheet is a modified version
of Potential to Emit Calculator for Gasoline Dispensing Facilities - EPA . The source for
breathing losses is:2 40 CFR 63, Subpart CCCCCC requires that new or modified gasoline
dispensing facilities with a monthly throughput greater than 100,000 gallons per month install
pressure/vacuum (PV) vent valves on the storage tank vent pipes. This model uses a 75 percent
efficiency for PV valves in reducing breathing losses.
Q Jasmine Blyden VI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/9/2019
Does any state has information on compliance, regulations, fact sheets, brochures pertaining to auto
polishing and car wash small businesses? I need some guidance in doing a compliance onsite assessment
inspection to a small business facility.
A Beatriz Milne CT Office of Planning and Program Development 7/9/2019
In CT, we have the following great resources:
https://www.ct.gov/deep/lib/deep/compliance_assistance/manuals_guidelines/autorecyclingguide.
pdf
https://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?a=2708&q=323974&deepNav_GID=1763
A Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/15/2019
PFAS are in their waxing and other products. Be prepared for that mess. Septic vs sewer
concentration limits. We have a case against a car wash on septic that polluted drinking water.
WWTP can’t treat it. It is also in the sludges from the floor drains. Can’t incinerate (goes back
into the air), can’t put in solid waste (leaks into ground water), not a haz waste. We are trying to
find alternative products that are PFAS free, but PFAS is not required to be on SDS or EDS. And
usually proprietary info. If you find anything, please share. We (P2 and SBTAP) are proposing an
outreach program in NH soon. We have new water quality rules proposed.
A John Podolinksy MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/15/2019
Another item might involve wastewater discharge. Some of our car/truck washes in MT us septic
systems for disposal, so groundwater can be an issue with a variety of pollutants. I’d check with
your wastewater folks for concerns.
Q Jennifer Lipkin NV Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/2/2019
Does anyone have any experience with calculating PM10 and/or PM2.5 emissions for lint at laundry
facilities? I know there have been discussions regarding HAPs for shop towel laundering, but our
permitting division is requiring sources to determine PM10 and PM2.5 emissions for laundering uniforms,
sheets and towels. I contacted two trade associations and they said they haven’t heard of agencies
requiring this calculation.
A Christine Paulson IA Small Business Air Quality Liaison 7/9/2019
Iowa DNR has some limited particulate test data on natural gas fired commercial laundry
dryers. The total PM factor for uncontrolled dryer (no lint trap) is 1.014 lbs PM/ton of material

and PM10 factor (Controlled/ lint trap) is 0.0497 lbs PM10/ton of material. This is based on two
sampling events.
Q Daniel Chuquin TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/21/2019
Anyone out there familiar with permitting an engine testing facility? Just wanted to run my calculations
by you. This facility tests GM 2.5 Liter, 4-cylinder, load-free (just an engine) engines for 15 minutes
each.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 6/25/2019
https://permits.air.idem.in.gov/36402f.pdf is the Title V Operating Permit Renewal issued
February 19, 2016 – 754 pages. Pages 708 to 740 are emission calculations including engine test
benches (testing modes) and engine testing. I do not know if test results are specific to a
manufacturer, size of engine and/or engine family. I do not believe there is a GM facility locatd in
Indiana that produces a vehicle that relies on a four cylinder engine.
Q Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 6/18/2019
Has anyone done work with underground mining, in particular gold mining.
A Jim Plosay AK Manager of Air Permits Program 6/18/2019
Alaska is a haven for hard rock underground (or above ground) mining. What specific questions
do you have?
Q Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 6/4/2019
[Biocremation - Alkaline hydrolysis] Anybody permitted this process? If so, what pollutants are
generated?
A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/4/2019
It is being done in some “human crematoriums” in Kansas, but under our rules, processes for
human remains are not regulated under the Kansas Ambient Air Quality regulations, so we
wouldn’t see any permitting applications for these. I have not heard of this being used for pet
remain disposal yet. Pet “crematoriums” are regulated under the Kansas air regulations. If they
are using a fossil fuel to heat the vessel, there would be combustion emissions. Otherwise, I am
assuming you would get the same gases that come from decomposition or composting. The KOH
used is the other variable. Have you contacted the manufacturer of the vessel and asked if they
have any emissions data? What happens to the water and KOH used to dissolve the body?
R Laura Mckelvey 6/4/2019
Would you need to worry about mercury from fillings?
A Alison Luedtke 6/4/2019
Those are typically removed before traditional cremation, so I imagine the same goes for
biocremation.
A Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/4/2019
Since this process is done is a pressure vessel, it should not need an Air Permit due to no
emissions. KOH is not volatile. Another benefit is that mercury is not emitted but stays in the
resulting remains.
A Christine Hoefler CO Small Business Assistance Program 6/4/2019
Years ago I tried to help someone with this getting a permit for using this process, but they never
went all the way through with getting the permit. I didn't see any air pollutants and apparently the

waste product can be disposed of through the sanitary sewer. This process is used in Europe, but
I have not seen anyone in the state of Colorado use this process.
Q Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 5/20/2019
Are protein based or derived chemicals considered an alternative to the use of PFAS? I assume these
protein based alternatives are also surfactants (hydrophilic and hydrophobic ends of the molecule)?

A Kevin Davis IN Department of Environmental Management 5/20/2019
Yes. They’ve been around for a while for “B” fires (petroleum fires). Their problem was they
had a much shorter shelf life since the protein would breakdown over-time.
Shelf life. Shelf life is the length of time over which foam concentrates remain stable
without significant changes in performance characteristics. AFFF, high expansio n, and
Class A foam concentrates – if stored in accordance with recommended guidelines – have
a normal shelf life of 20-25 years. All other foam agents – those which are not totally
synthetic – have a normal shelf life of 7-10 years.
Also, they weren’t quite as good in smothering quickly since they flow slower than AFFF.
Q Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/25/2019
I’m working on assisting a company that makes the solvent/cement for gluing PVC pipes together. Has
anyone worked with such a company before and have an emission calculation method developed for such
a facility? Also, they have storage tanks for the four main materials used. Does anyone have a spreadsheet
developed for calculating emissions from liquid chemical storage tanks? I know the AP-42 has a chapter
on it, but I also find the equations there a bit hard to follow, especially when taking into account the
multitude of factors. And also EPA discontinued their TANKS software which was used to calculate
emissions from storage tanks.
A Jennifer Lipkin NV Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/25/2019

Clark County, NV currently accepts calculations using the TankESP program, but it is a product
that must be purchased and there is an annual user fee.
Q Emily Ohde MN Pollution Control Agency Resource Management & Assistance Division
4/18/2019
Does anyone have experience with or examples of assessing particulate emissions from an evaporator?
The scenario: A small business cleaning metal with an iron phosphate cleaner prior to painting. The
wastewater stream from the cleaning process will enter a holding tank and feed to an evaporator. We are
trying to estimate particulate emissions from the evaporator stack. Examples of similar evaporators
include: https://www.samsco.com/products-water-evaporatorinstallation.html and https://www.pfonline.com/suppliers/product/2815
At this time we have been able to identify some literature that expresses potential correlations between
evaporators and
1.
Cooling towers
a.
https://www.trinityconsultants.com/news/federal/emission-factor-development-formechanical-evaporators
b.
See attached article
2.
Electroplating (using gassing rates)
a.
Industrial Ventilation 25th Edition and Modern Pollution Control Technology (attached)
If you have any examples of conducting the emissions assessment or examples of calculation
methods approved by your state – that would be very helpful!
A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/18/2019
Found this on EPA website, Trinity Consultants. Don’t know if the power point information will
help. It is recent. But not same process as you linked. Or here it looks like Puget Sound Clean
Air Agency as methodology and you might be able to speak to permit writer there and get the
calculation methodology.
A Christine Paulson IA Small Business Air Quality Liaison 4/18/2019
I received the following information and attachment from one of our engineers: On the
wastewater evaporators - I also don't have anything recent for them. I don't think that we have
seen a lot of applications for these recently. I looked back on what I had done in the past (right or
wrong, it's what I did). It looks like that I estimated a 5% loss of any solid material as particulate
matter emissions, with the majority of the solids remaining in the evaporator as sludge. I also
assumed 100% loss of any VOC or HAP that was in the wastewater. For gas fired evaporators,
products of combustion from the burner. Some are electric heated, so no products of combustion
from them. Attached are a couple of calculations from these old projects.
A Jim Cain MA Office of Technical Assistance 4/22/2019
I would think that emissions would be dependent on configuration of the evaporator and any
demisting designs and especially on how it is operated. Probably batch operation with variable
concentrations. How hard is it boiling or is it a lower temperature humidification
unit? Distillation (& condensation) units although more costly should have the lowest levels of
emissions. Hope they aren’t doing an open air spray pond (especially in Minnesota in the winter).
Q Lee Ann Briggs PA University of Pittsburgh Small Business Development Center 3/28/2019
I’m currently working with a specialty metals processor. They heat treat, cut, grind, mill, etc. a variety of
specialty metals. The PA DEP is requesting emission estimates for metallic HAPs. The problem I’m
having is that the facility keeps no records of how much metal is received and/or processed. It’s basically
a job shop. They receive a slab of metal with specs to cut, grind, heat, etc. They process the metal and

ship it back to the customer. Can anyone offer any suggestions/recommendations on how to calculate
metallic HAPs from this type of processor?
A Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/28/2019
You could probably use what information they do collect (at a minimum, they have dollars
charged or hours spent) and design a parametric factor to estimate the pounds of metal processed.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 3/29/2019
They probably keep purchase records for the alloys they receive and sales records or at least
shipment records for what a customer receives or what the customer expects to receive. If not,
you will need to estimate a quantity or rate. It will help to determine what alloys they reduce in
size, whether they segregate any metal from the fabrication process for recycling and its
estimated quantity or rate, quantity or rate of product sold and the remainder would theoretically
be what is emitted into the air. You will need to evaluate the largest purchase of a single alloy and
obtain as SDS.
As an example they purchase ten tons of stainless steel in a calendar year (knowing the specific
alloy will give a better number for a certain metal in weight percent), they sell 9 ½ tons, scrap is
about 3/8 tons and 1/8 ton is emitted. Using the attached SDS as an example for stainless steel
which may contain up to thirty percent by weight of a certain stainless steel alloy, the amount
emitted would be (1/8 ton) x 0.3 = 0.038 tons per calendar.
It would help to use a spreadsheet and seek information on the largest purchases (incoming) and
largest sales (outgoing). Again, if this data is not available, you will need to make the best
guess. It may be arduous initially as the coming may purchase from several suppliers. They all
should have available safety data sheets. As you work down in rates purchased and sold,
emissions will asymptotically decrease.
I am sorry for the convoluted explanation. I recall helping a metal fabricator assess whether they
were subject to TRI reporting. It was a one time experience only.
Q Jayme Csonka KY Small Business Environmental Compliance Assistance Coordinator 3/26/2019
I am currently working with a small start-up business that processes industrial hemp, kenaf, and flax for
products such as fabric, rope, animal bedding, insulation, pressboard, plastic compounds, hempcrete, and
more. The facility doesn’t manufacture all those products onsite. They mostly just process bales to
separate stalks and fibers before sending them to manufacturing facilities.
The processing entails sending a bale through a piece of equipment that chops the material to a specified
size before moving into another piece of equipment that uses a wheel with pins to separates fibers from
the stalk by pulling on the material. Those processes happen within an enclosure. Afterwards, the fibers
are sent to a baler, and the stalks are sent to a separate line where they are milled and bagged. The facility
has a series of baghouses to control dust. There are no emissions other than PM for the entire process.
We anticipate that the overall PTE for the facility to be fairly low, but are uncertain of specific emission
factors for PM. Has anyone worked with a similar type of facility? Or perhaps a facility that uses a semianalogous material? I’d love to hear more about your approach to permitting one of these facilities.
A La Ronda Bowen CA Air Resources Board03/26/2019
In CA bag houses require an air permit but I am unsure how PTE is calculated. I am out of the
office for a few days and will connect you with the South Coast Air Quality Management District
Small business office when I return.

A Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/26/2019
One way is to assume an outlet loading rate of 0.01 grains per dscf at an efficiency of 99.5%.
(AP-40, Air Pollution Engineering Manual, Air and Waste Management Association, 1991, Page
115. “Well designed and operated baghouses have been shown to be capable of reducing overall
particulate emissions to less than 0.01 gr/dscf”.) Alternatively, use Category 6 Grain Handling
from AP-42 Appendix B-2
A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 3/27/2019
Related to Tony’s suggestion, their baghouse manufacturer may supply a guarantee on the outlet
grain loading. Newer units may be more efficient than referenced in the Air Pollution
Engineering Manual.
Q Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 3/5/2019
The State of Indiana is contemplating the development of a computer application that will help to remind
a regulated entity to prepare and submit an annual notification or report. It seems that many regulated
entities in the State of Indiana forget to submit an annual notification even if it is very simple – name,
address, status verification and compliance verification. One could simply send an annual reminder of all
compliance dates starting January 1 hoping that the message does not get discarded or lost in the vast
quantity of messages all vying for attention. Is there a simple application that allows one to enter a date,
name of report that will send periodic reminders, perhaps starting at 4 weeks prior to a due date and will
submit to at least two people of a regulated entity assuming one of the two might be unavailable?
It is my understanding that Kansas has developed and made use of applications for regulated entities in
their state. Perhaps another state would have such an application. Has it proven useful? Have you had to
tweak it a few times? Have the goals changed from a simple messaging/reminder to something more
complex such as the completion of the notification or report?
A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 3/5/2019
Wisconsin uses their data entry system to send reminder notifications via email for multiple
annual reporting deadlines.
R Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 3/5/2019
I assume the data entry system is part of an online reporting mechanism that I had made an
inquiry about perhaps late last year.
A Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/5/2019
NH has an Air Database that includes contact information. We send an email to all stationary
sources to send in their annual report. I think it is an oracle database. We used to send brightly
colored postcards, but we find a quick email does the trick. We also have a secretary make calls
after the deadline if anyone is late with the report or hasn’t contacted us that the report would be
late.
Q Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 2/22/2019
I received a call from someone seeking approval to use produced [brine] water from an oil & gas well for
deicing roads and other surfaces. I was informed the water and hydrocarbons are readily separated at the
well. This company would filter the water further to remove other contaminants aside from trace
minerals, Calcium Chloride, Magnesium Chloride and Potassium Chloride. Additives to lower the
melting point would be used in northern latitudes. Aside from the states that allow this practice with or
without permission (permit), what other states have been approached seeking guidance or permission to
use such a [by]product/beneficial reuse?

Based on a Virginia Department of Transportation FAQ for road anti-icing, pretreatment and de-icing,
NaCl, MgCl, CaCl, Calcium Magnesium Acetate and Potassium Acetate (aqueous based ionic solutions)
are used to prevent and remove snow and ice from roadways. What would a company need to do to
sell/use produced brine water as a byproduct/beneficial use on roadways in your state for purposes of
preventing and removing snow and ice from roadways? It appears that Connecticut has a process to
remove such materials under beneficial reuse. Perhaps others states have such a process?
Produced Water Treatment and Beneficial Use Information Center – About Produced Water
State Policies on Use of Hydraulic Fracturing Waste as a Road Deicer
Connecticut neither bans the use of hydraulic fracturing waste to deice state highways nor specifically
regulates its use for this purpose. However, the Department of Transportation (DOT) cannot use any
waste product to deice highways until the Department of Energy and Environmental Protection (DEEP)
evaluates its environmental impact and authorizes its beneficial use (CGS §22a-209f)
. . . the natural gas-rich states of New York, Ohio, and Pennsylvania use hydraulic fracturing waste to
deice roads. Five of these states (New York, Massachusetts, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Vermont) either
regulate or ban the use of wastewater as a deicer.
New York, Ohio, and Pennsylvania permit the use of production brine from fracking operations to be
applied to roads as a deicer based on its chemical composition, application rate, and other criteria.
Q Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/19/2019
TN is looking at developing an outreach project directed towards agriculturally based small businesses.
This could be anywhere from farms to grain elevators and sawmills. I would appreciate if you could share
any materials that your state may have developed concerning agricultural small businesses. Also, if you
know of the most common areas of agricultural small businesses that you deal with, those industry sectors
would be appreciated. For example, I know that KY has a nice one-page sheet on agricultural questions.
So items like that.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 2/20/2019
Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) does post some fact sheets and web
pages to convey information to the agricultural community. There is an Agricultural Liaison
which is appointed by the Governor and/or the Commissioner of IDEM.
What Others Are Doing About Nonpoint Source Pollution https://www.in.gov/idem/nps/2446.htm
Indiana State Department of Agriculture (ISDA)
The Indiana State Department of Agriculture, Division of Soil Conservation (ISDA-DSC) focuses
on enhancing the stewardship of natural resources on agricultural land, and strengthening the
capacity of local Soil and Water Conservation Districts to ensure that constituents have a local
resource for conservation assistance. In addition, ISDA-DSC provides conservation technical
assistance to implement federal, state, and local conservation projects.
BMPs: Agricultural
Grain Elevator Fugitive Dust Prevention – Best Practices
Good Management Practices for Woodworking Manufacturing Facilities
Confined feeding operations
A Lisa Hunt WI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/20/2019
Wisconsin SBEAP has an Agriculture and Agribusiness sector
page: https://dnr.wi.gov/topic/SmallBusiness/Resources/Agribusiness.html, but it’s something
that we’ll probably try to expand on in the future.

A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program
The National Compliance Assistance Centers do have an Ag page. In Kansas we have 7D
resources and grain elevator NSPS resources. We are just beginning to work with the livestock
industries and recently published a livestock compliance calendars.
A Christine Paulson IA Small Business Air Quality Liaison
Iowa has some agriculturally-related resources for air quality regulations that are similar to what
others have shared. Iowa DNR and University of Northern Iowa's (UNI's) air quality resources
include:
 DNR - Prepared Feeds NESHAP: http://www.iowadnr.gov/neshap (click on Prepared Feeds)
 UNI - Prepared Feeds Manufacturing
 UNI - GrainPTE
 DNR - Grain Elevators
 Grain Elevator Best Management Practices
 Grain Elevator Air Quality Permitting Frequently Asked Questions
Q John Podolinksy MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/11/2019
I’m looking for examples of language that could be inserted into enforcement-related correspondence
offering compliance assistance and/or advocacy via SBEAPs/SBOs. For instance, the language would be
inserted in the last paragraph of a violation letter highlighting the availability of SBEAP/SBO compliance
assistance and/or advocacy.
A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/11/2019
Attached is a letter that we worked with our APC on for when an inspector discovers an
unpermitted engine that might fall under our Permit-by-Rule option. Similar language was added
to permit renewal letters that are sent out to all facilities when it is time for their permit to be
renewed. It gives a brief synopsis of what SBEAP can do and how to contact us.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 2/11/2019
As an example from an inspection summary/violation [two page] letter issued August 20, 2018 by
an air inspector from our northern regional office added the following language towards the end
of the letter. You will also note in the letter that the same paragraph contains an admonition to
submit an air permit application for an unpermitted gas fired boiler discovered during the visit. I
do not know how frequently this language is incorporated into [air] violation letters.
“. . . IDEM's Compliance and Technical Assistance Program (CTAP) offers free, confidential
compliance assistance to regulated entities, including small businesses. CTAP can be reached at
(317) 232-8172 or visit CTAP's website at www.idem.IN. gov/ctap. The complete air permit
application should be submitted to:
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/31/2019
In Kansas, we negotiate new SBEAP projects each year with our state regulatory agency. Our program is
multimedia and I am wondering if your state SBEAP is doing a new outreach or has identified a
compliance gap that impacts a certain sector of small businesses?
A Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/31/2019
I may be working with drinking water program to provide outreach to car washes on
PFAS/PFOA. Depends if we get a grant.
Q John Podolinksy MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/25/2019

The Montana Legislature is currently debating a plastic bag deposit bill. Some legislators are curious
about the potential adverse impacts the legislation might have on small businesses implementing the
requirements. If your state has plastic bag requirements I would like to hear from you about business
owners’ experiences with implementing (accounting, staffing,…) plastic bag deposits.
A Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/28/2019
We have a proposed bill in the works now to ban single use bags. We requested a part time
person to help with outreach and enforcement. This will probably kill the bill. However, there is
already talk to support a bill that allows towns to have their own bag ban bill, something like San
Francisco and other towns.
Q Susan Tripp VA Office of Small Business Assistance 1/17/2019
We have been approached by a Veterinary clinic about whether a safety cabinet for chemo drugs which
has a fan pulling from the cabinet and vents to the outdoors will require a permit. Has anyone else ever
encountered a request like this? Apparently anyone storing these drugs is supposed to keep them in a
safety cabinet like this. That means that any vet clinic, hospital or doctors office that mixes these drugs
must have one of these cabinets.
The clinic has supplied us with a list of the drugs, but they are researching if any of them contain any
toxic chemicals. I am assuming that VOC is the primary pollutant.
Doxorubicin HCL 2mg/ml
Vincristine 1mg/ml
Mitoxantrone 2mg/ml
Vinblastine 1mg/ml
Carboplatin 10mg/ml
L-Asparaginase 10,000 iu
A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/17/2019
I would think the quantity that a veterinary clinic has in storage would not reach a threshold
where even if all of it happened to evaporate, that it would only be considered an insignificant
source of air emissions. Though that is dependent on the threshold of what is considered
insignificant in your state. The drugs would also be sealed which would reduce the overall
emissions. It sounds like the venting is to prevent build-up of hazardous fumes or cross
contamination in an enclosed environment. None of them appear at initial glance to be

radioactive in nature, which might create the need to look at another layer of whether it is
an insignificant source of air emissions or not. In TN, the threshold is 0.1 mREM/year of
emissions for example.
A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/17/2019
My perspective is solely relating to the air program, not hazardous waste. Normally, the
chemical quantities are so small they would not trigger an emission limit in my state requiring a
permit. Additionally, how the chemicals are used (e.g. treatment of patients, research and
development) could also impact whether they would be regulated here under our air program. As
used, to medicate animals or people, we would not consider that to be an emission source.
Basically in Kansas, emissions have to be coming from a stationary source or emission unit. In
general, we look at the process using chemicals and emitting chemicals, not storage of chemicals.
Furthermore, if they are properly closed, there should be no vapors or loss. The “venting” in a
chemical safety cabinet is to prevent build-up of fumes that could ignite, etc. if something isn’t
properly closed or if there is a leak, breakage in packaging or spill.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 1/18/2019
The latter two components in this list is in powder form or a solid. Personal hygiene, safety,
wearing adequate personal protective equipment and management of any unused material would

probably be paramount. If any of the compounds are DEA regulated, that might pose another
area with regards to security and disposal. Perhaps the cabinet should be locked and expiration
dates tracked to avoid inadvertent disposal of unused compound.
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/17/2018
Some NESHAPs require annual compliance reporting, due by Jan. 31st each year. Below is a list of the
common ones I have identified, do you know of others?
·
6X – Metal fabrication
·
6W - Plating and polishing
·
7D – Prepared feeds manufacturing
·
4Z – RICE engines (semi-annual, due July 31st and Jan. 31st)
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 12/18/2018
6W – A report must be submitted only if a deviation occurred during the year, otherwise it is a
record prepared no later than January 31 and maintained should an inspector wish to view it. A
deviation, in the case of a chromate conversion coating is that applicable management practices,
as practicable, have not been implemented which means that if you can rationally justify why you
could not implement a management practice (any one of twelve) then it is not practicable, it is not
a deviation. Management practices, for the most part, are what many platers implement without
being acutely aware.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 12/18/2018
40 CFR 63.11509(c)
How many variations of the same thing? Only four?! Why not Compliance of certification
annual.
1. Annual certification of compliance
2. Annual compliance report
3. Annual compliance certification
4. Annual certification
Yes, I am probably facetious and sarcastic.
A Christine Paulson IA Small Business Air Quality Liaison 12/18/2018
I believe the Part 63 General Conditions require all NESHAP affected facilities, including area
sources, to submit at least an annual compliance report if the facilities had deviations or
noncompliance during the reporting period. Major source NESHAP facilities are also required to
certify compliance annually for Title V purposes, even if the facility has no deviations/noncompliance (facility was in compliance during the previous calendar year.) NESHAP 6X (Metal
Fabrication and Finishing) is the only area source NESHAP that I know of that requires an
Annual Compliance and Certification report even if the facility was in compliance during the
reporting period. If folks know of others area source NESHAPs with this same requirement,
please chime in.
Q Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 12/5/2018
Has anyone worked with a company who employs a spray application of a Zirconium Oxide as a type of
conversion coating or pretreatment for a powder coating application to follow? It is my understanding that
a dip process which generates a wastewater is potentially subject to 40 CFR 433 where they might need to
treat the wastewater to meet the categorical standard prior to discharge to a sanitary sewer/POTW which
would generally mean that a pretreatment permit would be required. Does the spray application of
Zirconium Oxide change applicability? At this time, I am not certain as to the other ingredients for the
spray on application.

A Dianne Wilkins OK Department of Environmental Quality 12/11/2018
This is the answer I received from our WQD permit engineers: Coating operations on any basis
material are subject to 40 CFR Part 433 Metal Finishing Point Source Category. As conversion
coating is specifically listed as one of the unit operations subject to the metal finishing ELGs
(Development Document for ELGs for Metal Finishing, p. III-6), the spray application of
zirconium oxide would not change the applicability of these ELGs.
Q Eric Florio NV Small Business Assistance Program 12/5/2018
I recently had someone contact me asking about using lime over caustic soda to neutralize wash down
water in their scrubber unit. They etch nickel base alloys in a hydrochloric and hydrogen peroxide
solution. The air from that room then goes through a scrubber and the wash down water is currently being
neutralized with Caustic. I was wondering if anyone has had any experience with this and could answer a
few questions for me. In terms of being more environmentally friendly and safer for workers, which one
would be the better choice? What are some potential problems that they could run into?
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 12/5/2018
I would suggest that you gather data weighing the pros and cons of the different products and
how they are used. I would suggest reviewing “Acid Neutralization with Lime,” National Lime
Association. Also, you will need to identify what quantity is needed to achieve a certain pH and
how the material containing the hydroxide radical is received (solid or liquid), how it is prepared
and delivered/fed into or combined to cause the desired reaction without generating excess
carbonate and solids. Any of the higher pH products are potentially harmful and dangerous. Cost
might be a driving factor unless the quantity to be neutralized is low or the price differences are
small.
A Jim Cain MA Office of Technical Assistance 12/5/2018
One thing missing is the scale of the operation. The discussion below reflects my personal
preferences. The mildest neutralizing agent would be sodium bicarbonate. Next would be a
sodium carbonate solution (I would hate working with solids and dusts). Next are chemicals with
lower solubilities: Magnesium hydroxide slurry has a good health rating compared to the others.
Calcium hydroxide is more soluble (up to 2%) and more corrosive than magnesium hydroxide. I
would think of it as somewhat better than the sodium hydroxide if you don’t have to make the
solution from the powder. If the sodium hydroxide is used at 10% or greater it has much more
neutralizing capacity, but is more difficult to wash off of any exposed skin, etc. before damage
occurs.
Q Belinda Breidenbach ID Small Business Development Center 12/4/2018
How has your state addressed metal fabrication for permitting and compliance? Are you looking at 6X
applicable facilities only? Or taking a broader application of state regulations on the processes used in
metal fab including; spray coating, blasting, grinding, and welding? Have you developed any special
permits for the metal fab industry? flow charts? Have you done outreach? And what channels are you
using?
We have determined there are metal fab operations across the state from urban to rural areas and the
businesses cover a wide range in sizes. And 6X covers only a segment of metal fabrication operations.
We are working on a plan for effective outreach to the industry to ensure compliance. I look forward to
learning what your state is doing.
A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/5/2018
Here is the TN SBEAP web page on 6X. When the rule came out, we attempted to identify based
on NAICS which facilities were affected and sent direct letters to them informing them of the rule
and the requirements. We included a sample Initial Notification developed from the EPA sample

Initial Notification and included with the letter. This helped us identify which facilities were
actually 6X and which weren’t. We also developed some workshops and a presentation which is
included on the website. As for flow charts, EPA had one that was used on our website. No
special permits have been developed. We have not necessarily looked at the industry in a broader
sense, but instead focus on which ever issue or question comes up based on client needs when
they call for assistance. This rule is common amongst facilities and there continues to be fairly
regular assistances relating to this rule as either new facilities are started or existing facilities that
may or may not have responded initially are located by Air Pollution Control. There are a few,
such as powder metallurgy facilities, that may appear to be subject to 6X, but in the end may not
be. There is a three tier method of determination if a facility is 6X or not:
1.
Does the facility have a NAICS that corresponds to 6X?
2.
Does the facility use the target HAPs?
3.
Does the facility have a process covered by 6X?
Powder metallurgy can often answer yes to the first two, but potentially no to the third as none of
the processes covered by 6X are conducted at the facility. Beyond 6X applicability, many other
metal fabrication facilities that we have encountered through assistances have been able to be
determined to be insignificant sources of air pollution. We have worked with them on an
individual basis with their calculations and the most common areas that come up are abrasive
blasting and welding. Depending on the welding wire, they may or may not be subject to 6X and
if they are not, the volume would determine if a permit is needed or not. Abrasive blasting will
almost always require a permit depending on media and volume again, but 6X applicability
would be based on the objects being abrasive blasted. I have worked with a few facilities that
have a small intermittently used blaster that have been determined as insignificant.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 12/5/2018
No
No & yes
Outreach – Metal Fabrication and Finishing web page; attempted to identify members in Indiana
potentially subject to 6x. The list was small – 16. A list generated from SIC/NAICS codes was
larger, about a hundred.
The definition of “primarily engaged” greatly reduces applicability of 6X. It is possible that an
entity subject to 6X might only be subject to the welding provisions – tier 1, 2 or 3. In reviewing
Indiana’s virtual file cabinet to identify air inspections which included a 6X review, there were
eighteen inspections from 2016 to 2018. Violations were observed during two inspections and a
determination was made that an entity was not primarily engaged as defined in 6X and thus not
subject.
A Christine Hoefler CO Small Business Assistance Program 12/5/2018
Colorado did not adopt 6X, but we still did outreach for it. We combined our outreach with the
6H outreach mainly for surface coating issues. Colorado does have specific regulations
pertaining to surface coating for metal surface coating facilities for VOC emissions not HAP
emissions.
A Christine Paulson IA Small Business Air Quality Liaison 12/12/2018
In Iowa, the DNR and UNI-IWRC worked together to develop tools several years back when 6X
was first promulgated. They are available at IWRC 6X and IDNR 6X (scroll down to Metal
Fabrication and Finishing).
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/14/2018

At our R7 SBEAP meeting, Dan Nickey asked if any states were working on [Volkswagen settlement
porjects] as SBEAPs? None of the R7 SBEAP typically work on mobile sources, but we wondered if your
state SBEAP is able to use the funding for non-mobile source related outreach?
A Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 11/14/2018
For SC, the settlement is being administered by the Department of Insurance.
A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/14/2018
In TN, the VW settlement is being managed through the TDEC Office of Energy Programs.
SBEAP is not involved at this time.
A Belinda Breidenbach ID Small Business Development Center 11/14/2018
YES! In Idaho the electric vehicle charging stations are be administered through the Governor's
Office of Energy and Mineral Resources and the repower and replace is being administered
through the Department of Environmental Quality. Both applications are now out and on this
website. As SBEAP I have been involved. I'm on the OEMR advisory committee. I have also
traveled around the state targeting small businesses putting on an information session about the
fast charging network and how to apply for funds. The diesel vehicle application just came out.
And the deadline is January 31. I'm planning a state wide webinar in the first half of December to
inform small businesses about the program. I have a Powerpoint if anyone needs it. You can
remove the state specific and there is a lot of general VW settlement and EV information. Let me
know.
A Jim Plosay AK Manager of Air Permits Program 11/14/2018
In AK, the VW settlement is being managed by Alaska Energy Authority. No settlement funding
will be used by the State for outreach under SBEAP.
A Michelle Jacobs DE Small Business Ombudsman 11/14/2018
In DE the VW settlement is being handled by the Division of Air Quality. The SBEAP is not
involved.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 11/14/2018
Indiana Volkswagen Mitigation Trust Program
A Beatriz Milne CT Office of Planning and Program Development 11/15/2018
In CT, the VW settlement is being handled by the Air Bureau. For further information, you can
visit CT’s Mitigation Program page. Our Mitigation Plan is on that page and it outlines the
eligible actions for funding under the VW program.
A Linda Piper LA Department of Environmental Quality 11/15/2018
In Louisiana, the Air Quality Division is handling the VW settlement projects.
A Lee Ann Briggs PA University of Pittsburgh Small Business Development Center 11/15/2018
In Pennsylvania, PA DEP Air Quality Division is handling the VW settlement.
A Belinda Fowler NE Department of Environmental Quality 11/15/2018
In Nebraska, the Assistance Division is handling the program and working closely with our Air
Division. Contact is Randy Smith.
A Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/15/2018

NH’s Mobile Source Program is in charge of the projects. However, I have recommended my
clients to apply for the DERA grants (clean diesel).
A Paul Harding UT Small Business Ombudsman 11/15/2018
DEQ's has been designated by the Governor to handle the VW Settlement in Utah and the
Division of Air Quality is leading the effort.
A John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/15/2018
In Montana our Energy Office of the Montana Department of Environmental Quality is leading
our VW activities. Anticipated funds will be spent on mitigation actions that reduce mobile
sources of NOx emissions including replacing diesel vehicles and charging stations. Feel free to
contact Kyla Maki if you need more info at 406-444-6478 or email.
A Genevieve Salmonson HI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/15/2018
The Department of Business and Economic Development’s Energy Division received the
settlement funds. They will provide a small portion to the Clear Air Branch to assist with the
Diesel Reduction emission program where will assist small businesses on request.
A Jim Cain MA Office of Technical Assistance 11/20/2018
In Massachusetts the projects from the settlement money are being managed by the Department
of Environmental Protection.
Q Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/16/2018
About 1.5 years ago, I asked if anyone had any emission calculators (i.e. excel spreadsheets) for
determining emissions from electroless chromate conversion plating, and other plating operations (such as
electroless Nickel, Zinc, or even other electroplating activities that could include any of the MHAPS
listed in 6W.)
Tom Jablonski, MN, provided me with an excel calculator tool that I used to determine emissions for the
purposes of PTE for permitting (not for compliance with 6W) an aerospace parts manufacturer that had
operations. I already knew and understood that the chrome conversion activity at this facility was subject
to 6W and that there are only work practices requirements, no emission limits in 6W. But I needed a
method to determine what the emissions would be strictly for permitting purposes and to prove the
operations were not increasing facility HAP emissions. The MN calculator provided that ability.
As I understand it, the MN calculator that Tom provided to me, has now been determined to have
“problems” and is not being used. As a result, we asked our Kansas Air Pollution Control Regulatory
agency permit staff if Kansas Air Permitting had a tool for this type of activity. They sent us an excel
spreadsheet that has MN SBEAP references on it and the MN SBEAP phone number on it. I am not going
to attach it here, but I will want to talk with MN SBEAP and see if this is a new tool MN SBEAP
developed or something our Kansas agency staff have manipulated/modified from the tool Tom provided
me and that I would have submitted to KDHE at that time for the permitting review of the source I was
working with at the time. MN SBEAP information would have been left on the calculation I submitted,
for validation purposes that the methodology was being used in other states for permitting purposes.
Beyond that, are any of the other states calculating emissions from these type of activities to determine
PTE of HAPs or increases in HAPs if people install an electroless chromate conversion tank, etc.?
If so, would you be able to share the methodology you have used to calculate such emissions from
electroless plating/coating tanks, and electroplating of various MHAPs?
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/12/2018
6W - any states have calculator tools or guidance documents? Please share. Thanks!
A Christine Paulson IA Small Business Air Quality Liaison 11/12/2018

Iowa has some guidance documents for 6W that we developed as part of an internal NESHAP
workgroup that included UNI. The tools are available on our website at DNR Air Toxics Tools
(scroll down to the accordion headings and click on Plating and Polishing). These tools were put
together several years ago now, and have not been updated other than phone numbers, mailing
addresses, and website URLs. We probably need to look at refreshing these tools.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 11/13/2018
Indiana created a web page, Plating and Polishing Operations, which does make reference to an
ongoing outreach project involving Region 5 states, EPA Region 5 and the NASF. However, the
effort has stalled perhaps a couple of years due to a lack of cooperation on a course of action to
take to address issues that EPA would not specify and NASF was adamant about not creating
more records than what 6W requires. Demonstrating that one has implemented applicable
management practices, as practicable, of which there are 12 without creating a record or
procedure seems challenging. The 6W recordkeeping section is a minefield of redundancy.
R Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/13/2018
Thank you Mark! Any chance you have a sample spreadsheet tool for calculating PTE for these
processes?
A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/13/2018
TN has a webpage on the Plating and Polishing rule. Of particular note on that page is our
compliance checklist. A facility requested something like this and it was developed to help
identify the different activities covered under 6W and what a facility needs to do in order to
comply with the rule.
R Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/13/2018
Nice site! Any chance you have a spreadsheet? We were using one from MN, but Troy said it has
now been taken out of circulation.

Q Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/15/2018
Has anyone worked on a tire pyrolysis project (emission calculations)? If yes, what emission factors were
used? Do you have a calculation methodology you can share?
Q Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/12/2018
This week I attended a Region 7 Air Permitting, Compliance and Planning meeting at the EPA R7 offices
in Lenexa. One of the topics brought up for discussion was a question about how to more accurately
account for VOCs and HAPs in coating operations. We all probably know the very broad EPA definition
of VOCs (hydrocarbon, photochemical reactivity, etc.) but determining that is not always an easy task.
Also, the EPA HAP list has some broad categories along with the more bright-line list of chemicals with
CAS #s. One category is the polycyclic organic matter-POMs.
My questions today for SBEAPs are:
Do any of your states maintain a reference list of VOCs (non-exempt) that is a go-to guide for permit
writers and compliance staff? If no, is a default VOC determination made based on whether the chemical
is a hydrocarbon, or how does staff determine if a chemical is truly a VOC (photochemical reactive versus
not)? Is there other methodology used to make the determination?
Do any of your states maintain a reference list of POM HAPs that is a go-to guide for these chemicals
(and any others that are generic HAP listings (i.e. no CAS # associated with the chemical)? If no, what is
the methodology used to determine if a chemical should be considered a HAP?

Also, one state in our 4 state region indicated that they also consider many machining oils (even those
based from plant oils) as VOCs, but offered no methodology for calculating the PTE. Does your state
calculate emissions for metal machining using machining oils and what methods are used for that
calculation?
R Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 10/12/2018
So did they have an issue with using the VOC content on an SDS or Consumer Product Data
Sheet/Technical Data Sheet provided by the supplier of the coating?
A Jennifer Lipkin NV Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/12/2018
Clark County, NV DAQ accepts the information provided in the SDS for VOC and uses CAS# in
SDS for HAPs.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 10/15/2018
The use of “as supplied” and “as applied” safety data sheets complicates the process of
calculating potential emissions of volatile organic compounds (VOC) as well as volatile and nonvolatile hazardous air pollutants. Another complication is that the user may not understand the
VOC content of the “as applied” material after they have mixed it. And another is the wording of
safety data sheets and other documentation making reference to actual VOC and regulatory VOC
which is quire confusing for the user.
I hope that David Darling, American Coatings Association can shed some light on some of the
confusion and apparent information disparity.
Ionic bonds allow for disassociation typically in an aqueous solution. Covalent bonds as are
typically with organic molecules are more resistant to change, but can degrade with sufficient
temperature, but not under ambient conditions.
A Barb Goode KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/12/2018
The attached lists from Indiana were sent in July to the technical subcommittee…
The HAPs and non-VOCs list was created by a colleague a few years ago, maybe three or
four. In terms on non-VOCs, there are two other lists which are more or less up to date. One of
the two focuses on non-VOCs which may be typically used in degreasing operations.
R Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 10/12/2018
I didn’t see POM’s broken out in the Indiana list – someone let me know if I missed them.
AP42 for natural gas lists POMs…TABLE 1.4-3. EMISSION FACTORS FOR SPECIATED
ORGANIC COMPOUNDS…all the compounds with a superscript “c” are POMs in the
table. Not sure that it’s a complete list of what would be defined as POM though.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 10/15/2018
I overlooked the third bullet point below regarding machining oils which may be straight
alkanes/alkenes or cyclic hydrocarbons. For straight chain alkanes, as the number of carbon
atoms approaches infinity, volatility approached non-volatility (a solid even at relatively high
temperatures). Typically, the machining oil will be contaminated even after repeated efforts to
skim and/or filter. If you evaluate losses based on mass balance, used oil and/or an oil
wastewater are generated in relatively significant quantities whereas any evaporative losses are

relatively insignificant and the error is generally greater when attempting to add to many digits to
the right of the decimal point. Soap is also an organic compound though we do not expect it to
evaporate prior to the next time we reach for it.
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/8/2018
Have you ever run into [consultants attending a SBEAP site visit]? In my 18 plus years doing hundreds of
site visits, I have not done one where the small business invited their consultant to attend. Mainly because
most of our small businesses do not have or hire consultants. I felt like I was training the client and the
consultant. It did not seem right, so I wondered how your state would or has handle this?
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 10/10/2018
Typically not. However, I have conducted a few site visits where a consultant did attend. In one
instance, I met with another state owned entity that had a contract with a consultant in regards to
their air permit. The consultant gathered information that I supplied based on the presence of
several stationary emergency engines which were referenced in the air permit incorrectly. The
consultant’s job was to submit an application for these corrections to be made.
I find that consultants can be very specialized, very knowledgeable in one area, but ignorant in
everything remaining. I worked with a safety consultant who was part of an insurance company
who suggested to the company that they invite me to discuss general environmental
compliance. The consultant participated to a limited extent.
I have visited body shops and on some occasions I have even suggested the body shop invite their
paint supplier/representative to discuss the type of product applied and training requirements.
I participated in another site visit involving a company engaged in metal finishing who invited
their consultant to participate in part of the visit via a conference line. I think the company
seemed to feel better when both the consultant and I were saying the same thing. However, the
company has had a difficult time retaining an onsite EHS, but not so with a paid consultant.
I conducted another site visit which involved the same consultant as referenced in the previous
paragraph. However, the consultant was able to attend. The consultant was taking down
information in order to prepare the necessary forms for a decision on air permitting. The
company was involved in the manufacturing of custom made pole barns and also operated three
0.9 MMBtu/hour wood fired boilers.
A Dianne Wilkins OK Department of Environmental Quality 10/10/2018
I’ll go along with Mark’s comments. I’ve had numerous interactions with consultants in my years
of P2 and assistance. I always try to stress to the customers that they are ultimately responsible
for their facility’s compliance with applicable rules and regulations. I address all communication
to the facility (sharing is their choice). I’ve also had a couple consultants call asking questions
and then learn that they charged the facility for the information/resources they obtained with no
charge. That just didn’t feel right.
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/21/2018
In Kansas, Green Earth dry cleaners are required to dispose of their residual green earth contaminated
waste with a “special waste authorization.” That means it gets hauled separately to the landfill and goes
into an identified cell, similar to asbestos and medical service waste is regulated. What is the latest in your
state? Any special disposal regulations for this dry cleaning solvent?

Q Jasmine Blyden VI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/20/2018
I have a question for all state SBEAPs. I ran into a situation and was wondering what actions other states
took on this issue or if this has happened to anyone. I was refused by a small business owner to enter his
business to perform an onsite assessment visit.
A Christine Hoefler CO Small Business Assistance Program 9/21/2018
The Colorado SBAP is an assistance program, so from our stand point if a source does not want
our assistance we do not force the issue. If we think there is a dangerous environmental
issue, then we would refer them to our enforcement group.
Agreement from Genevieve Salmonson 9/21/2018
A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 9/21/2018
We would only go to a business if we are invited to help them assess their requirements. If they
change their mind when we show up, that’s up to them. Only credentialed inspectors at WDNR
have the statutory authority to force the business to let them in to conduct an inspection, and even
then if they are refused after showing their credentials they need to bring an environmental
warden along. I think they may even need to get a warrant if they’re refused entry.
A Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/21/2017
Same for New York. While NY SBEAP is not regulatory, the state’s Department of
Environmental Conservation can get a warrant if they are refused.
A Nancy Herb PA Department of Environmental Protection 9/24/2018
Same for Pennsylvania. PA’s SBEAP (for us, EMAP is the provider) is outsourced from the
regulatory agency (PADEP Bureau of Air Quality). That way, EMAP is able to provide
confidential assistance to the small businesses that they work with. EMAP provides summarized
reports to PADEP BAQ, but nothing identifying individual companies. EMAP consultants would
only conduct a site assessment at the invitation of the small business. All assistance is provided
by mutual agreement and the extent of EMAP assistance is limited by the clients’ directions. For
example, if a client requests help with a permit application but does not want help with emission
calculations, EMAP’s assistance will only extend to the permit application.
A La Ronda Bowen CA Air Resources Board 9/24/2018
The CA Air Resources Board small business compliance assistance programs ((507) do not go to
a business to conduct either an inspection or compliance assistance without the permission of the
small business owner. Participation with the SBEAP is voluntary and confidential. Businesses
are always subject to enforcement until they come into compliance. We inform the business of
this situation.
A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/24/2018
KS SBEAP is the same way with a few exceptions. There are a few programs that our funding
agency has asked us to do targeted on-site outreach. For these programs, we contact the facility
contact (provided by the regulator), describe the assistance effort and schedule the visit. Most
clients are glad to get the assistance.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 9/21/2018
We emphasize that CTAP is a non-regulatory program that provides free, confidential compliance
and technical assistance to regulated entities - https://www.in.gov/idem/ctap/2328.htm. Some of
what we do to market ourselves is to conduct visits where we hope to spend about two minutes
describing what we do typically providing a generic copy of what we do. For whatever reason, a
business or other potential regulated entity may refuse assistance, but cannot do so for long with a

compliance inspector. As I attempt to describe what we do, I indicate that we endeavor to teach,
train, educate, etc. so that an entity that applies some or all of what they learn can do well during
an inspection with perhaps only minor issues.
A Daniel Sowry OH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/21/2018
Since we’re voluntary, that’s never happened. If it did, then the business apparently didn’t want
our free and confidential assistance.
A James Grassiano AL Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/24/2018
It’s rare that we have that problem in Alabama. Most industrial facilities have some sort of
permit through ADEM. And via the permit, they must provide access to ADEM
inspectors…including the SBEAP person. If, however, it’s a facility that does not have an air
operating permit, or an NPDES permit, a RCRA permit, etc…and the facility does not provide
access, they probably have the right to deny us initially. But we just might then arrange a SWAT
team multi-media inspection through the State Attorney General office. J
Q Jasmine Blyden VI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/20/2018
Has anyone visited small printing shops that has no hazardous waste just ink and toners? What are the
rules and regulations that govern this industry? This is the only thing I found on Epa.gov
40 CFR 63 Subpart KK- National Emission Standards for the Printing and Publishing Industry
Hazardous Air Pollutants.
A Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/21/2018
There are no EPA air regulations covering this industry. For New York State, they are exempt
from air permitting and their VOC emissions are well below any thresholds for both permitting
and VOC RACT.
A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/25/2018
The NESHAP you reference is sometime called the “Wide-web NESHAP” and is applicable for
major sources only. To my knowledge, there are no “Area Source NESHAPs.” In Kansas, our
printers that trigger air permits are typically major for VOCs (from their solvents) and maybe
HAPs, so they are large-scale printing operations. The industry has done a good job reducing
emissions. We have found cost and haz material reduction opportunities for them through better
management of their solvents. Depending on the type of printer your client is, flexographic,
lithographic or rotogravure, you can find their trade association resources at
https://nationalsbeap.org/info/sectors#Printing.
FYI - The Printers’ National Compliance Assistance Center or PNEAC, is no longer funded for
updates and so their old url takes you to a appears to be a commercial printing site.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 9/21/2018
I searched Indiana air permits online using “graph” as a search term discovering 28 entities
arbitrarily picking one to look at more closely, Sport Graphics. They operated under a federally
enforceable state operating permit, but were able to downgrade to an air registration in
2012. You can obtain a copy of their registration. They were apparently able to drop VOC
emissions to less than 15 tons per year. 25 is the threshold for a minor permit. They use four
HAPS none of which has a potential greater than 2.5 tons.
None of the NESHAP would apply as one would need to be major (greater than 10 tons per year
for one HAP or 25 tons per year for two or more HAPs). The VOC regulations do not apply until
potential emissions are much larger. Reviewing the appendix will show the technical support

document which makes references to all the regulations that the air permit writer had to give
consideration.
A Annette Fulgenzi IL Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/25/2018
In Illinois, if they use less than 5,000 gallons of coatings including solvents/thinners they are
exempt from permitting, otherwise a non-major source would be permitted under Illinois’ state
rules.
Q Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 8/29/2018
I assume other states have a reporting mechanism possibly on an annual basis for a Title 5 or a permit
which includes enforceable conditions to render Title 5 not applicable to certify its compliance as
continuous or intermittent and how it was determined. If intermittent, identify the parts of the permit
where deficient, exceptions and corrective actions taken.
Does any state make use on an online reporting tool – e.g., turbo tax like software program which requires
data to be collected & assembled and to receive prompts to enter data receiving feedback as to missing
information or prompting required elements to be completed allowing it to be filed/submitted
electronically to that state before a prescribed deadline. If yes, I would like to learn more about the
software that is used and how the process was developed. If no, perhaps a checklist or self-evaluation
questionnaire was created to allow a regulated entity to know what data it needs to collect and how to
submit it correctly.
A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 8/29/2018
Wisconsin has a process that allows any permitted facility to submit annual and semi-annual
compliance certifications electronically, but it is essentially a system that simply uploads PDFs
with an electronic signature process when required. If you’re interested, you can check out the
instructions for the process here: https://dnr.wi.gov/topic/AirPermits/ComplianceReports.html.
Q Daniel Chuquin TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/7/2018
I have an asphalt plant client that is considering accepting excess baghouse dust/fines from other asphalt
producers. Their concern is what to do with it once it becomes excess to them – the excess they can’t
recycle into their production. Any thoughts or experience with this? Know of another type of plant or
industry that could take it and use it?
Q Angela Taylor IN Department of Environmental Management 8/3/2018
I am seeking input from other states about the methodology that is used to calculate potential to emit
from woodworking operations. Additionally, if you have guidance on how sources can show
compliance with limits mathematically, that would also be helpful. Please send me any information,
spreadsheets, issued permits, guidance or written out calculation methods that are used for permitting and
compliance purposes in your states. I know this is kind of last minute, but if you could provide anything
today, that would be AMAZINGLY helpful!
Q Arthur Fink KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/1/2018
We are about to begin a project auditing and assisting ready-mix concrete facilities. Specifically we are
seeking resources regarding discharge of concrete truck barrel washout water. I have accessed EPA’s
information regarding this issue, but wanted to see if any states had resources to offer as well.
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/31/2018
We have been asked to work with this industry to educate them on the aspects of this new rule [Chrome
NESHAP Housekeeping Issue]. We are familiar with the EPA resources, but wondered if any other State
SBEAPs have already created additional outreach resources they could share.

A Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/31/2018
https://www.des.nh.gov/organization/commissioner/p2au/pps/ppdpp/index.htm
When I was in P2, we had an outreach project to dental offices, but that was 17 years ago. The
best thing we did was to create a partnership with the NH Dental Society. Over 98% of NH
dentists were members at that time. It was super easy to get the word out to them and we
presented at many regional and annual workshops. We even did office presentations for staff
(hygienist, clerical, assistance, and dentist). The office ppts were my favorite because they felt
comfortable to ask lots of questions about the rules and about other environmental issues. You
can take a look at the web page to see if anything works for you. We also “stole” most of the
publications from Vermont, since they were ahead of us on the research and BMPs.
Q Arthur Fink KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/13/2018
Does anyone have any exceptional tools (in this case calendars and spreadsheets would be the best match
but I’ll take anything) in regards to livestock waste management? A bit of brief background – Kansas is
developing a livestock waste compliance calendar with daily lagoon stage tracking and other facility
checklists for smaller confined animal feeding operations (CAFOs) across the state and a nutrient
management plan spreadsheet for the state’s larger, non-swine CAFOs. Thank you for any suggestions!
A Melissa McGee-Collier MS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/13/2018
This is what I found from Maryland. We are working on adapting it for MS.
Q Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/9/2018
The State of TN is working on developing additional general permits and potentially charging a fee for
them. Some businesses have shared with us their general permit experience in other states and given us
the fee charged for a general permit in those states. As part of the process, I am trying to gather
information on what other states charge for general permits. Some specific questions for those states with
air general permits:
1. What does your state charge for a general permit if anything?
2. Does your state have different fees for different general permits?
3. TN Air Pollution Control receives the majority of its funding through fees. What percentage of
funding does your state’s air regulatory program receive through fees? Asking this in case a
state’s fees are able to be lower due to a higher percentage of general state funds being used by
the program.
I’ve been trying to assist our regulatory program with their fee revisions while keeping the fees that may
affect smaller businesses low while still reaching the revenue goal needed. This information will give us
some ideas compared to other states concerning general permits.
Q Annette Fulgenzi IL Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/27/2018
Hello my technical friends! I’m wondering if anyone has an emission calculation for burnoff ovens that
you could share? I haven’t had much luck tracking it down myself and I know they are exempt in many
states.
A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/28/2018
I’ve worked on a couple of burn off ovens that burned off occasional powder coating. In looking
at the powder coating itself, there were no HAPs, so it was expected that no HAPs would be
generated from the burn-off. As such, the calculations were done just using the natural gas
emissions. I’ve attached the general spreadsheet and calculation description that I include to help
explain how the numbers were arrived at.

A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/28/2018
Like TN, we would use our combustion (Boiler/furnace) PTE calculator found at
http://www.sbeap.org/aqrules/tools with a list of our other calculators. We would look at the SDS
to evaluate for potential HAPs and RCRA hazardous waste (metals) contained in the ash.
A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 6/28/2018
It took me a little while to find this. Here is a permitted facility in WI, where the “preliminary
determination” document (our title for the permit’s technical support document) for #13-POY145 references a number of paint burn-off ovens as insignificant or exempt
units. https://dnr.wi.gov/cias/am/amexternal/AM_PermitTracking2.aspx?id=3002299 .
There is a description of a new one that was being installed under the permit on page 23
https://dnr.wi.gov/cias/am/amexternal/AM_DownloadObject.aspx?id=470247. The assumption
was that if operated at 1000F or better, then only combustion byproducts are emitted.
Q Patrick Hoermann WA Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/20/2018
As I understand it, the NPDES requirements are changing this year. Could someone in the organization
please explain to rest of us the differences in the new permits? NPDES technical advice is a part of what
the King County program provides and it would help me better serve the community to have this
information.
A Darryl Lum HI Department of Health, Clean Water Branch 7/2/2018
The Association of Clean Water Administrators (ACWA) has been working with the EPA Office
of Wastewater Management as EPA was considering updates to the NPDES
program. Representatives from the ACWA state technical workgroup and EPA were discussing
the status of the proposed rule, options EPA was considering based on state feedback, state
implementation challenges, and state recommendations associated with process and next
steps. There was a series of conference calls with EPA, ACWA, and interested State NPDES
programs. The last conference call that I listened to on the NPDES Updates Rule was sometime
last year. I checked my emails and there was a status update call on the NPDES Updates Rule in
May 2018. Unfortunately, we missed this call due to a meeting conflict.
I’m not really sure what EPA is planning. I assumed that everything was on hold as there was a
lot of discussion in 2017, but almost no discussion in 2018. Also, our EPA, Region 9 liaison did
not tell us anything. Usually, when there is a new regulation or upcoming regulations, our liaison
makes sure that we are up to speed and/or preparing.




Below is a link to the proposed EPA NPDES Updates Rule and some potential contacts:
Proposed NPDES Updates Rule website (contains link to Federal Register notice)
EPA Contact: Sharmin Syed, Water Permits Division, Office of Wastewater Management, Email
(syed.sharmin@epa.gov), phone: 202-564-3052. I don’t know Sharmin Syed, but this person
spoke on behalf of EPA on the conference calls.
ACWA Contact: Sean Rolland, Deputy Director, ACWA, Email (srolland@acwa-us.org),
phone: 202-465-7179. If you contact Sean, please don’t tell him that you got his contact
information from Hawaii. I don’t want him to know that Hawaii missed the May 2018
conference call

Q Rosanne Sanchez NM Environment Department 6/11/2018
I am wondering if any of you have ever provided Method 9 Opacity testing for a small
business/municipality who has an air curtain incinerator permit? If so, did you run into any problems
doing this? Any feedback would be appreciated.

A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/11/2018
It’s been years since I have, but it was always difficult for them to pass. It is the nature of the unit
– open burning with a control device basically – not an incinerator, at all. The basic thing is that
normally these things are worst when they are initially lit. Once they get going and burn hot, then
they are pretty good. Wet materials, green materials, etc. are another problem.
Does the permit require that the performance test be conducted at the unit’s maximum ton/hour
rating (I am not just talking about any fuel for the burners, I mean the amount of material they can
burn in an hour – whether that was manufacturer indicated or calculated for permitting
purposes)? If it doesn’t, then I’d suggest that they don’t pack the pit or container full on the day
of the performance initial or annual. But they need to make sure if they are permitted to add
constant heat, fire with a burner, that they crank that to its max capacity – hopefully permitted for
that.
Q Belinda Breidenbach ID Small Business Development Center 6/6/2018
I'm looking at starting or reinstating a monthly or bimonthly call for Region 10. I understand the region
was more active years ago. And it's time to re-energize. Do any other regions have a monthly/bimonthly
call? I'd like to know what SBEAP activities you are conducting in region or participating in. I'd
appreciate your ideas and insights.
A Lisa Hunt WI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/6/2018
Region 5 has a monthly call led by our Regional Rep. We have a regional liaison, so he joins our
calls when he can. Sometimes other EPA Region 5 staff join to call too. Once a year, we get
together at Region 5 headquarters in Chicago to meet with EPA reps and discuss what’s going on
in the region.
A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/6/2018
Region 7 has a SBEAP regional call in the Spring and a SBEAP meeting in the Fall at EPA
Region 7 offices with EPA. If someone wanted a “special” call, being the R7 rep, I’d put that
together. Otherwise, meeting twice a year has been preferred wish of the states in the region. It is
difficult for some states to get permission to travel to R7, but our Fall R7 meeting, we try to get
some training and EPA R7 updates that benefit our SBEAP’s.
I am guessing many state agencies, like Kansas, have monthly permitting or compliance calls
with EPA region personnel and maybe monthly or weekly calls with district office staff or
inspectors not located in central office. Do any of the SBEAP personnel sit in on those calls?
Since KS-SBEAP is not part of the regulatory agency, we do not have an opportunity to sit in on
those calls.
A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/6/2018
Region IV has monthly calls the third Wednesday of the month at 1:30-2:30 pm CST. We’ve had
these for well over a decade.
A Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/6/2018
Region 1 used to have monthly calls until the EPA SBO retired.
A Elizabeth Sapio CO Small Business Ombudsman 6/6/2018
Since 2007, while I have been SBO, I do not recall ever having Region 8 meetings. In the past we
have met at "Region" tables during annual training for discussions or planning. There was some
interest in starting up a Region 8 conf call/discussion of our CAP members (UT, CO, WY, MT,

ND, SD), but it hasn't happened yet or lately. There is a Region 8 pollution prevention conference
call and some of the reps have dual roles P2/SBEAP. Sometimes MT, WY and UT have joined in
on CO CAP meetings that we have held. Does anyone else in Region 8 have a different
recollection?
A LLoyd Kirk OK Department of Environmental Quality 6/6/2018
Does anyone know how many of the regions are active? Maybe doodle poll. Once we have that
information we can bring it up with our respective region and DC.
Q Genevieve Salmonson HI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/16/2018
I would like to update our collection of data for our annual report. Presently, we are doing everything
manually (log in calls, update emails to case, record outcome, etc.), and it is very outdated. I would like
to know how other states are collecting their data with a special program for the report as number of
cases, number of calls to case, results, etc.
A Melissa McGee-Collier MS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/16/2018
Here in Mississippi we still capture much of information manually as well. However, for those
calls that require an investigation, we use a tracking database that captures contact information,
type of call, reason for call, and the results of the investigation. It also allows for us to attach
documents and pictures.
A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/17/2018
In Kansas, we try to input every call, site visit and mass communication/outreach effort in a
database created by our IT department to capture the metric we want it to report out. It is hard to
find the time to input the data and I’d say we capture about 80% of our work, but is certainly
makes data reporting easier and more consistent.
A Belinda Breidenbach ID Small Business Development Center 5/17/2018
In Idaho it's just me part time. I keep a running log of calls on a word document. Nothing fancy
just a record. If I spend an hour or more with the client it is logged into a Small Business
Development Center Database called Center IC.
A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/21/2018
In TN, we maintain a dry erase board that we tally calls and emails related to assistances on,
which is then included in our weekly reports to our supervisor. The data from the weekly reports
is tracked in an Excel workbook to track that activity. Information for assistance requests,
workshops, meetings, and any special projects is entered into our Access database, though email
and call number specifically associated with an assistance is not recorded. Emails are copied and
pasted into the database so that information is captured directly. Other information is entered
from notes taken during a call.
When doing the Annual Report, the Excel spreadsheet is used to determine numbers for actual
activity. The Access database is used to determine the number of businesses assisted, the number
of contacts at workshops and conferences. We can also determine the industry category of
businesses and which media category the assistance fell into based on the information in the
Access database.
Daniel is currently learning how to potentially make a new database that would be accessible
online for our program and we plan to make it easier to capture the data we most need for the
Annual Report and our own needs. Also, it should remove some of the issues that have been
creeping into the database due to it originally having been created in Access 95 or 98 and simply

ported over to new versions over the years. However, it should remain password protected so that
only our program would have access to it and thus maintain confidentiality.
A Annette Fulgenzi, IL Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/21/2018
We have developed a client intake form similar to what Renee does in Wisconsin to capture our
interactions and then we enter them into an excel spreadsheet by the end of the month. (I find it
hard to enter them in when working with a client.) It isn’t perfect and could probably use some
more fine tuning. We then generate some pie charts showing monthly, quarterly and annual %
of calls we receive on various topics and it one of the items we share regularly with our
Compliance Advisory Panel.
A new thing I am trying to get my head around is using google analytics to tell us where our
clients are going for information on our website as more and more folks want to self- serve
themselves and it will become more critical to be able to show our value in that arena as
well. Helpline calls may diminish but website usage has increased for the information for
example. I had suggested this as an idea for our education subcommittee to assist us novice
technology folks and even low tech programs with training regarding what kind of useful end
user data and web usage we can access or mine using free tools like google analytics. For
example I know that I had approximately 350 folks access information on Stage I/II Vapor
Recovery/6C NESHAP last year. We do publications and put them online but is there a way to
know how many people accessed or downloaded the publication for example?
A Ed Bakos NJ Small Business Assistance Program 5/22/2018
NJ DEP uses Access which allows us to input data, count and retrieve the number of activities,
workshops, meetings, site visits, sectors and businesses types along with contact
information. Access is our tool used to complete and submit our annual report.
A Belinda Fowler NE Department of Environmental Quality. 5/22/2018
As a new assistance coordinator in Nebraska, the question has prompted questions to our
programs and field staff-so thank you for helping me along the learning curve. Currently, we log
our compliance activities into a database system if specifically tied to a facility (with associated
identification number). Other items such as calls, follow up, one stop meetings, emails, etc. are
manually tracked by each division and collected toward year end for purposes of our annual
report. As a follow up question, is there a shared drive where SBEAP programs can share
information (e.g. copies of past reports, accomplishments, awards, etc.?).







A Derek Bozzell KY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/22/2018
In Kentucky, each of our staff keeps a hardcopy call log, but any contact with a client, meaning
calls, emails, site visits, permit assistance, or meetings, is also entered into an Access
database. In this database we record:
open and completion dates of the assistance request;
staff involved;
information about the caller, including name, company, address, and county, if available;
the nature of the request (a description along with the relevant air/waste/water program); and
the assistance provided.
We also keep track of whether the client is a small business and if our assistance is “detailed”,
which we consider to be anything that takes more than two hours to complete. A communication
log containing copies of email text and summaries of phone calls is also kept for each client
assistance request.

We can run reports on the database for just about any metric we record. Common reports we
utilize include: client locations, number of small businesses assisted, number of total assistance
requests, programs or topics clients request assistance with, and number of requests per staff
member.
A Linda Piper LA Department of Environmental Quality 5/21/2018
Currently, Louisiana uses TEMPO as its data collection and management
system. (TEMPO=Tools for Environmental Management and Protection Organizations) Phone
calls, emails, faxes, site visits, letters, and permit assistances are entered into the system and
reports are generated using various queries
5/23/2018
In response to your inquiry, here’s a great description for TEMPO (now Tempo360) from my
colleague, Jason Hanchey, Business Analytics Specialist (DEQ’s TEMPO expert).
“Tempo360 (Advantage RM now) is our main backoffice application that tracks entities and
actions that we regulate. We are working to get all of our business units included in this
framework and I really couldn’t list them all, but I can tell you that it spans permit activities,
enforcement, remediation, payments and receipts, and we’re working on emergency response. We
are also working on including epermits to that list as we can afford to move different permit types
in.”
A Jennifer Lipkin NV Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/21/2018
In Clark County, we have to submit a couple numbers monthly to the County Managers. All the
contacts are manually entered by month into a spreadsheet by SBAP staff. The spreadsheet is
only visible to the SBAP team. It contains parameters that supervisors/managers were interested
in several years ago. It doesn’t directly correlate to the items in the national annual report, but a
lot of the information transfers. You can see the Summary tab contains some useful information.
We are looking to update the parameters within the next year or two but unfortunately, because of
the way this spreadsheet was originally built, it is extremely labor-intensive to make any changes.
Spreadsheet attached subject: Re Sbeap_main Annual report (18).msg
A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 5/21/2018
I use this tracking sheet, printed 2-sided, in a binder next to my phone to capture each call as it
comes in, because I still haven’t transitioned to entering them directly into our Access
database. Emails I sort into a folder to count periodically. All calls (from the sheet) and emails
(saved in the folder) are eventually entered into the database. The database is also used to capture
numbers of newsletters sent, along with other outreach projects, conferences or presentations,
etc. We have some standard report templates set up in Access to compile all the counts for
whatever time period we need (quarterly, annual, historical).
Sheet attached subject: Re Sbeap_main Annual report (19).msg
A Michelle Jacobs DE Small Business Ombudsman 5/21/2018
I’m still logging data manually here in Delaware. I’ve set up a basic spreadsheet to help track
data but never seem to get data entered into it. That being said I’m enjoying reading how other
states do their tracking as it is giving me some ideas, and it is reminding me to enter some data
for some recent inquiries.
Q Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/11/2018

Are any of your states regulating small craft breweries under the air requirements of your state (permitting
and/or compliance)? If yes, is there a capacity/production trigger that pulls small brewers in? Also, if yes,
do any of the states have an expedited permit application process for small craft breweries, or specific
permitting guidance written for these sources? Have any of the states had craft brewery initiatives that
focused on environmental tech assistance?
A Jennifer Wittenburg IA Air Emissions Assistance Program 5/11/2018
Here in Iowa, we (the Iowa Waste Reduction Center at the University of Northern Iowa) started
the Iowa Green Brewery Certification program. With this program, we provide training and
assistance on compliance with applicable environmental regulations, but then we go one step
further by conducting an "environmental audit" of the brewery and scoring their individual
sustainability efforts. We developed a weighted scoring system (with the help of 16 breweries
across the state) to give more points for more impactful practices. The final score then determines
what level (if any) of certification the brewery achieves (Bronze, Silver, Gold and
Platinum). Once the certification is awarded, we do a big publicity push for the brewery
(newspaper, radio, tv) as well as put it out all over social media...so the brewery gets some great
exposure out of the process. It's great for us too, because the breweries here in Iowa are very
interactive with one another on social media, so when we are posting about what we are doing
with a specific brewery, it puts us directly in front of most of the other breweries in the state.
In our opinion, going the route of using a certification to reward sustainable practices and then
making it a tiered certification, has been the biggest driver for participating breweries to
implement some or all of our recommendations. When we tell an owner that they are at Silver
level, but only a few points away from Gold, they almost always will do what it takes to bump up
that level.
Related specifically to air requirements the processes which we have been identified to need some
sort of permit are mostly related to the grain handling including the grinding of grain. In Iowa we
have been able to use a "small unit exemption" for these processes. Other air pollutant emitting
processes are covered under exemptions in Iowa (i.e., small natural gas fired boilers).
Check out our webpage for more information, or if anyone has any further questions or is curious
about how we are doing what we're doing in Iowa, please don't hesitate to reach out to the project
lead Joe Bolick at mjbolick@uni.edu or 319-273-6577.
A John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/11/2018
My program is assisting breweries with energy and water use, as well as teaching them how to be
more sustainable. We only have a dozen breweries in our Montana Brewery Sustainability
project, so it’s a small effort, although we’ve pitched it to all 70+ breweries in the State (as well
as wineries, distilleries, and cideries).
Since I’m a one person show I’ve linked up with a few other entities in Montana in our project
including the Montana State University P2 program, the MSU Montana Manufacturing Extension
Center, a sustainability-teaching business called UnCommon Sense, the National Center for
Appropriate Technology, and one of Montana’s leading sustainable brewery, Draught Works
Brewery. We’ve formed a loose knit collaboration called the Montana Sustainability Committee.
Attached is our brochure.
Interestingly, we’re finding challenges with getting the dozen breweries to act on our energy and
water use recommendations, i.e. installing submeters, LED lighting, electronically controlled
motors, etc. Our breweries are really busy making great beer and that’s their priority. Needless
to say, I would imagine if any one of them are cited for environmental non-compliance they’ll
come running for assistance!

Recently I’ve been pulled into assisting breweries with effluent and spent grains disposal. More
and more wastewater treatment plants are pushing pretreatment and breweries are on the hit list,
particularly by older POTWs. Colorado’s brewery project (Kaitlin Urso, whom we heard from
last year) and the national brewers association are gold mines for brewery wastewater
information.
A Kaitlin Urso CO Department of Public Health and Environment 5/11/2018
Colorado had a large outreach project to the craft brewing industry last year. Here is the
website: https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/sustainablebrewing
For air emissions I created an excel air emissions tool based on AP-42 (an some assumptions our
engineers helped out with). We didn't publicly post the calculator online because the brewery will
also have additional air emissions from their process boiler and we didn't want them to think the
calculator was all inclusive.
AP_Brewery-Emissions-Calculator 8.xlsm
We also wrote sort of a "white paper" on brewery air emissions.
Brewery Air Emission Best Practices.doc
Craft breweries actually have pretty low VOC emissions. The smallest brewery we have
permitted in Colorado is New Belgium which produces about 100,000 barrels a year. It is our
largest craft brewery by far. Some of the craft breweries do have boilers large enough that they
exceed our reporting threshold for NOx emissions.
We don't have any special forms for craft brewers or tailored permitting guidance. We did
however produce a P2 fact-sheet for breweries.
Breweries Branded FactSheet (1).pdf
Also here is a summary of our 2017 brewery outreach:
Brewers Report Working Final.docx
I also have lots of presentations from local breweries about successful sustainability projects I can
share if you are interested.
A Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/14/2018
Good afternoon Lynelle, currently NYS regulates all except for on-site consumption/retail sale,
but an exemption is in the works to exempt the small ones.
Q Annette Fulgenzi IL Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/26/2018
Does anyone have a formula for calculating emissions from storage piles and roadways for PM at
aggregate facilities that you could share with me?
A Jenifer Dixon Michigan DEQ 4/30/2018
We use this internally if the facility does not have better information. I am not sure if it will help
you, but it may be a starting point.
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/20/2018

Our Kansas SBEAP is being asked to do a technical assistance outreach for this industry [ready-mix
concrete]. One of the tasks is to oversee the seepage testing of facility lagoons. If your program has
experience with this, how did you handle it and how time consuming was it?
Q Annette Fulgenzi IL Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/12/2018
I had the following questions from a client regarding the housekeeping provisions in the Chrome
NESHAP. Are you aware of any information regarding this issue?
“Could you please provide additional guidance on the housekeeping requirement for separating buffing,
grinding or polishing operations that are located in the same room? If these operations are NOT dry and
only conducted using cutting fluids, does the separation requirement still apply? California clarified that
it does not apply if cutting fluids are used but I could not find any such clarification for the federal
Chrome NESHAP requirements.”
I would appreciate any insight you might be able to provide, I emailed the two contacts for the NESHAP
at USEPA as well.
R Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 3/13/2018
I am interested to learn what you find. I hope it is not too different from what information I have
received (attached documents).
Q Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/7/2018
The State of TN is working on Permit-by-Rule for emergency generators and 6H auto body shops. Some
of the tools we are planning on are calculators to help determine if permit-by-rule would work for a
particular emergency engine, guidelines on what constitutes a pollution control device for an emergency
generator, and similar. Some guidance has already been developed and posted to our web site for
generators and additional guidance is planned for the auto body group. Though as Tony has pointed out,
the majority of facilities can easily avoid 6H. Because the facilities that might have emergency generators
is so varied, what are some successes in outreach to this group that you have had?
Q Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 3/7/2018
Has anyone worked with a company complying with 6X where the paint booth/spray area was not 4
walls/curtains? Any scenarios, for parts less than 15 feet, where this has been allowed?
(i) Spray booths or spray rooms must have a full roof, at least two complete walls, and one or two
complete side curtains or other barrier material so that all four sides are covered. The spray booths or
spray rooms must be ventilated so that air is drawn into the booth and leaves only though the filter. The
roof may contain narrow slots for connecting fabricated products to overhead cranes, and/or for cords or
cables.
A Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/8/2018
Hi Renee, the definition EPA uses for spraybooths does not appear (in my opinion) to require a
company to purchase or construct a “spraybooth”, hence, as long as they not spraypainting
outside in the open and they have proper filters they would appear to meet the definition. Note
that the definition of spraybooth does not say anything about have 2, or 3 or 4 walls plus roof
and/or side curtains (I’m generalizing to cover 6H and 6X) BUT nowhere does the definition say
that a spraybooth must be inside a building, hence the building is a spraybooth. Anyway that’s
my take.
A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/8/2018

I would agree with Harry on this. Here in Kansas, many sources do not have a paint booth that is
a manufacturer designed unit but have installed what we lovingly call “shop-built” paint-booths
that are designed by the owner/operator. Some do not have walls that surround the activity and
may even have filtration in the floor, because of the type of parts painted. Others are done in a
room without any filtration but are just considered to be “enclosed.” Our air pollution control
agency does not require the installation of a paint booth that meets certain criteria, unless there is
some complaint coming in about paint mists traveling off property and damaging other property
(like cars parked in a neighboring parking lot – which has happened, but it was actually coming
from the paint booth stack! It can be really windy in Kansas some days. )
Also, the way Kansas calculates PTE for painting and coating, there is no “control efficiency”
applied to the PTE based on a paint booth or paint booth filter. The only factor for any “control
efficiency” is related to particulate matter and the type of spray gun used. [However, powder
coating would allow for calculation of filtration and control and even recycling of the powder
coating for re-application.]
All that being said, there are OSHA requirements for painting operations that have to do with
safety and combustive/explosive atmosphere and highly combustible volatiles in close proximity
to electrical apparatuses. So even where EPA doesn’t appear to require a source to install a
“proper” paint booth, OSHA could come in and find fault with the set-up and require a more
“controlled” painting environment.
R Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 3/8/2018
Thank you both. It has been a few years since I worked with that rule, so I forgot about the
concept that the building could qualify as the spray “booth” or spray area…even though it uses
that term in the rule language.
Q Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/5/2018
I have a company that is looking at putting in a forced air boiler for drying of lumber. Previously, they
had used a boiler to heat water and circulate the water in a radiator in order to provide the heat to dry the
lumber. They will be using a wood fired boiler (taking advantage of waste wood generated on site) in
either case. Would the forced air boiler have less emissions than the other type of boiler or are they
equivalent? Would the forced air be more efficient and use less fuel than a standard boiler? They are
looking to use a top loading system where they can just dump in a bunch of wood and light it off in either
case.
A Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/6/2018
Heat transfer from water-to-air as compared to air-to-air is pretty close. Therefore I would
concentrate on the design of the wood burner/boiler for efficiency. As far as emissions goes,
again it’s the design of the wood burner/boiler not how the energy is transferred into the
kiln. Less emissions are generated by high efficiency units because you are burning/converting
the carbon and VOCs into energy and mostly emitting CO2 and water. Some of the new wood
gasification units are very efficient.
A John Yntema, GA Department of Natural Resources 3/6/2018
Is the moisture content of the wood fuel to be the same for the boiler as for the air-to-air system?
Are both burning green sawdust? At least in Georgia, the current norm for sawmills (at least for
softwood mills) is to use green sawdust as the fuel. This is the case for new boilers as well as for
direct air-to-air systems. Sawmills usually have both dry sawdust and green sawdust they can use.
Dry softwood sawdust is no longer favored as fuel, as it can be a valuable product.

It should be noted that boilers over 10 MMBtu/hr are subject to a NSPS, whereas direct systems
are not. In Georgia, boilers of any size are regulated. Direct air-to-air systems are essentially
unregulated. Opacity standards may apply, but that is irrelevant since green wood combustion
from air-to-air systems are essentially opacity free.
Air-to-air systems can use dry sawdust. However, combusting dry sawdust allows ash to get on
the wood, which is not good. The preferred option is green wood air-to-air combustion
(gasification). The downside for all (or most) air-to-air systems is that the wood fuel is not
completely burned up. You do not get all the Btu out of the wood that is available. But it is good
that the PM emissions of ash from an air-to-air stack is therefore lower.
That air-to-air ash can be considered as sequestering carbon (though I am not sure it officially
qualifies for credits). It is similar to charcoal. On the other hand, high carbon concentration ash
takes up somewhat more space in a landfill. On the other hand, high carbon ash can be a valuable
product, if there is a facility that is equipped to use it. In Georgia, we have a brand new plant that
uses high carbon ash to make carbon black.
Or high carbon ash can be used as a soil amendment that is known as Terra Preta. However, I
don’t think anyone has figured out how to do this commercially. Website that explains Terra
Preta. [Read at your own risk. I have not verified that this website contains accurate information,
but it does give you a flavor.]
A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/6/2018
I want to read back the question the way I am reading it and see if I am getting this correct. If I
am totally off-base on what you are asking, just ignore my response that follows.
The way I am reading your question, you are basically describing two different methods of heat
transfer, using a boiler (of any kind). Previously, steam was used to heat radiantly, from a radiator
unit which heated the air “passively” (just like in a home with radiant heat) to dry the wood. Now
the facility wants to install a boiler (which I am assuming is still going to heat water to steam)
that sends the steam to tubes and then air is forced over the heated tubes - “forced air” to
deliver/blow hot air into the lumber drying chamber [just like a forced-air furnace in a home
requires some sort of fan to transfer heated air.]
Emissions of any boiler are a sole result of combustion efficiency, fuel used and any method of
control on combustion (rich/lean, low-NOx, Over-fire-air (OFA), flue recirculation, etc.).
Radiators don’t emit anything, and the fan in a forced-air boiler is electrically operated, so no
emissions from “forcing air” into the lumber drying chamber.
If it is a new boiler, the manufacturer likely has some “test-cell” emission factors for the main
pollutants that can be used to calculate the PTE (I don’t think it matters how the steam is used
since steam from boilers is used in so many ways – ). If you can’t get the Manufacturer’s
emission estimates for burning wood, then you may have to resort to AP-42.
R Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/6/2018
Thank you for your responses. Yes, currently they are using natural gas, but want to switch back
to wood as that will be a ready resource for them (being a lumber mill). They had originally had a
wood fired boiler, but it was evidently not designed well and had opacity issues and complaints
from nearby residences concerning smoke. They switched to natural gas as part of an agreement
and are getting a new boiler designed to include a smoke scrubber that they are looking at
installing.

According to the manufacturer of the boiler, it is going to be a top loaded boiler (i.e. open the lid
and dump wood in) with a 1000 lbs. per load charge. It would then burn for about 25 hours per
load (so charging rate of 40 lbs./hr. of wood). At least that is the relevant information I have been
able to get concerning fuel usage for calculating emissions.
The manufacturer was wanting to know about forced air vs. the water radiator circulatory system
they have been using as well as discussing the insulation of the building. I’m not sure I got him to
understand that those would be related to the efficiency of the process, but wouldn’t necessarily
effect the efficiency of the boiler and how much emissions it produces.
Q Christopher Lynch NE Business Environmental Program 2/23/2018
I have an information request: Other than California, which is phasing out the use of perc dry cleaning
machines per regulations passed in 2007, is anyone aware of any other state or local jurisdiction that has
put in place a moratorium on the licensing of new perc dry cleaning machines? The requester is defining
a moratorium as a measure that would “grandfather” existing perc dry cleaners to continue operations but
would prohibit any new machines from being installed and coming into operation. The requester is
looking for existing code, local ordinance, or statutory language. I’ve passed along the California
regulations. If you’re aware of anything else out there, please pass it along.
Q Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/14/2018
This is a long email, so it may not pertain to you, I just basically want to double check work I doing using
the NCDENR woodworking tool. I think a while back someone from NC shared their state emission
spreadsheet for this type of emission source on technical or on main.
I am working with a source in Kansas that is cutting not only plywood flooring/wall material but foam
insulation sheets. I wanted to use the NCDENR woodworking tool to get a PTE, but the uncontrolled
numbers are coming back huge and by that I mean 7 times the PSD threshold for PM. I am hoping
someone can confirm that a PM value that large would be typical for the numbers below that I am
working with.
Here is what I know:






156,000 sheets are cut annually (estimate)
Sizes of material (wood and insulation) varies
o Width is standard 4 feet
o Thickness varies between ½ inch and 1 inch
o Length is mostly 8 feet, but there are materials 10 feet and 12 feet long
Number of cuts per sheet varies between 1 and 30 cuts
Length and shape of the cuts is custom to each project, so there is no standard
o Worst-case cut distance we had last year was 384 inches for a single sheet.

The source provided me with an estimated total cut “rate” of 59,904,000 inches, or 4,992,000 ft. of board
was cut for 2017. I am no carpenter but I researched how to calculate bd-ft online to enter into the
NCDENR tool. Online information says T" x W" x L" divided by 144 = Bd. Ft. Using a worst case
thickness, length and width, I ended up with 7,488,000 bd-ft. I wanted to hope my math was bad, but I
found an online bd-ft calculator and entered the same information and got a similar answer.
They have control on all sawing and that gets everything down to a very reasonable “Controlled PTE”,
but I was just wondering if there is something I am missing or doing incorrectly when it comes to the

NCDENR spreadsheet. This could mean the difference between this source being required to obtain a
Title V or our KS FESOP. If someone from NC can help me, or if anyone else has used it before, please
either send me an email or give me a call.
A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 2/14/2018
Does the emission estimate tool account for the regulated particle size fraction? A lot of wood
waste is too large particle size to be regulated.
In the past I have used these AP-42 appendices to help find the fraction of emissions in the PM10
size or smaller:
https://www3.epa.gov/ttn/chief/ap42/appendix/appb-1.pdf
https://www3.epa.gov/ttn/chief/ap42/appendix/appb-2.pdf
Q Kevin Moluf KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/1/2018
While browsing through some grants, I had an idea about florists and organic wastes. Has anyone had
experience with a similar project?
Q Susan Tripp VA Office of Small Business Assistance to Paula Hoag 1/26/2018
Thanks for joining our call yesterday, it was very helpful. Quick question for you. You mentioned some
sort of meeting between trade associations and small businesses. I understand why this is a small, closed
group. Do you think it might be possible for any trade association reps that are participating in your
meeting to meet with our group separately? Just a thought.
A Paula Hoag EPA Office of Small Business Programs 1/29/2018
Good question! I will check with Joan on that. I assume we would have to gauge the interest from
the trades and see if any that plan to attend the meeting are game.
R Susan Tripp VA Office of Small Business Assistance 1/29/2018
Thanks! I know our group is always talking about making connections with trade associations.
When we were last in DC there was a great presentation from the Center for Retail Compliance
and I think we’ve had others over the years.
Q John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/25/2018
I received a call from a window cleaning company who’s looking to switch from a methanol-based
window cleaner to an ethanol-based cleaner. I understand methanol is more damaging to window frames
than ethanol. Does anyone have experience with regulatory applicability for ethanol-based cleaners?
Also, I’m interested in green cleaning alternatives and suggestions.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 1/26/2018
You may consider exploring the Cleaner Solutions Database maintained by UMass – Toxics Use
Reduction Institute.
EPA Safer Choice and Safer Chemical Ingredients list
Chemical Hazard Data Commons – I believe that you must subscribe to obtain access.
Chemical footprint and Green Screen
Q Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/29/2017
I am creating a SOP for Membership in the NSC. I want the next person who takes over as SBO to
understand why they need to join the NSC and how to participate. Here are the items I will include in the
SOP.
Did I forget anything?

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)

Visit nationalsbeap.org – email the current chair to introduce yourself.
Join the main sbeap list serve
Join the subcommittees – Technical, promotional, education
Join the workgroups – optional – annual training, annual report, web site
Be the region 1 rep or alt
Attend annual training
Submit annual report data
Get involved in discussions, provide feedback on proposed regulatory changes, share tweets and
support the network

There will be no one to train the next SBEAP/SBO. SOPs are a way to improve continuity and share
knowledge. I am not leaving yet, but hope to move out of New England by the end of 2018.
A Elizabeth Sapio CO Small Business Ombudsman 12/29/2017
You could let them know that they can request a mentor from another state to ask questions. Your
list looks good to me for NSC involvement.
R Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/29/2017
That would be Jeremy in PA currently to discuss mentors correct? I would definitely put direct
names and contact info when possible, though where to find that information is likely more
useful. Also, check the National SBEAP map for your state and contact the web contact (Nancy
and Barbara currently) to get the state contact information updated if needed.
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/27/2017
[In response to IL Dry Cleaning Calendar] I like to post six variations of the calendar for states to view. I
will add yours as an update to our page as one of the 2018 versions. I like the cover, is it a photo that KS
could use or did you purchase it?
A Annette Fulgenzi IL Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/2/2018
Unfortunately, it is a photo our graphic design shop purchased that is copyrighted.
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/18/2017
Anyone have a factsheet or guidance they like to direct clients to on this[how to read an SDS]?
R Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/19/2017
Did Renee give a presentation on this? Or maybe I am thinking how to read the Federal Register.
A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 12/19/2017
I create a fact sheet on How to Use an SDS for Air Pollution Requirements that I may have
mentioned in presentations before.
R Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/19/2017
Renee, great factsheet! Within the limitations of any factsheet, everything is right on. I would like
to mention that many manufacturers also has an Environmental Data Sheet (EDS) that provides
additional useful info for what we do.
Q Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/6/2017
Do any SBEAPs support the Soak Up the Rain initiatives?
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 12/6/2017

How much information can one assimilate in order to disseminate important information to a
variable [target] audience? With that being stated, I did listen to an EPA webinar, Growing New
Jobs With Green Infrastructure on Wednesday, November 8 presented representatives with Jobs
For the Future and the National Green Infrastructure Certification Program. Some entities that we
help are subject directly or indirectly through an MS4 (municipal separate storm sewer system)
program which can include industrial activity.
Q Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/6/2017
Received a call asking about the legality and regulations around the addition of cannabidiol to bottled
water. Research indicates that it is essentially a derivative of hemp oil and not necessarily marijuana,
though there is a close association between cannabidiol and THC. The client has contacted the FDA as it
is dealing with a food product and they are researching it, and I am researching it from a water
quality/water additive perspective, but wanted to ask the group if anyone else has been asked this question
or dealt with something similar. Industrial hemp production does appear to be legal in TN, though
marijuana is another matter.
A Lisa Hunt WI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/6/2017
My understanding is that cannabidiol is one component of marijuana as is THC. Cannabidiol is
used medicinally for pain relief and other purposes but doesn’t create a high and is legal
everywhere. Not sure about putting it in bottled water though. That seems weird.
R Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/6/2017
It is, but also occurs in industrial hemp. And it does have some of the medical uses you say. The
client has been approached by several groups about cannabidiol (CBD) as an additive and is
doing his research as well. Though I did come across this website. Honestly, some of what they
are saying as to their manufacture sound like throwing random buzzwords into a blender and
thinking no one would understand what they are saying. So… I agree that it does seem a bit
unusual. Hopefully the client will not do the same.
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 11/6/2017
Is it considered a plant based oil? Depending on storage quantity or its use in equipment, it may
have to be considered with respect to SPCC.
C21H30O2 – it appears to be an alkane bonded to three ring structure one of which appears to be
aromatic.
I would assume this would have some impact on a wastewater effluent in terms of CBODs and
BODs.
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/3/2017
Does anyone have waste determination experience working with PPE worn during amalgam filling
removal at dental offices? I have a client that suspects they fail TCLP for mercury and would be consider
RCRA hazardous. If you have experience or have run a TCLP on this waste stream, please share your
experience. I know most of these offices generate exempt quantities, but some dentists want to go above
and beyond. FYI – sharing two interesting videos that tell the exposure story.
Particulate exposure
During the removal of amalgam fillings, dentists are generating large quantities of mercury vapor
and mercury contaminated particulate matter.
Vapor exposure

Here are some other mercury levels we've recently measured that were a shock to us (video has both Sue
Casteel from ATSDR and Eric Nold from EPA region 7) Mercury levels after opening a new jar of preencapsulated amalgam and Mercury levels after a new amalgam is triturated (measurements from
MT3000 are in micrograms)
A Dianne Wilkins OK Department of Environmental Quality 11/3/2017
I wouldn’t be surprised if they failed TCLP since the level for Hg is so low. However, we haven’t
any additional information here.
A Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/6/2017
I did a mercury amalgam project over 17 years ago when I was in pollution prevention. We
passed a rule that required dental offices to install amalgam separators. We did not do any testing
of PPE.
https://www.des.nh.gov/organization/commissioner/p2au/pps/ppdpp/index.htm
A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 11/6/2017
As I vaguely recollect, EPA proposed a dental pretreatment standard which essentially required
amalgam separators.
A Sheila Lockwood Chemical Hygiene and Biosafety Officer Seattle U 11/6/2017
I have never performed TCLP on gloves for amalgam contamination when supporting the Dental
School at the University of Washington or the Emergency Dental Clinic with UWMC. I would
suspect that with all the swishing and irrigation taking place it is unlikely you would have
sufficient contamination remaining.
Does your client have good management procedures for all the other waste generating processes,
x-rays, amalgam capture filters on the vacuum system and wastewater system, waste container for
the near empty capsules, extracted teeth containing amalgam fillings, spent lighting, used
batteries etc.? If not, I would focus on these areas first.
Here is a link to the Washington State Department of Ecology guidance on the topic. The team I
was with at the UW, worked closely with Ecology to develop and performance proof the
guidance. Feel free to give a call to chat once you have looked at the Ecology
guidance. Washington and King County requirements may be much more restrictive than Kansas
or your local POTW’s requirements.
Q Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 10/26/2017
Do states offer guidance for the disposition of wastewater from the cleaning of a roof? A contractor was
referred to my office by another state employee, emergency response who was onsite to oversee the initial
stage of a response to a release to a nearby stream. It was reported earlier that day. According to the
contractor that I am attempting to help, the roof needs to be cleaned prior to the application of a roofing
coating material. The cleaner is typically a detergent. Power washing may remove carbon black from the
current roofing material. Additionally, the water used contains residual chlorine. The roofing
manufacturer will not authorize the warranty unless the roof is adequately cleaned. This method of
applying a roofing coating material is an alternative to a complete roof replacement and much less
costly. It will afford 10 years of added life. The contractor is seeking assistance as to options including
capture and control of any wastewater from this activity.
Illinois issued ‘Mobile Power Washing . . . Keep It Clean!’ in July 2002 and the State of Colorado issued
guidance on low risk discharges from surface cosmetic power washing operations in July 2010 which is
not very different from guidance issued within my state of Indiana by the Indiana Ready Mix Concrete

Association where it is advised to conduct washouts in an area that will not cause runoff (promoting
ground percolation).
Attachments—subject: [Sbeap_technical] disposition of wastewater from the cleaning of a roof using
various ingredients including detergents
A Tom Jablonski MN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/26/2017
Attached is MN Guidance on the topic. Hope it helps.
A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/26/2017
Here is the information I had in regards to Best Management Practices (BMP) for Power
Washers. There was a webpage on EPA, but they have since moved things and it has proven
difficult to find. There was an overview of Best Management Practices on the Pressure Washing
Industry Resource Center that refers to the EPA Model Ordinance for Cosmetic Cleaning. I also
found a 13 part YouTube presentation from PowerWash.com on EPA Power Wash Regulations
for Mobile Power Wash Cosmetic Cleaning. Each of these contain information that I hope will be
helpful as they outline many BMPs for Power Washers. Two of the main BMPs that were noted
were:
1.
Do not let wastewater enter stormwater sewer systems. Use covers to prevent
wastewater from entering the stormwater sewer systems.
2.
Use a vacuum/sump pump to collect water for disposal into the sanitary sewer system of
the property you are working at. Check with the POTW first for permission and to make sure the
sewer at the commercial site is a sanitary sewer system.
I also contacted Wade Murphy with the Division of Water Resources concerning the regulations
governing Power Washing. Here is the email that he sent me:
_________________________________________________
Here is a summary of the regulatory situation: TDEC regulates discharges of pollutants to waters
and the operation of sewerage systems. TDEC does not “regulate” pressure washing.
Discharges: We do not authorize discharges from pressuring washing activities; it is impossible
for us to write discharge permits for pressure washing activities. Terms and conditions of
discharge permits are a function of the water quality assessment and of the degradation resulting
from a discharge to a specific water. Pressure washing activities are mobile and do not discharge
to a single water. Additionally, we cannot authorize discharges to the ground or to municipal
storm sewer systems because we have no authority to authorize one person to put wash water on
the property of another person. The pressure washer must obtain that permission from the
property owner and the washer and property owner assume all liability for the activity. We only
authorize discharges to waters held in the public trust.
Sewerage Systems: Pressure washers themselves are not sewerage systems. Systems associated
with pressure washing that collect wash water and transport it for disposal do qualify as sewage
systems and we issue State Operation Permits for those type systems. For the reasons above, we
do not have an exemption for systems that incorporate treatment to remove the pollutants from
the water (carbon filters e.g.) thereby resulting in high quality water. They either have to reuse
that water (no permit required for a recycle system), haul it off for disposal (requires a permit), or
assume complete responsibility for wherever else they put it (no permit granted).
_________________________________________________
In addition to the above information for water, I did note that systems that use filters to recycle
water for reuse may over time accumulate enough pollutants to be classified as a hazardous
waste. If this occurs, one would need to apply for a Hazardous Waste Generator permit and have

to dispose of filters and wastewater as such. Generally, water and filters are changed out often
enough to avoid this situation.
So those are the basic guidelines in TN. If the wash water enters a stream or has the potential and
precautions are not taken, it would likely need a NPDES permit for industrial discharge.
Q Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 9/29/2017
We are updating the waste information in our Dry Cleaner Calendar and have found a few new things
from other states to borrow. At the same time our waste folks are asking questions I’m not sure about, and
I am hoping some of you may have experience with these:
1. How do they dispose of the machines when they upgrade or change? Do the machine vendors help
recycle or dispose of them? Does it make sense to provide the shop owners with information on large
appliance recycling?
2. Are there any solvents commonly used in the shop other than perc and petroleum based that we should
mention as hazardous: alkaline or ammonia cleaning solutions, organic peroxides and perchlorates?
A Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/29/2017
Hi Renee, my program is currently only air but here’s what I remember.
1. Since Perc is an “F-listed” haz waste, anything that come in contact with Perc is also a
hazardous waste. Therefore waste perc machines are hazardous waste. Options:
a. Use the scrap metal exemption but this does not remove liabilities because the waste
machine is still haz waste. Also, there maybe a time limit to use this option.
b. Have the machine cleaned to remove all perc residues then dispose of as non haz
waste.
2. Pretreatment chemicals contain various concoctions that include perc, trichloroethylene,
glycol ethers, alkaline, etc.
Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Techincal Assistance Program 10/6/2017
From Rick Armstrong, MWDLA Executive Director, IN
1. How do we dispose of machines when upgraded or changed?
2. Are there solvents used other than perc and petroleum based that are hazardous?
It is really too expensive to retrofit to a 4th or 5th generation machine. Most cleaners are switching
to SK4 or hydrocarbon machines. When they purchase their new machines, the company or
dealer selling them the equipment disposes of the old. With us, after we get all the perc out of our
machine we broke the machine down and sold it for scrap and whatever we could get. This is
what most “dealers” do. Recyclers will take the machines if all the perc, filters and any residue is
out of the machine.
We cleaned the tanks and the still out then took a blow torch and cut it down and had it recycled
for whatever we could get. I don’t know what Haiges or Machinex does. It has been 14 years
since we put in our new machine. I will see Jeff Dunn from Machinex at a seminar we have this
week. I will ask him what they do. I can also ask the cleaner where we ae going what they did this
last year when they discontinued the use of their perc machines.
The majority of the cleaners are switching to water based spotters so they don’t have a problem of
disposal. They are trying to cut out as much of the hazardous disposal expense as possible. I hope
this answers your questions, but if you need anything else, just let me know.

A Jenna Latt CA Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/6/2017
CA does not have any programs for recycling dry cleaning machines. However, in doing a little
research, here’s the information we received from a local equipment vendor.
“1. Most of the dry cleaners we've served and upgraded, we took back their old dryclean
machines after they drained all their perc out. And they are responsible for calling their hazardous
waste disposal company to pick up the perc drums. After, we take it back, we usually send it to a
scrap recycle center for money. Also, this is included in their delivery and rigging charges, so
they do not need to pay extra for this.
2. Yes, we do usually help our customers help recycle/dispose of them. This is mainly done for
cleaners who upgrade their equipment.
3. I think it would make more sense if the vendors (no the State) provided that information and
service.”
Our regulatory side of the house confirmed what the vendor said. I’m also attaching our list of
perc alternative chemicals which may be helpful in assessing waste.
Q Susan Tripp VA Office of Small Business Assistance 9/21/2017
Just happened to see that there is an upcoming Regional Regulatory Roundtable being held in Glen Allen,
VA on October 16, 2017. For the states where roundtables have already been held, I was curious if those
SBEAP’s got involved in spreading the word for the event. If so, what outreach methods or networks did
you use?
A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/25/2017
September 14th, the SBA Office of Advocacy Regional Regulatory Roundtable was held in
Overland Park, KS. Kansas SBEAP promoted via our Twitter account.I attended all sessions. The
format in Overland Park more closely resembled a regulatory public hearing, rather than a
roundtable, which I associate with discussions and question and answer sessions. Topics were
broken into 4 main sections: Input from Transportation, Hospitality and Retail, Input from
Financial Services and Real Estate Industries, Input from Construction and Manufacturing, and
Input from Agriculture, Energy and Land Use Concerns.
“Testimony” was given by attendees on a wide range of topics, but no discussions occurred. Only
two environmental regulations were mentioned (but are tied together by the one). Concerns in the
energy sector for NSPS 4Oa and a general statement that LDAR requirements (VVa) for are
overly burdensome because most locations are unmanned and the operators have to drive far
distances to perform this audits. Also of general concern across sectors was that all the rules
(OSHA, DOT, EPA) have too much paperwork requirements.
I am not sure if some of the attendees submitted statements prior to the meeting. However, I was
surprised that EPA Region 7 was not in attendance, although an OSHA regional representative, a
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service representative and an IRA representative from the region attended.
A Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/25/2017
NH did promote it thru an email list that we had as well as to other small business assistance
providers. My co-worker attended the Roundtable. The only environmental issue that came up
was a disgruntle business that had an enforcement action.
A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/25/2017
In Kansas we used our @SBEAP Twitter and our website as well as reached out to regional
stakeholders. Nationally, we promoted all events via our @National_SBEAP Twitter. We also
added several to the website calendar.

Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/4/2017
Anyone have one of these (presentation about history of SBEAP) that you can share? I have a
presentation to air quality groups next week that includes some of this information.
Q Susan Tripp VA Office of Small Business Assistance 3/13/2017
I am a presenter at a Brownfields conference sponsored by VA DEQ. My topic is air permitting for dry
cleaners and the audience will primarily be landlords, lessors and developers. I do not have a technical
background, but I have been studying up on subpart M. Does anyone have a presentation they would be
willing to share? I would give you full credit! If not a presentation, would you provide some bullet points
of information you think I should be sure to include in my presentation?
A Jessica Dalton FL Division of Air Resource Management 3/13/2017
Attached is a presentation that one of Florida’s district compliance offices gave to a similar
audience a few years back. It’s gear towards Florida rules and procedures but it may help.
A Barb Goode KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/13/2017
It appears it was 2005 when we last did a dry cleaner workshop. I’m copying Nancy to see if
that’s right. You are welcome to use any of this or none of this and since it is so old, don’t worry
about crediting us. The subpart M information is in the last half of the presentation.
Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/3/2017
When your state calculates PTE for solvent recovery systems do they use AP-42 Chapter 4.6 and 4.7 or
mass balance? Mass balance would mean that 100% of the solvent throughput is considered emitted even
though they are obviously reusing the solvent so 100% in practice is not emitted. Also – does your state
allow a company research and development time before requiring they apply for construction permits? I
can’t find anything in the CAA or our state statues that addresses this R&D topic.
Q Dan Nickey University of Northern Iowa 11/27/2016
I will be attending the fall CAAAC meeting this Thursday in DC. I have been asked to provide comment
on a presentation regarding the health effects of diesel emissions. They would like me to take five minutes
to discuss (no Power Point) what our organizations are doing to reduce diesel emissions and what gaps we
would like to be filled. Sorry for the short notice I received this request on Friday. If you have any
thoughts please forward them to me by the end of Wednesday. At the meeting, I will also be obtaining
more information on the CAAAC awards.
Q Susan Tripp VA Office of Small Business Assistance 6/13/2016
I’ve been trying to recall which states at the DC training indicated that they had a food waste reduction
initiative in place. Seems like there were one or two states, but I can’t remember which ones. Anyone out
there have some information on this?

Announcements
Regulatory News
Correcting Technical Errors in Test Methods and Performance Specifications, Incorporating Alternative
Equipment
Opportunity to Comment on EPA's Plan to Retain NAAQS Standards for Photochemical Oxidants
NSPS for the Oil and Gas Industry
NSPS and Emission Guidelines for Other Solid Waste Incineration Units
U.S. EPA Proposed Consent Decree to Establish NSPS/NESHAP for Seven Source Categories
Minor Revisions to 2012 Coal- and Oil-Fired Electric Utility Steam Generating Units NESHAP
Final Rule Regarding State Implementation Plans
Proposal to Retain Current Standards for Ground-Level Ozone
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Site Remediation Residual Risk and
Technology Review
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Paper and Other Web Coating Residual Risk
and Technology Review
Proposal to Amend 2013 NESHAP for Major Sources: Industrial, Commercial, and Institutional Boilers
and Process Heaters
RTRs for Surface Coating of Automobiles and Light-Duty Trucks; Surface Coating of Miscellaneous
Metal Parts and Products; and Surface Coating of Plastic Parts and Products
Promulgation of Air Quality Implementation Plans; State of Texas; Regional Haze and Interstate
Visibility Transport Federal Implementation Plan
Addition of 1-BP to HAP List
RTRs for Taconite Iron Ore Processing NESHAP and Miscellaneous Coatings Manufacturing NESHAP
Federal Register Notice-- June 2020
Amendments to 2004 NESHAP for Plywood and Composite Wood Products
Risk and Technology Rules for Rubber Tire Manufacturing and Lime Manufacturing
Amendment to 2003 Miscellaneous Organic Chemical Manufacturing NESHAP
Federal Register Notice-- April-May 2020
NESHAP for Integrated Iron and Steel Manufacturing Facilities
Fuel Streamlining Proposed Rule- Simplifying Procedure for Ultra Low Sulfur Diesel
Final Rule Signed on Mercury and Air Toxics Standards
Draft Risk Evaluation for Asbestos
Final Rule Signed on Mercury and Air Toxics Standards: Final Subcategory of Certain Existing Electric
Utility Steam Generating Units That Fire Coal Refuse
Proposal to Amend 2015 NESHAP for Phosphoric acid Manufacturing
Final Amendments for Ethylene Production and Organic Liquids Distribution
Final Rule: Site Remediation Risk and Technology Review
Final Rule: Hydrochloric Acid Production Risk and Technology Review
Final Amendment for Cellulose Products Manufacturing and Air Toxics Standards for Paper and Other
Web Coating
Final Rule: Standards of Performance for New Residential Wood Heaters, Hydronic Heaters and ForcedAir Furnaces
Final Amendments on Air Toxics for Surface Coating of Automobiles and Light-Duty Trucks,
Miscellaneous Metal Parts and Products, Plastic Parts and Products, Large Appliances, and Metal
Furniture; Printing, Coating and Dyeing of Fabrics and Other Textiles; and Final Amendments to air
Toxics Standards for Engine Test cells/Stands Risk and Technology Review
Municipal Solid Waste Landfills Emission Guidelines - Notice of Finding of Failure to Submit State
Plans

RTR Final Rules on Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, Boat Manufacturing and Reinforced Plastic
Composites Production, and Solvent Extraction for Vegetable Oil Production
DRAFT Guidance for Ozone and Fine Particulate Matter Permit Modeling
Draft Guidance: Plantwide Applicability Limitation Provisions Under the New Source Review
Preconstruction Permitting Regulations
Minor Amendments to NESHAP for Stationary Combustion Turbines
Minor Amendments to NESHAP for Asphalt Processing and Asphalt Roofing Manufacturing
Final Revisions to the Petition Provisions of the Title V Permitting Program and Final Petroleum Refinery
Sector Reconsideration
Final Risk and Technology Review for Surface Coating of Metal Can and Metal Coil
Guidance on Begin Actual Construction for the Major New Source Review Program
Revised Policy on Exclusions from “Ambient Air”
Correcting Errors in Test Methods and Performance Specifications and Incorporating Alternative
Equipment and Test Methods
RMP Reconsideration Final Rule
Federal Register Notice-- October-November 2019
Amendment to Standards of Performance for Stationary Compression Ignition Internal Combustion
Engines in Remote Areas of Alaska
Minor Amendments to NESHAPs for Chemical Recovery Combustion Sources at Kraft, Soda, Sulfite,
and Stand-Alone Semichemical Pulp Mills and NSPS for Kraft Pulp Mills
Federal Register Notice-- October 2019
Reopening Public Comment Period on NESHAP Integrated Iron and Steel Manufacturing Facilities
Residual Risk and Technology Review
RTR of NESHAP for Rubber Tire Manufacturing
RTR of NESHAP for Organic Liquids Distribution (Non-Gasoline Facilities)
Public Hearing on Proposed Policy Amendments to 2012 and 2016 NSPS for the Oil and Natural Gas
Industry
Ethylene Oxide Updates/ Federal Register Notices-- September 2019
APNRM Approach for Ethylene Oxide
Proposed RTR Amendments- Iron and Steel Foundries
Repeal of 2015 Waters of the United States Rule
Federal Register Notice-- September 2019
Federal Register Notices-- August-September 2019
Amendment to 2016 NSPS for Oil and Natural Gas Industry
EPA Proposes Updates to Air Regulations for Oil and Gas to Remove Redundant Requirements and
Reduce Burden
RTR for Taconite Iron Ore Processing
IRP for review of Ozone NAAQS
Adopting Requirements in Emission Guidelines for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills
Proposed Amendments for Paper and Other Web Coatings NESHAP
Case Challenging Withdrawal of "Once-In-Always-In" Dismissed
Actions Issued Regarding Timing and Implementation of 2016 Emission Guidelines for Existing
Municipal Solid Waste Landfills
NESHAP for Miscellaneous Coating Manufacturers Residual RTR
Prevention of Significant Deterioration and Nonattainment NSR: Project Emissions Accounting
OECA on Collaboration vs. Fines to Ensure Compliance
Federal Register Notice—May 2019
Boat Manufacturing and Reinforced Plastic Composites Production NESHAP Proposed Rule
Federal Register Notice-- April 2019
Federal Register Notice—March 2019
Federal Register Notice—February 2019

Federal Register Notice—January 2019
Final Rule for Pharmaceutical Hazardous Waste and Amendment to P075 Listing for Nicotine
Waters of the United States Definition
Federal Register Notices—October-November 2018
PV29 Draft Risk Evaluation and Update on Lautenberg Act Progress
Federal Register Notices—July
Federal Register Notices—June-July 2018
EPA TCE Problem Formulation
Recent Announcements (6/4/2018)
Federal Register Notices—January and February 2018
Withdrawal of “Once-In-Always-In”
Additional Information on Withdrawal of “Once-In-Always-In”
Federal Register Notices—October 2017
Federal Register Notices—June-August 2017
Federal Register Notice—March 2017
Opportunities for Comments
Webinar on Petition Approval Process for Adding 1-BP to HAP List
Public Hearing on Proposed Amendments to NSPS for Residential Wood Heaters
Rescheduled TSCA Science Advisory Committee on Chemicals
TSCA Science Advisory Committee on Chemicals Perchloroethylene Meeting
TSCA Science Advisory Committee on Chemicals Asbestos Meeting
Opportunity to Comment on Draft Guidance Regarding Interpretation of "Begin Actual Construction"
under NSR
Opportunity to Comment on Proposed Revisions to Determination of Polychlorinated Dibenzo-p-Dioxins
and Polychlorinated Dibenzofurans from Stationary Sources
Proposed NESHAP Rule on Spray Gun Training Requirements
Seeking Common Ground on Chemical Ingredient Transparency Policies
Proposed Amendment to Manifest Forms
Seeking Input on OAQPS Effect on Small Businesses
OECA Requesting Feedback on January 2018 Interim Guidance Memo, National Compliance Initiatives
AAPCA Comments on Draft EPA FY 2018-2022 Strategic Plan
Listening and Comment sessions—Office of Air and Radiation
Notice to trade associations about opportunity to comment on regulatory reform
EPA News
Draft Emission Models for Swine Operations
EPA Releases Final Chemical Risk Evaluation for 1-BP
Proposal to Redesignate Certain Unclassifiable Areas in Missouri, Ohio, Nebraska, and Texas
Information Collection Request for Ethylene Oxide
Air Trends Report
NSC Representative for Clean Air Act Advisory Committee
EPA Proposed Rule on Guidance Documents
EPA Publishes Mercury Inventory Report, Enhances Transparency of Data on Supply, Use and Trade
EPA Announces Enforcement Discretion Policy for COVID-19 Pandemic
Region 7 Temporary Enforcement Policy During COVID-19
EPA Expediting Emerging Viral Pathogens Claim Submissions
Online Database of EPA's Active Guidance Documents
NESHAP for Petroleum Refinery Sector; Minnesota: Revision to Taconite Federal Implementation Plan;
National Environmental Justice Advisory Council

Opportunity to Comment on Draft Guidance About Developing Technical Demonstration to Show that an
Area would be in Attainment if not for Emissions Emanating from Outside the U.S.
EPA Finalizes List of Next 20 Chemicals to Undergo Risk Evaluation under TSCA
EPA Initiates Peer Review of TSCA Systematic Review Approach
EPA Seeks Small Businesses for SBREFA Panel on Ethylene Oxide Emission Proposed Rule
ANPRM Regarding Revising Standards for Commercial Ethylene Oxide Sterilization and Fumigation
Facilities
ANPRM on Ethylene Oxide, New OAR Deputy Assistant Administrator Named, EPA and JTC Seeking
Feedback on Training Curriculum Outlines
Reg Nav for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills
EPA Takes Important Step to Advance PFAS Action Plan, Requests Public Input on Adding PFAS
Chemicals to the Toxics Release Inventory
EPA Fall 2019 Regulatory Agenda
Updated Version of "Managing Hazardous Waste: A Guide for Small Businesses"
EPA's Next Steps Regarding 2015 NSPS for New Residential Wood Heaters, Hydronic Heaters, and
Forced-Air Furnaces
Request for Voluntary Submissions of data on VOCs from AFOs
Draft Version of Reg Nav Tool for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills
RTR for Ethylene Production; Policy Assessment for the Review of NAAQS for PM, External Review
draft; CMAQ Model v5.3
Methylene Chloride Consumer Paint and Coating Removal Rule Implementation - EPA Issues
Compliance Guide to Assist Small Entities
Guidance on Addressing Visibility Impairment under Regional Haze Rule
Updates to Air Pollution Control Cost Manual
Error Correction for Area Designations for 2010 1-Hour SO2 Primary NAAQS
Exceptional Events Guidance: Prescribed Fire on Wildland that May Influence Ozone and Particulate
Matter Concentrations (Prescribed Fire Guidance)
Determinations of Attainment by the Attainment Date, Extensions of the Attainment Date and
Reclassification of Several Areas Classified as Moderate for the 2008 Ozone National Ambient Air
Quality Standards
Call to Address Questions and Concerns Regarding Recent Municipal Solid Waste Landfills Rule
EPA Proposing to Clarify Process to Evaluate Applicability of NSR to Proposed Projects at Existing Air
Pollution Sources
Air Pollution Trends Show Cleaner Air, Growing Economy
House Passes Bill to Tackle PFAS Cleanup
New Stationary Compressions Ignition Engines in Remote Alaska, Municipal Solid Waste Landfills
EPCRA Reporting Exemption for Emissions from Animal Waste
Guidance on CWA Section 401
NESHAP Surface Coating of Metal Cans and Metal Coil RTR
Spring 2019 Unified Agenda
First Meeting of the Science Advisory Committee on Chemicals
List of 40 Chemicals to Begin Prioritization Process
Changes to ECHO
Plan to Restructure Regional Offices to Standard Structure
Leavenworth PFAS Community Engagement Event (Announcement)
EPA transition to e-manifests
Technical Information, Training, and Events
EPA Hazardous Waste Rule Fact Sheets
EPA Tools, Resources, and Guidance for Small Businesses and Low Emitters

Questions and Answers for Nine Metal Fabrication and Finishing Source Categories Area Source
NESHAP
Disaster Debris Recovery Tool; Zero Waste Wildfire Response Initiative; Buy Reused and Recycled
Guidelines; Building Code Amendment on Lumber Reuse in King county, WA
Food waste, E-Waste, and Recycling News
SERDP and ESTCP Efforts on PFAS
Maine Marine Environmental Guide
Disinfectant Usage and COVID-19
OSHA Guidance on Respirators
Resources on TCE Alternatives
SCAQMD List of Certified Clean Air Solvents
Advance Program- Funding and Training Opportunities
New Content in Pollution Prevention 101 LibGuide
Generator Improvements Rule Webinars Posted
Videos on Lean
EPA Environmental Justice Training
Who’s Minding the Store? Retailer Report Card and Chemical Footprint Project
Surface Coating Compliance Assistance Center
Advice on Salting Parking Lots
State Lean Strategies
PTE Determination—Topic for Upcoming Technical Sub-Committee Meeting
Information for Hospitals
SBEAP Resources and Events
Title V Funding
Resource on Managing Hazardous Waste for Small Businesses Available in Multiple Languages
New Federal Requirements for PFAS
SBA National Ombudsman’s Regulatory Fairness Hearing
SBA Roundtable: Chemical Data Reporting Revisions and Small Manufacturer Definition Update Under
TSCA Section 8(a)
SBA Roundtable – Meet the New EPA Asst. Admin for OCSPP
SBA Roundtable: Risk Evaluations Under TSCA and Airbag Waste Management
WOTUS Meeting for Small Entities
SBA WOTUS Forum
Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable—January 2019 (Announcement)
Proposed NPDES Applications and Program Updates
Census Bureau Tools
Small Business Environmental Roundtable (Announcement)
Smart Sectors
Regulatory Roundtable, Glen Allen Virginia (Announcement)
Highlighting high quality report from county in MD
Regulatory Roundtable, Boise and Couer d’Alene (Announcement)
SBEAP News
Trade Association Newsletter Article on 6H Exemption
Revamping SQG Newsletter
IDEM Virtual Earth Day
National SBEAP Earth Day Playlist
EGLE Earth Day Video Playlist
NHDES Video on Reducing Toxins in Your Home
NH #OneThing4Earth Video Challenge Press Release

Nebraska Recycling Council Creates Community Toolkit for Municipalities
Request to Comment on Draft Curriculum Outlines for EPA/AAPCA
NH Video on Used Oil Management
SBTAP Video on Furniture Polish
KSU PPI 30th Anniversary
NH Promo Video Based on Radio Spot
Carbon Sequestering Concrete
Environmental Disruptors: Craft Brewed Sustainability
Reminder to Michiganers to Avoid Foam on Lakes and Rivers with High PFAS
TURI Updates: TCE Case Study, Flame Retardants in Gymnastics, Hygiene of Reusable Bags
Article on the Effects of Compliance Assistance over Enforcement
Other News
SBA Environmental Roundtable: Methylene Chloride and 1-Brompropane
SBA Website on COVID-19 Assistance for Small Businesses
SBA Guidance for Small Businesses Affected by COVID-19
SBIR Road Tour
SBA Environmental Roundtable: Proposed NPDES Reissuance of Multi-Sector General Permit for
Industrial Stormwater Discharges; EPA's Preliminary List of Manufacturers and the TSCA Fees Rule
Popular Small Business Data Publications from the Office of Advocacy Updated for 2019
SBA Environmental Roundtable on PBTs
GreenEarth Initiative to Reduce Microplastic Fiber Pollution

Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/28/2020
On Friday, August 21, 2020 the Administrator signed a final rule correcting typographical and technical
errors in several test methods and performance specifications. The final rule also incorporates alternative
equipment and test methods the Agency has deemed acceptable to use. These revisions to testing
regulations for air emission sources maintain environmental protection at no additional cost to industry. A
pre-publication version of the rule and a summary fact sheet are available on the web.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/30/2020
SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting: FRIDAY, September 11, 2020, 10 a.m. – 12:00 p.m. Via
Webinar
The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
virtually to discuss the following topics, beginning at 10 a.m. on Friday, September 11, 2020. The
meeting will be held using the Microsoft Teams platform.
Send your RSVP to tayyaba.zeb@sba.gov. A meeting link will be provided to you when you RSVP.
Agenda
10:00 AM – 11:00 AM EPA’s Final Risk Evaluation for Methylene Chloride- Ingrid Feustel, Office of
Pollution Prevention and Toxics, EPA; The Impact of the Methylene Chloride Risk Evaluation on Small
Business- Christopher Bevan, Director of Scientific Programs, HSIA
11:00 AM – 12:00 PM EPA’s Final Risk Evaluation for 1-Bromopropane- Ana Corado, Office of
Pollution Prevention and Toxics, EPA
Roundtable meetings are open to all interested persons, with the exception of the press, in order to
facilitate open and frank discussion about the impacts of Federal regulatory activities on small
entities. Agendas and presentations are available to all, including the press. Anyone who wants to
receive roundtable agendas or presentations, or to be included in the distribution list, should forward such
requests to david.rostker@sba.gov. The purpose of these Roundtable meetings is to exchange opinions,
facts and information and to obtain the attendees’ individual views and opinions regarding small business
concerns. The meetings are not intended to achieve or communicate any consensus positions of the
attendees.
Small Business Environmental Roundtable Issues for Discussion- September 11, 2020
EPA’s Final Risk Evaluations for Methylene Chloride and 1-Bromopropoane
EPA recently published its final risk evaluation for the first two of its 10 high-priority chemicals under
the amended Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA). On June 24, 2020 EPA published a risk evaluation
for methylene chloride, finalizing determinations of unreasonable risk for 47 out of 53 evaluated
conditions of uses. These uses range from consumer and commercial uses of degreasers and automotive
care products to paint removers. On August 11, 2020 EPA published a risk evaluation for 1bromopropoane (1-BP), finalizing determinations of unreasonable risk for 16 out of 25 evaluated
conditions of uses ranging from consumer cleaning products to commercial uses in vapor degreasers,
etc. A final determination that a condition of use presents an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the
environment means that the agency will have to regulate those risks, which can include use-restrictions or
bans, among other options.
The agency is currently in the process of developing ways to address the identified unreasonable risks and
has up to one year to propose and take public comments on any risk management actions. Within this
time frame, the agency will also have to consider whether any potential regulations for the identified risks
will have a significant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities and if so, the agency
will need to convene a small business advocacy review panel to seek advice and recommendations from
representatives of affected small entities on the potential impact of the proposed rule. For this reason, it is

important for small business stakeholders to be informed of the conditions of use that have been
determined to pose an unreasonable risk and the basis for those determinations. At this roundtable, EPA
will be providing an overview of each of the two final risk evaluations; an hour has been allotted per
chemical to allow for discussion and questions.
Speaker Bio: Christopher Bevan
Christopher Bevan is the Director of Scientific Programs at the Halogenated Solvents Industry Alliance,
Inc. (HSIA). He is a toxicologist with over 30 years of experience in risk assessment and product
safety. In discussing EPA’s final risk evaluation for methylene chloride, Dr. Bevan will cover education,
warnings, training, data gaps, etc. and the lack of understanding of what a small business needs to
do. HSIA represents producers and users of methylene chloride. Many of HSIA’s user members include
small businesses. In the past, HSIA has participated in a small business advocacy review panel for
methylene chloride to assist small entity representatives in providing advice and recommendation to EPA
on its potential regulation for the use of this chemical as a paint remover.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/26/2020
For those of you with state hazardous waste regulations that mirror EPA’s. We will get these added to our
environmental compliance resources page. Recently EPA HQ released some federal hazardous waste rule
fact sheets meant to serve as compliance guides. HQ has indicated that the release of last year’s small
business guide was their offering for a SQG guide. These are available on-line in several languages,
including English, at: VSQG SQG LQG My intent is to develop something more concise for SQG.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/21/2020
EPA Tools, Resources, and Guidance for Small Businesses and Low Emitters
Did you know that EPA’s Center for Corporate Climate Leadership provides organizations with tools,
resources, and guidance for low emitters! The simplified framework for calculating a GHG inventory for
low emitters can be used by smaller supply chain partners; office-based organizations; and public
institutions, including government agencies and universities. Resources include:
 The Guide to Greenhouse Gas Management for Small Business & Low Emitters – explains how small
businesses and low emitters can approach measuring GHG emissions.
 The EPA Simplified GHG Emissions Calculator – helps small business and low emitter organizations
estimate and inventory their annual GHG emissions (updated August 2020!).
 Simplified Inventory Management Plan Form – allows businesses to detail their GHG emissions
inventory process.
Additionally, the Climate Registry (TCR) has partnered with Southern California Edison to develop
its Small Business and Local Government Program, which provides organizations free training, tools, and
support to develop their carbon footprints and implement reduction strategies. TCR has adapted its
reporting guidance to focus on the emission sources most relevant to small businesses. This draft
guidance is now open for public comment. A four-page executive summary of the document is also
available.
To provide comments, you may submit your feedback by September 10, 2020:
 Review the draft guidance on TCR's website.
 Provide your feedback through this online survey.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/20/2020
Today, EPA posted draft emission models for swine operations developed using data gathered during
the National Air Emissions Monitoring Study (NAEMS). The Agency continues to develop emission
models for broiler, egg-layer, and dairy animal feeding operations. The public comment period associated
with this draft will occur when EPA completes drafts of all of the emission models for all animal sectors
monitored during NAEMS, anticipated in 2021. Once finalized, the emission models will be used by
animal feeding operations participating in a voluntary consent agreement known as the Air Compliance

Agreement to determine applicability of certain Clean Air Act permitting requirements. Fact sheet Please
share this information with your stakeholders as appropriate.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/19/2020
As a reminder, based on the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA's) review of the air quality criteria
and the national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) for photochemical oxidants including ozone
(O3), the EPA is proposing to retain the current standards, without revision. Comments must be received
on or before October 1, 2020. Also, the EPA will hold two virtual public hearings on Monday, August 31,
2020, and Tuesday, September 1, 2020.
Participation in Virtual Public Hearings
Please note that the EPA is deviating from its typical approach because the President has declared a
national emergency. Due to the current Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)
recommendations, as well as state and local orders for social distancing to limit the spread of COVID-19,
the EPA cannot hold in-person public meetings at this time. The EPA will begin pre-registering speakers
for the hearings upon publication of this document in the Federal Register. To register to speak at a virtual
hearing, please use the online registration form or contact Ms. Regina Chappell at (919) 541-3650 or by
email at chappell.regina@epa.gov to register to speak at the virtual hearing. The last day to pre-register to
speak at one of the hearings will be August 27, 2020. A publication version of the notice and a summary
fact sheet are available.
Review of the Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standards, 49830-49917
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2020-08-14/html/2020-15453.htm
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2020-08-14/pdf/2020-15453.pdf
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/14/2020
On Thursday, August 13, the Administrator signed two final rules amending the New Source
Performance Standards (NSPS) for the Oil and Natural Gas Industry. The final policy amendments to the
2012 and 2016 NSPS remove the transmission and storage segment from the rule, rescind VOC and
methane emissions standards for that segment, and rescind methane emissions standards for the
production and processing segments. The final technical amendments to the 2016 NSPS make a number
of changes to the rule to simplify compliance, including changes to the leaks monitoring and repair
schedules for gathering and boosting compressor stations and low-production wells, changes to
recordkeeping and reporting requirements (leaks are called “fugitive emissions” in the rule), and changes
to incorporate several states’ requirements, among others. Pre-publication versions of the two rules, along
with summary fact sheets are on the web.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/11/2020
EPA Releases Final Chemical Risk Evaluation for 1-BP
Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) released the final risk evaluation for 1bromopropane (1-BP). Under the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA), EPA is required to evaluate the
risks associated with existing chemicals in commerce using the best available science before taking action
to address any unreasonable risks. Today’s final risk findings complete the risk evaluation process
required by TSCA for 1-BP.
EPA used feedback received from the public and the scientific peer review process carried out by the
Science Advisory Committee on Chemicals to inform the final risk evaluation. The final risk evaluation
for 1-BP shows that there are unreasonable risks to workers, occupational non-users, consumers, and
bystanders for 16 out of 25 conditions of use. EPA did not find unreasonable risks to the environment or
to the general population for all conditions of use.
The next step in the process required by TSCA is developing a plan to reduce or eliminate the
unreasonable risks found in the final risk evaluation. EPA is moving immediately to risk management for

this chemical and will work as quickly as possible to propose and finalize actions to protect workers,
occupational non-users, consumers, and bystanders.
There are several actions EPA could take to address these risks, including regulations on how the
chemical is used, or limiting or prohibiting the manufacture, processing, distribution in the marketplace,
use, or disposal of this chemical, as applicable. As with any chemical product, EPA strongly recommends
that users of products containing 1-BP continue to carefully follow all instructions on the product’s label
and safety data sheet. View the 1-BP final risk evaluation and supporting documents.
Background
1-BP is used as a solvent in commercial and industrial applications and as a reactant in the manufacturing
of other chemical substances. Common commercial uses of 1-BP are as a solvent in vapor degreasing, dry
cleaning, spot cleaners, stain removers, adhesives, sealants, and automobile care products. Consumer uses
include adhesives, degreasers, cleaners, and automobile care products.
In June 2020, EPA granted two petitions to add 1-BP to the Clean Air Act list of air toxics. Exposure to
the general population from ambient air is not part of this risk evaluation. The agency will take a separate
regulatory action to add 1-BP to the Clean Air Act list of Hazardous Air Pollutants. After 1-BP is added
to the list, EPA may revise air toxic standards for source categories that emit 1-BP or add new source
categories for sources of 1-BP emissions. EPA plans to issue final risk evaluations for the remaining eight
of the first 10 chemicals by the end of 2020. Learn more about the risk evaluation process required by
TSCA.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/11/2020
Yesterday, the Administrator signed amendments to the New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) and
Emission Guidelines (EG) for Other Solid Waste Incineration (OSWI) Units. The OSWI NSPS and EG
was promulgated pursuant to section 129 of the Clean Air Act (CAA) in 2005. This action addresses
EPA’s obligation under the CAA to conduct a review for the OSWI source category. The review requires
EPA to review and revise the maximum achievable control technology standards as necessary, taking into
account developments in practices, processes and control technologies, no less often than every 5 years.
This proposed review is subject to a court-ordered publication deadline of August 31, 2020, and the final
rule is subject to a court-ordered promulgation date of May 31, 2021.
Following a recurring statutory review conducted under Clean Air Act (CAA) section 129, EPA
determined that no new cost-effective controls are available. The agency is not making any changes to the
standards based on the results of the CAA 129 review. However, based on additional information the
agency has obtained since the 2005 final rule, EPA is proposing to amend the standards for small OSWI
units by:
 Amending rule applicability provisions to recognize, based on (1) the type of waste being combusted
and (2) daily combustion capacity, that some units previously subject to the Commercial and Industrial
Solid Waste Incineration (CISWI) rule are OSWI units.
 Increasing testing and monitoring flexibilities so small units with rudimentary designs can demonstrate
compliance with the OSWI rule.
To address some issues that resulted in a voluntary remand of the 2005 OSWI rule, the agency is
proposing to revise standards for small OSWI units based on data from representative units. EPA is
proposing other minor amendments to the rule, including:
 revised regulatory provisions related to emissions during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction;
and
 provisions for electronic reporting of certain notifications and reports.
If finalized as proposed, EPA estimates the amendments would reduce air pollutant emissions from the
OSWI source category by about 31 tons per year. A fact sheet and pre-publication version of the final rule
may be accessed here.

Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/11/2020
On August 6, 2020, Anne Austin signed a proposal to redesignate as “attainment/unclassifiable” certain
“unclassifiable” areas in Missouri, Ohio, Nebraska, and Texas. When these areas were initially
designated, EPA did not have sufficient information to determine if they attained the 2010 1-hour healthbased National Ambient Air Quality Standard for Sulfur Dioxide. Since then, the states added additional
monitoring to better understand air quality in those areas. EPA now has sufficient information to
determine that these areas are attaining the 2010 1-hour SO2 primary NAAQS. EPA is also proposing to
approve requests for redesignation from the states of Nebraska, Ohio, and Texas. EPA has not received a
formal request to redesignate the Missouri area, so the Agency is concurrently notifying the Governor of
its recommendation that the area be redesignated to attainment/unclassifiable, based on currently
available information. Read a pre-publication version of the proposal, the letter to the Governor of
Missouri, and a summary fact sheet.

Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/3/2020
I believe many of you may find this in-depth discussion of interest and know that many of you are
experiencing the same issues. Keep in mind that states and municipalities are required by the CAAA to
collect enough funds to run the program which generally includes SBEAPs.
R Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/3/2020
Now I know my group definer…I am part of the Silver Tsunami! Class of 1990 CAAA…lol –
except it took Kansas a while to really get the Title V program going so it was more like 19981999. Anyway, thanks for sharing this. Kansas has made several modifications to permitting and
emission fees to try to stave off the decline in revenue, as well. We always hoped we’d work
ourselves out of a job, right? For the sake of the environment at least. But I want to retire
first…or have some time to investigate my second life career.
BTW – I listen to most Youtube Videos at playback speed 2. More info, fast! I skipped most
questions at the end but can get through a 1.5 hour video in under ~ 40 minutes. If you haven’t
tried it, I recommend the method (except if the speaker is a fast speaker to begin with.)
R Sean Taylor GA Department of Natural Resources 8/3/2020
Just FYI, Georgia raised permit fees this year across the board to make up for the shortfall we
have been experiencing with four coal-fired power plants shutting down and declining pollution
throughout the State in the last several years. Synthetic Minor fees went from $1700 to $2100,
fees for facilities subject to one or more NSPS went from $1500 to $1900, and we added a
maintenance fee to all Title V facilities of $650. We had also started expedited permit fees a few
years ago and permit application fees last year, which are both being raised at some point in the
next year. These changes in addition to some staffing reduction through attrition should get us
back to a balanced budget.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/24/2020
U.S. EPA Proposed Consent Decree to Establish NSPS/NESHAP for Seven Source Categories
U.S. EPA has issued a notice of proposed consent decree with Our Children’s Earth Foundation
(published 7/24/2020) that would establish deadlines for U.S. EPA to take action on the source categories
for four New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) and three existing National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP): Secondary Lead Smelters NSPS; Lead-Acid Battery Manufacturing
NSPS; Industrial Surface Coating of Plastic Parts for Business Machines NSPS; Automobile and Light
Duty Truck Surface Coating Operations NSPS; Dry Cleaning Facilities NESHAP; Paint Stripping and
Miscellaneous Surface Coating Operations NESHAP; and, Lead Acid Battery Manufacturing NESHAP.
The deadline to comment on the proposed consent decree is August 24, 2020.

Rhonda Wright US EPA 7/21/2020
On Friday, July 17, 2020, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized minor revisions to
the 2012 Coal- and Oil-Fired Electric Utility Steam Generating Units National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants, known as the Mercury Air Toxics Standards (MATS). This final action
identifies data elements to be reported electronically by power plants using the Emissions Compliance
and Monitoring Plan System Client Tool and extends the submission of certain reports using portable
document format file through December 31, 2023. While this final action changes the format and
mechanism for electronic reporting, it does not change the compliance information already required by
the current rule. A fact sheet and pre-publication version of the final rule may be accessed here.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 7/16/2020
Yesterday, the Administrator signed a final rule amending regulations guiding the preparation of state
implementation plans (SIPs). These regulations are found in 40 CFR Part 51. The final rule revises the
minimum reporting frequency requirement for SIPs applicable to source categories listed in Appendix P
to 40 CFR Part 51 from quarterly to semiannual (twice per year at 6-month intervals). This revision is
generally consistent with the current reporting frequency requirements to which these sources are subject
under other programs (e.g., New Source Performance Standards). As a result of this final rule, each state
may—but is not be required to—revise its SIP to allow semiannual reporting for four source categories:
1.
fossil fuel-fired steam generators of more than 250 million British thermal units per hour heat input;
2.
fluid bed catalytic cracking unit catalyst regenerators at petroleum refineries;
3.
sulfuric acid plants; and
4.
nitric acid plants.
A pre-publication version of the final rule and a summary fact sheet are on the web.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 7/14/2020
Yesterday, the Administrator signed a proposal to retain the current standards for ground-level ozone. A
prepublication version of the notice and a summary fact sheet are available.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 7/8/2020
Under the CAA, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is required to regulate emissions of air
toxics, also known as hazardous air pollutants (HAPs). The original CAA list of regulated air toxics
included 189 pollutants. Since 1990, EPA has modified the list through rulemaking to include 187
pollutants. Air toxics are known or suspected to cause cancer or other serious health effects, such as
reproductive effects or birth defects, or adverse environmental effects. The CAA allows any person to
petition EPA to modify the list by adding or deleting a substance. To add a substance, the petition must
provide adequate data for EPA to determine that emissions, ambient concentrations, bioaccumulation, or
deposition of the substance are known to cause or may reasonably be anticipated to cause adverse effects
to human health or the environment.
EPA received petitions requesting 1-bromopropane (1-BP), also known as n-propyl bromide (nPB), be
added to the CAA list of air toxics. This chemical is a solvent used in electronics and metal cleaning,
surface coatings, dry cleaning, adhesives, and as an intermediate chemical in the manufacture of
pharmaceuticals and agricultural products. On June 18, 2020, EPA finalized its decision to grant petitions
to add 1-BP to the list of CAA hazardous air pollutants ― this is the first time since 1990 that EPA has
granted a petition to add a hazardous air pollutant to the CAA. Granting these petitions is the first step in
a series of actions to address air emissions of 1-BP. In a subsequent action, EPA will modify the Code of
Federal Regulations to add 1-BP to the CAA list of air toxics ― after it is added, EPA may consider
revising or creating new emissions standards for source categories that emit 1-BP.
The purpose of this webinar is to provide a high-level overview of the petition approval process and to
provide small businesses an opportunity to ask questions or provide feedback concerning facilities in their

community that may be subject to revised or new emission standards by the upcoming listing. More
information on 1-BP
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/10/2020
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Site Remediation Residual Risk
Title
and Technology Review [cyberregs.com]
Citation Final Rule for 40 CFR Part 63 [cyberregs.com]
Reference 07/10/2020 85 FR 41680-41714 (Vol. 85, No. 133)
Issuer
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Conditions #1 (Articles about 40 CFR Division 'Clean Air Act / Air Programs (CAA)')
Met
#4 (Articles having keyword NESHAPS)
This action finalizes the residual risk and technology review (RTR) conducted for the Site Remediation
source category regulated under national emission standards for hazardous air pollutants (NESHAP). The
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is finalizing the proposed determination that risks due to
emissions of air toxics from site remediation sources are acceptable and that no revision to the standards
is required to provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health. Based on the results of our
technology review, we are promulgating the proposed changes to the leak detection and repair (LDAR)
program. In addition, the EPA is finalizing amendments to revise regulatory provisions pertaining to
emissions during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction (SSM), including finalizing work practice
requirements for pressure relief devices (PRDs) and the 240-hour maintenance period for control devices
on tanks. We are finalizing requirements for electronic submittal of semiannual reports and performance
test results. Finally, we are making minor clarifications and corrections. The final revisions to the rule
will increase the level of emissions control and environmental protection provided by the Site
Remediation NESHAP
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/9/2020
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Paper and Other Web Coating
Title
Residual Risk and Technology Review [cyberregs.com]
Citation Final Rule for 40 CFR Part 63 [cyberregs.com]
Reference 07/09/2020 85 FR 41276-41319 (Vol. 85, No. 132)
Issuer
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
#1 (Articles about 40 CFR Division 'Clean Air Act / Air Programs (CAA)')
Conditions
#4 (Articles having keyword NESHAPS)
Met
#5 (Articles having keyword NSPS)
This action finalizes the residual risk and technology review (RTR) conducted for the Paper and Other
Web Coating (POWC) source category regulated under national emission standards for hazardous air
pollutants (NESHAP). The Agency is finalizing the proposed determination that risks due to emissions of
air toxics are acceptable from this source category and that the current NESHAP provides an ample
margin of safety to protect public health. Further, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
identified no new cost-effective controls under the technology review would achieve significant further
emissions reductions, and, thus, is finalizing the proposed determination that no revisions to the standards
are necessary based on developments in practices, processes, or control technologies. In addition, the
Agency is taking final action addressing startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM). These final
amendments address emissions during SSM events, add a compliance demonstration equation that
accounts for retained volatiles in the coated web; add repeat testing and electronic reporting requirements;
and make technical and editorial changes. The EPA is making these amendments to improve the
effectiveness of the NESHAP, and although these amendments are not expected to reduce emissions of

hazardous air pollutants (HAP), they will improve monitoring, compliance, and implementation of the
rule.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 7/9/2020
Yesterday the Administrator signed a proposal that would amend the 2013 National Emission Standards
for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Major Sources: Industrial, Commercial, and Institutional
Boilers and Process Heaters, commonly known as the “Boiler MACT.” The proposed amendments and
additional explanation provided in this action are EPA’s response to three remands issued by the D.C.
Circuit Court, two in 2016 in U.S. Sugar Corp. v. EPA and one in 2018 in Sierra Club, et al. v. EPA.
A pre-publication version of the notice, the RIA, and a summary fact sheet are available. Thanks for
sharing this information with your key stakeholders.
Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 7/8/2020
https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2020-06/documents/qa-6x-9metal-fabricationfinishingareaneshap-06-22-20.pdf
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/8/2020
FYI - bottom line - no emission limits changes
NESHAP: Surface Coating of Automobiles and Light-Duty Trucks; Miscellaneous Metal
Parts and Products; Plastic Parts and Products; Large Appliances; Printing, Coating, and
Dyeing of Fabrics and ... [cyberregs.com]
Citation Final Rule for 40 CFR Part 63 [cyberregs.com]
Reference 07/08/2020 85 FR 41100-41161 (Vol. 85, No. 131)
Issuer
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
#1 (Articles about 40 CFR Division 'Clean Air Act / Air Programs (CAA)')
Conditions
#4 (Articles having keyword NESHAPS)
Met
#5 (Articles having keyword NSPS)
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is taking final action on the residual risk and
technology reviews (RTRs) conducted for the Surface Coating of Automobiles and Light-Duty Trucks
(ALDT); Surface Coating of Miscellaneous Metal Parts and Products (MMPP); and the Surface Coating
of Plastic Parts and Products (PPP) source categories regulated under national emission standards for
hazardous air pollutants (NESHAP). These final amendments also address emissions during periods of
startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM); electronic reporting of performance test results and
compliance reports; the addition of EPA Method 18 and updates to several measurement methods; and the
addition of requirements for periodic performance testing. Several miscellaneous technical amendments
were also made to improve the clarity of the rule requirements. We are making no revisions to the
numerical emission limits based on these risk analyses or technology reviews. This notice also finalizes
technical corrections to the NESHAP for Surface Coating of Large Appliances; NESHAP for Printing,
Coating, and Dyeing of Fabrics and Other Textiles; and NESHAP for Surface Coating of Metal Furniture.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/6/2020
National EPA Disaster Debris Recovery Tool (DDRT) Launched!
EPA’s DDRT GIS Mapping Tool launched nationally to assist federal, state, local and tribal emergency
disaster debris planners and responders to quickly identify recycling, composting, and disposal facilities
that may be able to accept disaster debris. It includes a cool feature that allows responders to map around
blocked routes. Thanks to our partners at CalRecycle, Hawaii Department of Health, Nevada Division of
Environmental Protection and the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality for sharing their data to
support the tool’s development. Thanks also to our San Francisco colleagues for piloting the tool during

their Disaster Debris Management & Emergency Route Opening Full Scale Exercise to support the City’s
Zero Waste goal and for sharing their experience on EPA’s DDRT webinar.
DDRT Mapping Tool & Downloadable Data
Recorded EPA Webinar & Slides
U.S. Forest Service’s Award-Winning Zero Waste Wildfire Response Initiative
The USDA Forest Service Region 5 in Vallejo, Calif., recently won a well-deserved EPA Federal Green
Challenge Innovation Award for their work on the National Greening Fire Team to achieve net zero
waste at all large fire incidents by 2030 and integrate sustainable operations best practices into the
response community.
Learn More
Read about all of EPA’s Federal Green Challenge Award winners
Last Call – Due July 6th: Submit Online Comments on EPA’s Buy Reused and Recycled Guidelines
(Comprehensive Procurement Guidelines)
EPA is seeking public comments on the current list of items that are or can be made from recovered
(reused and recycled) materials in its purchasing guidance for federal agencies -- as well as state and local
government and contractors using appropriated federal funds. Since 1995, EPA has designated 61 items
made from recovered materials in eight product categories to stimulate the demand for products made
with reused and recycled materials. Comments are sought on whether the right products are on the list
(last updated in 2007); if any should be added, deleted or modified; and whether the current reused and
recycled content recommendations and procurement specifications are appropriate. Many thanks to
everyone who gives their comments, time and expertise to improve government policies.
Submit Comments Online - Federal Register Notice (you can type comments in directly or upload
attachments)
Product Guides with Current Designated Item Information
Background Information
California Appoints Statewide Commission on Recycling Markets and Curbside Recycling
Thank you and congratulations to all of the Commission Members!
Washington’s Residential Building Code Amendment Explicitly Allows the Lumber Reuse without
Regrading
King County, in consultation with experts, developed a building code amendment providing a clear
directive to the engineer/designer and to remove potential liability from building officials while
maintaining safety and increasing the economical use of salvaged lumber for those wishing to reuse
quality material. Previously, quality, ungraded, salvaged lumber be reused in a structural capacity could
not be used without either the high cost of grading or being allowed by the Building Official. The
amendment assumes conservative, material base values that reflect past construction methods in
Washington to expand the use of salvaged lumber without compromising safety.
Adopted Washington Residential Building Code Language
R602.1.1.1 Used Sawn Lumber. Used sawn lumber in good condition and devoid of areas of decay shall
meet the requirements of Section 602.1.1 or shall comply with the following:
1. Dimensional lumber that has a nominal thickness of 2-inches with a nominal width of 6-inches,
or less, shall be assumed to be spruce-pine-fir stud grade and shall have structural properties
assigned in accordance with current adopted standards. All other dimensional lumber shall be
assumed to be hem-fir No. 2 grade and shall have structural properties assigned in accordance
with current adopted standards.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/2/2020

Steven Schillinger is writing a weekly column for aftermarket MATTERS weekly and included a quote
from me and a link to www.nationalsbeap.org/sectors/automotive. This column goes to over 20,000 shops
directly and goes to all CIECA, SCRS, ASA, ASE, etc. members, which add a tremendous amount more.
He has asked me to co-author a few articles on 6H. I’m sure one will be on the pros and cons of
petitioning for exemption with a feature on the new reg nav tool I developed. If you have any ideas for
that, please let me know. You will also notice a banner ad in the article mentioning many government
assistance options. Currently, clicking on that banner goes directly to our resources webpage which I will
try to get changed to our automotive or state contacts pages. Which do you think would be best?
R Donovan Grimwood NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/2/2020
As for the link, since it is discussing government assistance, I think the State Contacts link would
be best. That way anyone following that link would be directed to the map where they can find
their state contact for environmental assistance. This way, because of the wider distribution, it
could cover more topics for assistance than just the automotive side.
R Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 7/2/2020
I second Donovan’s reply.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 6/30/2020
Promulgation of Air Quality Implementation Plans; State of Texas; Regional Haze and Interstate
Visibility Transport Federal Implementation Plan
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued a final rule to affirm an existing Federal
Implementation Plan (FIP) that established an intrastate SO2 emissions trading program to meet certain
Regional Haze Rule requirements in Texas. As part of an overall strategy to achieve natural visibility
conditions in protected national parks and wilderness areas, the Regional Haze Rule requires states to
determine Best Available Retrofit Technology (BART) for specific categories of stationary sources built
between 1962 and 1977. The rule also includes provisions that allow states to adopt alternative measures
to BART so long as the “BART alternative” will achieve greater overall visibility improvement. As a
BART alternative, a number of states participate in EPA’s Cross-State Air Pollution Rule
(CSAPR) trading programs pursuant to a rule authorizing CSAPR as a BART alternative that EPA issued
in 2012.
In October 2017, EPA put the SO2 Trading Program in place as a BART alternative for electric
generating units in Texas. After a public notice and comment period, EPA is making minor revisions to
this FIP to strengthen the SO2 Trading Program and increase its consistency with CSAPR. This action
also affirms a partial approval of Texas’ State Implementation Plan that found that no sources in Texas
are subject to BART for particulate matter. A prepublication version of the final rule is available.
Response to the Petition for Partial Reconsideration of Interstate Transport of Fine Particulate Matter:
Revision of FIP Requirements for Texas
Concurrent with the Texas Regional Haze FIP affirmation, EPA is denying a November 2017 petition for
reconsideration submitted by environmental groups objecting to aspects of EPA’s September 2017 final
rule that concluded that CSAPR remained “better than BART” in achieving visibility goals despite the
removal of Texas and certain other changes in CSAPR’s geographic scope. A prepublication version of
the petition denial notice and signed petition response is available.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 6/18/2020
More information regarding this will come in later days as this could potentially have impacts to small
businesses. Last Friday the Administrator signed a notice taking final action to grant a petition to add 1BP to the Clean Air Act list of hazardous air pollutants. This is the first step in a series of actions. In a
subsequent action, EPA will modify the Code of Federal Regulations to add 1-BP to the CAA list of

hazardous air pollutants. After 1-BP is added to the HAP list, EPA may consider revising or creating new
emissions standards for source categories that emit 1-BP. This final notice does not have any direct
impacts. The chemical 1-bromopropane (1-BP) is also known as n-propyl bromide (nPB). This morning,
the HQ press office issued a release about this action. The Federal Register notice and a summary fact
sheet are on the web. Thanks for sharing this information with your key stakeholders.
R Belinda Breidenbach ID Small Business Development Center 6/22/2020
I'm not familiar with 1-BP. I have several questions. To know which small businesses to reach
out to: What industries - small businesses use 1-BP. Is it a solvent/degreaser with a very specific
niche? I saw "automotive refrigerant flushes." But is this common? I also read dry cleaning.
Again is this common? To offer solutions: Are there substitutes or P2 measures for 1-BP? What
are they?
R Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/22/2020
Everybody used to refer to it as nPB. It started to get some traction several years ago as a
completely unregulated drop-in solvent replacement for Perc. The rubber gaskets and tolerances
on existing machines couldn't keep it from leaking out. It then formed Bromic Acid and rusted all
the metal in the plant. As such, it fell out of favor and according to DLI (Drycleaning & Laundry
Institute) is quite rare now. I don't know anything about refrigerant flushes.
R Lea Carmichael US EPA 6/22/2020
EPA recently published a DRAFT risk evaluation for 1BP. You might find this site helpful.
R Ed Bakos NJ Small Business Assistance Program 6/22/2020
Yes, N-PB is rare with dry cleaners. N-PB was an alternative (replacement or drop in solvent) to
Perc dry cleaning machines. Furthermore, it is used as an degreaser with different manufacturing
processes such as: nPB is a solvent used in electronics and metal cleaning, surface coatings, dry
cleaning, adhesives, and as an intermediate chemical in the manufacture of pharmaceuticals and
agricultural products.
R Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 6/22/2020
About ten years ago, some drycleaners were exploring the prospect of using n-Propyl Bromide as
part of a blend known as Dry-Solv then Fabri-Solv. I believe the physical properties are
somewhat close to that of Perc. If I recollect accurately, the solvent mixture could be used in a
Perc dry-cleaning machine. Attached is a health hazard alert from July 2003.
Since 2002, there have been 8 phone calls, 2 e-mails and two site visits regarding the use of
Propyl Bromide. Most of the inquiries took place in 2007 & 2009 with one e-mail coming earlier
this year. 4 inquiries were from businesses other than drycleaning and were interested in
replacing TCE with something. You can also search the EPA Comptox dashboard.
R Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/22/2020
Thanks for that information about recent action on N-PB. It had been listed as a chemical EPA
was considering to add to the HAP list for 5 or 6 years now, or maybe earlier….I am getting to
where I can’t think that far back, but it was in limbo for years, that I know.
R Rhonda Wright US EPA 6/23/2020
Yesterday was my day off, but I wanted to respond to you. I see many have already responded to
your questions. Yes, it is a degreaser and this will impact dry cleaners…maybe others. I am
planning a special webinar with the SBEAPs to discuss this. I am also in the process of

developing materials that will help answer many of your questions. I will definitely be in touch
soon.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 6/18/2020
Last night, the Administrator signed final amendments for two RTRs: the Taconite Iron Ore Processing
NESHAP and the Miscellaneous Coatings Manufacturing NESHAP. Information about the two actions is
below. Thanks in advance for sharing this with your stakeholders.
Air Toxics Standards for Taconite Iron Ore Processing
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has evaluated the risks remaining after fully
implementing the 2003 National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for
Taconite Iron Ore Processing and determined that risks from this source category are acceptable. EPA has
determined the standards continue to provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health and
prevent adverse environmental effects. The agency also identified no developments in practices, processes
or control technologies that would further reduce emissions of air toxics. EPA is additionally finalizing
minor amendments to the existing regulation. These final amendments clarify that the standards are
applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction and require electronic reporting of
performance test results, notifications of compliance status and semi-annual reports. The final
amendments also revise testing and monitoring requirements to be more efficient. A prepublication
version of the final amendments and a summary fact sheet are available.
Air Toxics Standards for Miscellaneous Coating Manufacturing
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is finalizing minor amendments to the 2003
Miscellaneous Coating Manufacturing National Emission Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP). EPA has evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the NESHAP and
determined that risks from the Miscellaneous Coating Manufacturing source category are acceptable. In
addition, the agency identified no developments in practices, processes or control technologies that would
further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants. EPA is finalizing no significant changes to the
original NESHAP for this source category as a result of the risk and technology review and has
determined the standards continue to provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health and the
environment. EPA is finalizing minor amendments to the existing regulation. These amendments clarify
that the standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction; require periodic
emissions testing; and require electronic reporting of compliance reports, notifications and performance
test results. These minor amendments are to go into effect 180 days from promulgation. A prepublication
version of the final amendments and a summary fact sheet are available.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/18/2020
Due to Covid19, our P2 program decided to “revamp” the SQG newsletter as a way to reach out to small
businesses to remind them we are still open and able to help. The SBTAP is working with them on this
project. The newsletter email contacts came from the Hazardous Waste notification forms. In NH, all HW
generators must register, we do NOT have Conditionally Exempt.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/17/2020
Recent Federal Register Notices –
June 12, 2020, Notice, Proposed Information Collection Request; Comment Request; Information
Collection: Effort for Ethylene Oxide Commercial Sterilization Facilities, 35931-35933 [EPA is planning
to submit an information collection request (ICR), “Information Collection Effort for Ethylene Oxide
Commercial Sterilization Facilities” (EPA ICR No. 2623.01, OMB Control No. 2060–NEW) to the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB) for review and approval in accordance with the Paperwork Reduction
Act (PRA). Before doing so, the EPA is soliciting public comment on specific aspects of the proposed
information collection as described below. This is a request for approval of a new collection. An agency

may not conduct or sponsor and a person is not required to respond to a collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid OMB control number. Comments must be submitted on or before August 11,
2020.]
June 3, 2020, Final Rule, NESHAP: Engine Test Cells/Stands Residual Risk and Technology Review,
34326-34351 [This action finalizes the residual risk and technology review (RTR) conducted for the
Engine Test Cells/Stands source category regulated under national emission standards for hazardous air
pollutants (NESHAP). In addition, we are taking final action on amendments to the Engine Test Cells/
Stands NESHAP addressing periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM). These final
amendments also include provisions regarding electronic reporting, as well as clarifying and technical
corrections. These final amendments will result in improved compliance and implementation of the rule.]
Rhonda Wright US EPA 6/9/2020
On June 5, 2020, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) proposed an Information Collection
Request (ICR) for ethylene oxide commercial sterilization facilities and is requesting public comment on
the action. The data collected through the ICR, in combination with the December 2019 questionnaire that
was sent to nine ethylene oxide sterilization companies, will enable EPA to have a better understanding of
emissions, emissions sources, processes and control technologies in use at ethylene oxide sterilization
facilities nationwide. EPA’s analysis of the ICR data will support the agency’s ongoing review of the
Ethylene Oxide Commercial Sterilization and Fumigation Operations National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants. EPA will accept comment on the proposed ICR for 60 days after publication in
the Federal Register. A pre-publication version of the proposed ICR is available. Thanks in advance for
sharing this with your stakeholders.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 6/9/2020
Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized minor amendments to the 2004
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the Plywood and Composite
Wood Products (PCWP) source category. The PCWP source category includes 230 facilities: 93 PCWP
facilities, 121 lumber mills and 16 facilities that produce both PCWP and lumber. EPA identified
acetaldehyde, acrolein, formaldehyde, methanol, phenol and propionaldehyde as the main pollutants
emitted from this sector. Based on the results of required residual risk review, EPA determined that risks
from the source category are acceptable. In addition, based on the results of the technology review, the
agency identified no developments in practices, processes or control technologies that would further
reduce emissions of air toxics from the emission units regulated under the PCWP NESHAP. EPA is
finalizing no significant changes to the original NESHAP for this source category and concludes that the
standards continue to provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health and the environment.
EPA is finalizing only minor amendments to the existing regulation. These final amendments clarify that
the standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction; incorporate work
practices for certain startup and shutdown events based on site-specific procedures; require testing every 5
years to improve performance of control technologies other than biofilters (already required to test every
2 years); and require electronic reporting of performance test results and semiannual reports. A fact sheet
and pre-publication version of the final rule are available. Thanks in advance for sharing this with your
stakeholders.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 6/9/2020
The Trends website is updated with the new, interactive Air Trends report highlighting the most current,
available air quality and emissions information through 2019. Please check it out and share it with
interested stakeholders.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 6/5/2020

Please let your key stakeholders know that the Administrator has signed two final risk and technology
rules. A short summary of each and a link to the website where you can find a pre-publication version of
each notice and a summary factsheet is below:
Rubber Tire Manufacturing – EPA finalized no significant changes to the original NESHAP for this
source category and has determined the standards continue to provide an ample margin of safety to public
health and the environment. In addition, the agency identified no developments in practices, processes or
control technologies that would further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants. EPA is finalizing
only minor amendments to the existing regulation. These final amendments clarify that the standards are
applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction and require electronic reporting.
Lime Manufacturing – EPA finalized no significant changes to the 2004 NESHAP and determined that
the standards continue to provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health and the environment.
In addition, the agency identified no developments in practices, processes or control technologies that
would further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants. EPA is finalizing minor amendments to
clarify that standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction and require
electronic reporting of data submissions. The major change from proposal is the replacing of the proposed
work practice standards for periods of startup and shutdown with emission standards that apply during
those periods.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/3/2020
My name is Dan Nickey with the Iowa SBEAP I am a member of EPA's Clean Air Act Advisory
Committee (CAAAC) as a representative of the National Steering Committee. We had a brief meeting on
May 20th, attached you will find the slides from the meeting that also contain the agenda. If you have
any questions please let me know.
Dan Nickey- Associate Director Iowa Waste Reduction Center, University of Northern Iowa 319/2736588
Further information on the CAAAC
Dan was nominated by the NSC a few years ago to be a part of this Committee. He applied along with a
couple of other candidates from the SBEAP/SBO but we choose to nominate Dan. The spot on the
committee was open and we hoped this would be a chance to have SBEAP/SBO represented as well as be
the voice of small business. We, the SBEAP/SBO programs, are very lucky that Dan was chosen and that
Dan has been a strong advocate for small businesses.
R Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 6/3/2020
I recall the name Dan Nickey. As I recall, he gave a presentation on ‘Environmental Consulting,
Assistance and Education for Iowa Small Businesses, almost 3 ½ years ago. I also recall viewing
some vintage artifacts while attending the last in person and my only in person SBEAP Annual
Training or Conference. I think he may have served in all the available roles at the time. It was
known as the SBAP, back then? I would welcome any input from Mr. Nickey perhaps, if willing
and available, he might even present during a future SBEAP Technical call. Just a thought.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 6/2/2020
On Friday, May 29th, EPA finalized amendments to the 2003 Miscellaneous Organic Chemical
Manufacturing National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP), known as MON.
EPA evaluated the risks remaining and determined cancer risks from the miscellaneous organic chemical
manufacturing source category to be unacceptable. To reduce risks to an acceptable level, EPA is
finalizing additional requirements for process vents, storage tanks and equipment (pumps and connectors)
in ethylene oxide service. Once these requirements are implemented, EPA has determined that risks will
be acceptable and will provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health.

EPA is also finalizing amendments for heat exchange systems and equipment leaks that would further
reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants. In addition, EPA is finalizing amendments for added
monitoring and operational requirements for a subset of flares that control ethylene oxide emissions and
flares used to control emissions from processes that produce olefins and polyolefins, and is also allowing
facilities outside of this subset to opt into these flare requirements in lieu of complying with the current
flare standards. The final MON amendments are expected to reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants
from the source category by 107 tons per year, which includes reductions in ethylene oxide emission of
approximately 0.76 tons per year. A pre-publication version of the final rule and a summary fact sheet are
available. Thanks in advance for sharing this with your stakeholders.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/2/2020
Federal Register Notices –
May 22, 2020, Proposed Rule, Standards of Performance for New Residential Wood Heaters, New
Residential Hydronic Heaters, and Forced-Air Furnaces, 31124-31130 [The U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) is proposing to amend the Standards of Performance for New Residential Wood
Heaters, New Residential Hydronic Heaters and Forced-Air Furnaces. In response to the situation created
by the COVID–19 pandemic, this proposed action restores the retail sales opportunities that were
provided by the original 5-year period for ‘‘Step 1’’ wood heaters, hydronic heaters, and forced-air
furnaces that were manufactured or imported before the May 15, 2020, ‘‘Step 2’’ compliance date. Upon
promulgation, retailers may continue selling Step 1 heaters through November 30, 2020. Comments must
be received on or before July 6, 2020.]
May 22, 2020, Final Rule, NESHAP: Coal- and Oil-Fired Electric Utility Steam Generating Units-Reconsideration of Supplemental Finding and Residual Risk and Technology Review, 31286-31320 [The
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is revising its response to the U.S. Supreme Court decision
in Michigan v. EPA, which held that the EPA erred by not considering cost in its determination that
regulation under section 112 of the Clean Air Act (CAA) of hazardous air pollutant (HAP) emissions
from coal and oil-fired electric utility steam generating units (EGUs) is appropriate and necessary. After
primarily comparing the cost of compliance relative to the benefits of HAP emission reduction from
regulation, the EPA finds that it is not ‘‘appropriate and necessary’’ to regulate HAP emissions from coaland oil-fired EGUs, thereby reversing the Agency’s previous conclusion under CAA section 112(n)(1)(A)
and correcting flaws in the Agency’s prior response to Michigan v. EPA. We further find that finalizing
this new response to Michigan v. EPA will not remove the Coal- and Oil-Fired EGU source category
from the CAA section 112(c) list of sources that must be regulated under CAA section 112(d) and will
not affect the existing CAA section 112(d) emissions standards that regulate HAP emissions from coaland oil-fired EGUs. The EPA is also finalizing the residual risk and technology review (RTR) conducted
for the Coal and Oil-Fired EGU source category regulated under national emission standards for
hazardous air pollutants (NESHAP), commonly referred to as the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards
(MATS). Based on the results of the RTR analyses, the Agency is not promulgating any revisions to the
MATS rule.]
May 12, 2020, Proposed Rule, Improvements for Heavy-Duty Engine and Vehicle Test Procedures,
28140-28361 [The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is proposing changes to the test procedures
for heavy-duty engines and vehicles to improve accuracy and reduce testing burden. EPA is also
proposing other regulatory amendments concerning light-duty vehicles, heavy-duty vehicles, highway
motorcycles, locomotives, marine engines, other nonroad engines and vehicles, stationary engines. These
would affect the certification procedures for exhaust emission standards, and related requirements. EPA is
proposing similar amendments for evaporative emission standards for nonroad equipment and portable
fuel containers. These amendments would increase compliance flexibility, harmonize with other
requirements, add clarity, correct errors, and streamline the regulations. Given the nature of the proposed

changes, they would have neither significant environmental impacts nor significant economic impacts for
any sector. Comments must be received on or before June 26, 2020.]
April 15, 2020, Final Rule, NESHAP: Coal- and Oil-Fired Electric Utility Steam Generating Units-Subcategory of Certain Existing Electric Utility Steam Generating Units Firing Eastern Bituminous Coal
Refuse for Emissions of Acid Gas Hazardous Air Pollutants, 20838-20855 [The U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) is taking final action establishing a subcategory of certain existing electric
utility steam generating units (EGUs) firing eastern bituminous coal refuse (EBCR) for acid gas
hazardous air pollutant (HAP) emissions that was noticed in a February 7, 2019, proposed rule titled
‘‘National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Coal- and Oil-Fired Electric Utility Steam
Generating Units—Reconsideration of Supplemental Finding and Residual Risk and Technology
Review’’ (2019 Proposal). After consideration of public comments, the EPA has determined that there is
a need for such a subcategory under the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP) for Coal- and Oil-Fired EGUs, commonly known as the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards
(MATS), and the Agency is establishing acid gas HAP emission standards applicable only to the new
subcategory. The EPA’s final decisions on the other two distinct actions in the 2019 Proposal (i.e.,
reconsideration of the 2016 Supplemental Finding that it is appropriate and necessary to regulate EGUs
under Clean Air Act (CAA) section 112 and the residual risk and technology review of MATS) will be
announced in a separate final action.]
April 15, 2020, Final Rule, Hydrochloric Acid Production Residual Risk and Technology Review, 2085520873 [This action finalizes the residual risk and technology review (RTR) conducted for the
Hydrochloric Acid (HCl) Production source category regulated under national emission standards for
hazardous air pollutants (NESHAP). In addition, in this action we are finalizing amendments to add
electronic reporting; address periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM); and establish work
practice standards for maintenance activities pursuant to the Clean Air Act (CAA). We are making no
revisions to the numerical emission limits based on the risk analysis or technology review. Although these
amendments are not anticipated to result in reductions in emissions of hazardous air pollutants (HAP),
they will result in improved monitoring, compliance and implementation of the rule.]
April 10, 2020, Proposed Rule, Mercury and Air Toxics Standards for Power Plants Electronic Reporting
Revisions, 20342-20378 [EPA is proposing amendments to the electronic reporting requirements for the
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Coal- and Oil-Fired Electric Utility Steam
Generating Units (also known as the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS)). This proposed action
would revise and streamline the electronic data reporting requirements of MATS and increase data
transparency by requiring use of one electronic reporting system, instead of two separate systems, and
provide enhanced access to MATS data. No new continuous monitoring requirements would be imposed
by this proposed action; instead, this action would reduce reporting burden, increase MATS data flow and
usage, make it easier for inspectors and auditors to assess compliance, and encourage wider use of
continuous emissions monitoring systems (CEMS) for MATS compliance. In addition, this proposed
action would extend the current deadline for alternative electronic data submission via portable document
format (PDF) files through December 31, 2023. Comments were due May 11, 2020.]
April 7, 2020, Proposed Rule, National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants:
Phosphoric Acid Manufacturing, 19412-19418 [This action proposes to amend the National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the Phosphoric Acid Manufacturing source
category. The proposed amendment is in response to a petition for rulemaking by an industry stakeholder
on the mercury emission limit based on the maximum achievable control technology (MACT) floor for
existing sources set in a rule that was finalized on August 19, 2015 (‘‘2015 Rule’’). All six of the existing
calciners used to set this MACT floor were located at the PCS Phosphate Company, Inc. (‘‘PCS
Phosphate’’) facility in Aurora, North Carolina (‘‘PCS Aurora’’). PCS Phosphate asserted that data

received since the rule’s promulgation indicate that the MACT floor did not accurately characterize the
average emission limitation achieved by the units used to set the standard. Based on these new data, the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) proposes to revise the mercury MACT floor for existing
calciners. DATES: Comments. Comments were due May 22, 2020.]
April 2, 2020, Final Rule, Standards of Performance for New Residential Wood Heaters: New Residential
Hydronic Heaters and Forced-Air Furnaces, 18448-18455 [In this final action, the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) is amending the 2015 New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for New
Residential Wood Heaters, New Residential Hydronic Heaters and Forced-Air Furnaces. This final action
removes certain requirements from the rule for pellet fuel to meet certain specifications regarding density,
size, and content, while retaining a provision in the rule that requires EPA-approved third-party
organizations to specify minimum requirements as part of the pellet fuel certification process. Also, in
this final action, the EPA is deciding not to make changes that it had proposed that would have allowed a
sell-through period for Step 1-certified residential wood heating devices that are manufactured before the
May 2020 compliance date to be sold at retail after that date. Finally, this preamble provides a
clarification of how the ‘‘prohibited fuels’’ provision applies to pallets.]
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/29/2020
Recycling and Sustainable Management of Food During the Coronavirus Public Health Emergency - As
many Americans spend more time at home, we are changing the way we purchase and use goods and
food. There is the potential for households to generate more waste than they did before, but there is also
an opportunity to focus on waste prevention, increase reuse and recycling efforts, and use food more
efficiently. https://www.epa.gov/coronavirus/recycling-and-sustainable-management-food-duringcoronavirus-covid-19-public-health
EPA Videos: Don’t Recycle PPE; Recycling During the Health Crisis
Submission Deadline for Comments (online submission preferred): July 6, 2020
Website – Background Information; Submit Comments/Federal Register (Notice)
Got e-Waste Research Insights?: The U.S. Department of Energy Advanced Research Projects Agency is
soliciting input for potential future ARPA-E research programs focused on highly energy efficient
conversion of e-waste into usable manufacturing materials. ARPA-E is interested e-waste
management/conversion ideas across the entire supply chain of e-waste and its impact on municipal solid
waste, including classification, collection, identification, sorting, and reclamation of materials. No
funding available at this time, but responses may be used to inform future funding
opportunities: https://arpa-e-foa.energy.gov/Default.aspx?Search=RFI&SearchType=#FoaId527f20854bd1-466e-91e8-f30b5fcd5ae1 & https://www.grants.gov/web/grants/viewopportunity.html?oppId=326668
Deadline: Reponses must be emailed to ARPA-E-RFI@hq.doe.gov by 5:00 PM EST on June 5, 2020.
California Waste Characterization Study: Like data? California’s Disposal-Facility-Based
Characterization of Solid Waste in California estimates the quantity and composition of the commercial,
residential, and self-hauled waste streams in the state and aggregates this data to estimate the overall
composition. This study also includes quantity and composition of residual processing materials from
selected MRFs in California.
Cool Arizona Department of Environmental Quality Food Storage Infographic - Great work ADEQ!
ReFED COVID-19 Food Waste Solutions Fund - In response to the impacts of COVID-19 on our food
system – especially the increase in wasted food that could have gone to the growing number of people
facing food insecurity --ReFED launched this Fund to quickly get funds to those organizations that are
able to rapidly scale their impact. The Fund is distributed its first $1 million of grants to organizations that
will drive impact of more than a total of 10 million pounds of food waste prevented or 8.3 million meals

rescued. Although the first round of applications and grant awards is now closed, ReFED welcomes
additional submissions to be considered for future funding rounds and will review them on a rolling basis.
Additional Information & Online Application
CalRecycle Funding Opportunities: The California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery
(CalRecycle) offers funding opportunities authorized by legislation to assist public and private entities in
the safe and effective management of the waste stream. See open funding program details.
To subscribe or unsubscribe from EPA Region 9’s Zero Waste Update, please
email hood.timonie@epa.gov
Rhonda Wright US EPA 5/28/2020
Hi all – we did get several requests for public hearings on the proposed wood heater amendments and we
have just opened registration online. Information about the proposal is available. The hearing will be June
8, 2020 from 9 a.m. – 3 p.m. Registration page Thanks for sharing this information with interested
stakeholders.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/19/2020
Subject: EPA Proposes to Give Up Some ‘Guidance’ Power That Critics Hate
R Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 5/19/2020
The mass of guidance needed to interpret or identify that which is a requirement is proportional to
the mass of regulation (volume = number of words and density = complexity). Therefore, fewer
words more simply expressed or with simple and measurable outcomes equates to less need for
guidance.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/11/2020
EPA is holding a rescheduled public meeting of the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) Science
Advisory Committee on Chemicals (SACC) from June 8 to 11, 2020, to review the draft risk evaluation
for asbestos. This public meeting will be virtual, with participation by phone and webcast only. There will
be no in-person gathering for this meeting. The previously announced virtual meeting for the TSCA
SACC to review the draft risk evaluation for asbestos (85 FR 18954) was postponed due to changes in the
availability of members for this peer review.
The four-day meeting will be held from 10:00 a.m. to approximately 5:00 p.m. Eastern Time, June 8 to
10, 2020; and from 11:30 am to approximately 5:00 pm Eastern Time on June 11, 2020 (as needed,
updated times for each day may be provided in the meeting agenda that will be posted in the
docket [docket number EPA-HQ-OPPT-2019-0501] and the TSCA SACC website.
You must register online to receive the webcast meeting link and audio teleconference information for
participation in this meeting. You may register and participate as a listen-only attendee at any time up to
the end of the meeting. Requests to make brief oral comments to the TSCA SACC during the virtual
meeting should be submitted when registering online on or before noon (12:00 PM EDT) on June 2, 2020.
For additional information, please contact the Designated Federal Official (DFO) for this meeting, Dr.
Diana Wong at Wong.Diana-M@epa.gov.
Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 5/7/2020
https://map.serdp-estcp.org/Featured-Initiatives/Per-and-Polyfluoroalkyl-SubstancesPFASs/pfas_efforts.pdf
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/6/2020
The Maine Marine Environmental Guide – includes applicable statutes and rules for environmental
management, compliance fact sheets for each marine activity, and tools to help determine environmental
regulatory thresholds. Includes PTE information.

Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/5/2020
EPA will hold a virtual public meeting on May 26-29, 2020, from 10:00 a.m. to approximately 5:00 p.m.
(EDT), for the Toxic Substances Control Act Science Advisory Committee on Chemicals to peer review
EPA’s draft risk evaluation of perchloroethylene.
The May 26-29, 2020, peer review virtual meeting is open to the public and registration is
required. Register for the peer review virtual meeting. If you would like to provide oral comments during
the peer review virtual meeting, you must register by 12:00 p.m. (noon, EDT), on May 20, 2020. Select
“attend and make a comment” when registering. You may register as a listen-only attendee at any time up
to the end of the meeting. For listen-only attendees, select “listen-only” when registering.
EPA also will hold a preparatory virtual meeting on May 5, 2020, for the panel and public to comment on
the clarity and scope of the draft charge questions for the May peer review meeting. Register for the
preparatory virtual meeting. If you would like to provide oral comments during the preparatory virtual
meeting, you must register by 10:00am on May 5. Select “attend and make a comment” when registering.
You may register as a listen-only attendee at any time up to the end of the meeting. For listen-only
attendees, select “listen-only” when registering. These virtual meetings will be broadcast via Adobe
Connect and WebEx. Additional connection information will be provided to registered participants. More
information about these meetings and links to related documents.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 5/5/2020
This morning, the Administrator digitally signed the final amendments to the National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Integrated Iron and Steel Manufacturing Facilities.
The agency evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the 2003 NESHAP and determined
that risks from this source category are acceptable. In addition, the agency identified no developments in
practices, processes or control technologies that would further reduce emissions of air toxics. EPA is not
making significant changes to the original NESHAP for this source category as a result of the residual
risk and technology review and has determined the standards continue to provide an ample margin of
safety to protect public health and the environment.
EPA is finalizing a requirement to limit mercury emissions from scrap metal used in steel operations.
Facilities can comply by conducting stack tests, certifying they purchase scrap from vendors participating
in the National Vehicle Mercury Switch Recovery Program, or using scrap not likely to contain
automobile scrap. Compliance dates for each option are the same, where facilities conducting stack tests
and facilities participating in the National Vehicle Mercury Switch Recovery Program or another
approved program will have one year to comply with the requirement. Compliance with the testing option
has been changed from the proposed annual testing to testing approximately every 2.5 years to coincide
with current required testing for particulate matter.
EPA is additionally finalizing minor amendments to the existing regulation. These final amendments
clarify that the standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction and require
electronic reporting of performance test results, notifications of compliance status and semi-annual
reports. The final amendments also provide more flexibility for monitoring requirements. These minor
amendments will go into effect 180 days from promulgation. A prepublication version of the final
amendments and a summary fact sheet are available. Thanks in advance for sharing this with your
stakeholders.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 5/1/2020
The PM NAAQS proposal hearing notice along with updates linking to the published version of the
proposal are posted. Here’s a direct link to the hearing registration page. It links to the hearing notice and
the regulation page. We will start registration when the hearing notice publishes. Here’s a link to the

updated reg page. Please share this information with your key stakeholders. We expect to start registering
for the hearing early next week.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/27/2020
We will get this and other new information added to our COVID resources this week. Below, EPA clearly
instructs people to never apply disinfectant to themselves or others.
EPA provides critical information to the American public about safe disinfectant use
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is continuing its efforts to provide critical information
on surface disinfectant products that can be used to protect the health of all Americans throughout the
COVID-19 public health emergency. In support of these efforts, EPA now has nearly 400 products that
have qualified to be effective against SARS-CoV-2, the virus that causes COVID-19. This week the
agency also published an overview of its actions and resources related to disinfection against the novel
coronavirus.
“EPA is dedicated to its mission of protecting human health and we want all Americans to have access to
effective and approved surface disinfectant products,” said Alexandra Dapolito Dunn, assistant
administrator of EPA’s Office of Chemical Safety and Pollution Prevention. “We also want everyone
follow the directions on the product so that we can safely use registered disinfectants and provide critical
protection to our families.”
When using an EPA-registered surface disinfectant, always follow the product’s directions and
remember:
 Never apply the product to yourself or others. Do not ingest disinfectant products. This includes never
applying any product on List N (the agency’s list of disinfectants to use against SARS-CoV-2, the virus
that causes COVID-19) directly to food.
 Never mix products unless specified in the use directions. Certain combinations of chemicals will
create highly toxic acids or gases.
 Wash the surface with soap and water before applying disinfectant products if the label mentions precleaning.
 Follow the contact time listed for your product on List N. This is the amount of time the surface must
remain visibly wet to ensure efficacy against the virus. It can sometimes be several minutes.
 Wash your hands after using a disinfectant. This will minimize your exposure to the chemicals in the
disinfectant and the pathogen you are trying to kill.
EPA provides additional information on disinfectant safety messages on its twitter
feeds, @EPA and @ChemSafety. These channels will be updated with new materials throughout the
COVID-19 crisis.
EPA is also continuing to add additional chemicals to its list of common inert ingredients. These actions
are intended to help address supply chain issues for EPA-registered disinfectants and other pesticides. It
allows manufacturers of already-registered EPA products to change the source of listed inert ingredients.
To learn more about disinfectant safety, see this guide from our partner, the National Pesticide
Information Center, about using disinfectants to control COVID-19.
Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 4/24/2020
Virtual Earth Day and YouTube Channel – Several members of the IDEM OPS (Office of Program
Support) team for stepping out of their comfort zones to record Earth Day messages via video (in their
homes and backyards).
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/22/2020
It is the 50th Anniversary of Earth Day and if you are celebrating, we want to encourage you to share!
Consider involving your families, maybe make a short Earth Day video on your phone, then share it with
us! New Hampshire @NHDES has shared several video on Twitter via their “OneThing4Earth”
Challenge and we have complied a playlist of Earth Day videos on our National SBEAP YouTube
channel, but would like to include more.

Jenifer Dixon MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/22/2020
In the honor of Earth Day, EGLE staff did a little video playlist.
R Donovan Grimwood NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/22/2020
Our Office of Policy and Sustainable Practices posted a few on the TDEC Facebook.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/22/2020
Requests I have made to EPA regarding Ultra Low Sulfur Diesel = 15 ppm and simplifying the procedure
to ask for a summer gasoline relaxation of the 7.8 psi standard are now included in the fuel streamlining
proposed rule if any state cares to comment on them.
§1090.280 Procedures for relaxing the federal 7.8 psi RVP standard.
§1090.305 ULSD standards.
(a) Except as specified in §1090.300(a)(1) and (2), diesel fuel must meet the ULSD per gallon standards
of this section.
(b) Sulfur standard. Maximum sulfur content of 15 ppm.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 4/17/2020
The afternoon of April 16th the Administrator signed a reconsideration of the appropriate and necessary
finding for the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards, correcting flaws in the 2016 supplemental cost finding
while ensuring that power plants will emit no more mercury to the air than before. After primarily
considering compliance costs relative to the HAP benefits of MATS, EPA is concluding that it is not
"appropriate and necessary" to regulate electric utility steam generating units under section 112 of the
Clean Air Act (CAA).
EPA is also took final action on the residual risk and technology review (RTR) that is required by CAA
section 112. The results from the RTR show that emissions of HAP have been reduced such that residual
risk is at acceptable levels, that there are no developments in HAP emissions controls to achieve
further cost-effective reductions beyond the current standards, and, therefore, no changes to the MATS
rule are warranted. The final rule and a summary fact sheet along with our cost benefit memo are
available on the web. Please share with your key stakeholders.
Paula Hoag EPA Office of Small Business Programs 4/14/2020
I would like to bring to your attention EPA’s recent publication on the Draft Risk Evaluation for
Asbestos. ASBO’s newest team member, Lea Carmichael, brings a wealth of knowledge on this topic to
our group; she prepared additional information and resources for you below. Your feedback is valuable to
the agency. Please review and submit your comments by April 22, 2020 - Docket ID EPA-HQ-OPPT2019-0501-0001
Draft Risk Evaluation Findings
To prepare a draft risk evaluation, EPA reviews extensive scientific literature, conducts modeling and
other risk assessment activities, and collects exposure, fate, and transport information from many sources.
EPA looks at how the chemical is used today, what we know about the chemical’s fate, transport, and
toxicity, and whether the chemical’s relevant conditions of use could pose an unreasonable risk of injury
to human health or the environment. In the March 2020 draft risk evaluation, EPA reviewed a suite of
potential asbestos exposures and made the following initial determinations on risk. These preliminary
determinations may change as EPA's evaluation becomes more refined through the public comment and
peer review processes.
 EPA did not find risk to the environment. For all the conditions of use included in the draft risk
evaluation, EPA has preliminarily found no unreasonable risks to the environment under any of
the conditions of use.
 EPA’s draft risk evaluation preliminarily found unreasonable risk to workers, occupational nonusers, consumers and bystanders. EPA found that workers, occupational non-users, consumers,



and bystanders could be adversely affected by asbestos under certain conditions of use. These
initial determinations are based on a draft risk evaluation of the reasonably available information
and are not EPA’s final determinations on whether this chemical presents unreasonable risks
under the conditions of use. The agency will use feedback received from the public comment and
peer review processes to inform the final risk determinations.
This draft risk evaluation and the initial risk determinations are not a final action. This draft
represents the agency’s preliminary conclusions, findings, and determinations on asbestos and
will be peer reviewed by independent scientific experts. The draft risk evaluation includes input
from other EPA offices as well as other federal agencies.

The public comment period on the Draft Risk Evaluations for Asbestos ends on or before June 2, 2020;
however, comments must be received by April 22, 2020 to be considered prior to the Science Advisory
Committee on Chemicals (SACC) meeting on April 27-30, 2020. Please submit comments in
regulations.gov to Docket ID EPA-HQ-OPPT-2019-0501-0001. For more details about the SACC
meeting and how to potentially participate please see Nancy Larson’s email from last week (below).
Additional information
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/9/2020
EPA will hold a virtual public meeting on April 27-30, 2020, from 10:00 a.m. to approximately 5:00 p.m.
(EDT), for the Toxic Substances Control Act Science Advisory Committee on Chemicals to peer review
EPA’s draft risk evaluation of asbestos. The April 27-30, 2020, peer review virtual meeting is open to the
public and registration is required. Register for the peer review virtual meeting. If you would like to
provide oral comments during the peer review virtual meeting, you must register by 12:00 p.m. (noon,
EDT), on April 22, 2020. Select “attend and make a comment” when registering. You may register as a
listen-only attendee at any time up to the end of the meeting. For listen-only attendees, select “listenonly” when registering. The peer review virtual public meeting will be broadcast via WebEx. Links for
each day and additional connection information will be provided to registered participants. More
information about this meeting and links to related documents.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 4/9/2020
This afternoon the Administrator digitally signed the final rule: Mercury and Air Toxics Standards: Final Subcategory
of Certain Existing Electric Utility Steam Generating Units That Fire Coal Refuse.
After evaluating information on the acid gas hazardous air pollutant emissions from electric utility steam
generating units (EGUs) that burn eastern bituminous coal refuse (EBCR), EPA has established a new
subcategory in the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards for these units. Coal refuse includes low-quality
coal mixed with rock, clay and other material. It is usually piled near coal mines.
EPA also is establishing emission standards for these facilities to control acid gas hazardous air pollutant
emissions. The new subcategory and emission standards will affect six existing EGUs that burn
EBCR. All are small units operating in Pennsylvania or West Virginia. As a result of this final rule, EPA
does not expect emissions to increase above current levels. A pre-publication version of the notice and a
summary fact sheet are available. Thanks in advance for sharing this information with you key contacts.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/7/2020
I helped produce and direct this video. It is the 2nd in the series of Reducing Toxins in Your Home.
We are writing new scripts while we are working remotely and hope to start filming again later this year.
To find other NHDES videos.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/6/2020
This is new hyper-focused respirator guidance from OSHA that is particularly important to the autobody
and other coating/sanding industry sectors. As such, I suggest we try to find a place on all of our websites

to put this and/or send out via our email distribution lists. PS – The free GMG Envirosafe training are
worth checking out also.
R Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/6/2020
Makes sense for this industry and others that use these masks that are in high demand at our
medical facilities. We can put this on our COVID and auto body pages.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/31/2020
EPA Publishes Mercury Inventory Report, Enhances Transparency of Data on Supply, Use and Trade
Today, EPA published the 2020 Mercury Inventory Report on the supply, use, and trade of mercury in the
United States in advance of the April 1, 2020 statutory deadline. As the agency celebrates advancements
in chemical safety during the month of March as part of EPA’s 50th anniversary, this action marks the
completion of another important milestone under the Lautenberg Act amendments to the Toxic
Substances Control Act (TSCA) and an important step to increase the transparency of data on mercury
supply, use and trade.
This report presents aggregated data submitted on imported mercury, mercury manufactured in the United
States, imported mercury-added products, mercury-added products made in the United States, and
mercury used in manufacturing processes. The inventory report also provides a broad view of U.S.
mercury stored, sold, and exported, as well as industry sectors and countries involved in the supply, use,
and trade of mercury.
The 2020 Mercury Inventory Report is the first inventory published after finalizing the mercury inventory
reporting rule. This means that the data presented in the report comes directly from the companies that are
using, manufacturing, or importing mercury, providing EPA and the public with more reliable and
complete information on the supply, use, and trade of mercury in the United States. The initial 2017
inventory, on the other hand, was limited to only publicly available data. In addition, this report
incorporates data from contextual reporting requirements, which results in more extensive information on
the industries that purchase mercury-added products, countries of origin and destination for imports and
exports, and the specific ways that mercury is used in certain manufacturing processes.
Highlights of the report include:
o No indication of imports or exports of elemental mercury into or out of the United States during
the reporting year.
o Continuation of the overall steady decline in the use of mercury in products, indicative of the
growing presence and use of effective alternatives.
o A decrease in the amount of mercury used in switches and relays manufactured in or imported
into the United States—data submitted also fills a significant information gap.
o Only a single mercury-based manufacturing process identified as ongoing in the United States.
o Information relevant for U.S. implementation of the Minamata Convention on Mercury.
Read the inventory report.
Background
The publication of the 2020 Mercury Inventory Report adds to a suite of completed mandates related to
elemental mercury and mercury compounds per the Lautenberg Act amendments to the TSCA.
 In August 2016, EPA released a list of five mercury compounds that are prohibited from export
effective January 1, 2020.
 In March 2017, EPA published the initial inventory report of mercury supply, use, and trade in
the United States.
 In June 2018, EPA published the mercury inventory reporting rule, which established the
reporting requirements that will support the 2020 and subsequent, triennial inventories.
Paula Hoag EPA Office of Small Business Programs 3/31/2020
Yesterday, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) proposed to amend the 2015 National Emissions
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Phosphoric Acid Manufacturing. On September 6,

2016, PCS Phosphates (now Nutrien) petitioned EPA to review the 2015 NESHAP based on newly
available data. Following analysis of the petitioner’s data, EPA is proposing to revise the mercury
standard for calciners in the Phosphoric Acid Manufacturing NESHAP. The proposed amendment will
revise the mercury MACT floor for existing calciners from 0.14 milligrams (mg) per dry standard cubic
meter (dscm) at 3 percent oxygen to 0.23 mg/dscm at 3 percent oxygen. The proposed amendment fulfills
EPA’s statutory requirements under the Clean Air Act, while maintaining the intent of the emission and
operational standards of the 2015 NESHAP. EPA will accept comment on the proposed amendment for
45 days after publication in the Federal Register. A prepublication version of the proposed amendment
and a summary fact sheet are available.
Paula Hoag EPA Office of Small Business Programs 3/27/2020
EPA Announces Enforcement Discretion Policy for COVID-19 Pandemic
WASHINGTON (March 26, 2020) — The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is mindful of
the health and safety of the public, as well as our staff, and those of Federal Agencies, State and Local
Governments, Tribes, Regulated Entities, Contractors, and Non-governmental Organizations during the
COVID-19 pandemic. The agency is taking these important considerations into account as we all continue
our work to protect human health and the environment. Accordingly, EPA is announcing a temporary
policy regarding EPA enforcement of environmental legal obligations during the COVID-19 pandemic.
EPA’s temporary enforcement discretion policy applies to civil violations during the COVID-19
outbreak. The policy addresses different categories of noncompliance differently. For example, under the
policy EPA does not expect to seek penalties for noncompliance with routine monitoring and reporting
obligations that are the result of the COVID-19 pandemic but does expect operators of public water
systems to continue to ensure the safety of our drinking water supplies. The policy also describes the
steps that regulated facilities should take to qualify for enforcement discretion.
“EPA is committed to protecting human health and the environment, but recognizes challenges resulting
from efforts to protect workers and the public from COVID-19 may directly impact the ability of
regulated facilities to meet all federal regulatory requirements,” said EPA Administrator Andrew
Wheeler. “This temporary policy is designed to provide enforcement discretion under the current,
extraordinary conditions, while ensuring facility operations continue to protect human health and the
environment.”
The temporary policy makes it clear that EPA expects regulated facilities to comply with regulatory
requirements, where reasonably practicable, and to return to compliance as quickly as possible. To be
eligible for enforcement discretion, the policy also requires facilities to document decisions made to
prevent or mitigate noncompliance and demonstrate how the noncompliance was caused by the COVID19 pandemic.
This policy does not provide leniency for intentional criminal violations of law.
The policy does not apply to activities that are carried out under Superfund and RCRA Corrective Action
enforcement instruments. EPA will address these matters in separate communications.
EPA’s policy will apply retroactively beginning on March 13, 2020. EPA will assess the continued need
for and scope of this temporary policy on a regular basis and will update it if EPA determines
modifications are necessary. In order to provide fair and sufficient notice to the public, EPA will post a
notification here at least 7 days prior to terminating this temporary policy.
EPA Policy on Enforcement during the COVID-19 outbreak
Members of the public can help protect our environment by identifying and reporting environmental
violations. Learn more here.
R Paula Hoag EPA Office of Small Business Programs 3/31/2020
Although I sent out a synopsis of this temporary policy last week, I wanted to be sure everyone
has a chance to read the actual memo regarding OECA’s new temporary policy on Enforcement
Discretion Related to COVID-19. I will do my best to forward additional EPA COVID-19

response information, as it comes out, and/or provide it in our upcoming April bulletin. As
always, please feel free to contact me should you have any questions or concerns. Stay well!
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/26/2020
From R7, but pretty sure it most regions are taking this approach.
(Lenexa, Kan., March 26, 2020) – The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is mindful of the
health and safety of the public, as well as our staff, and those of Federal Agencies, State and Local
Governments, Tribes, Regulated Entities, Contractors, and Non-governmental Organizations during the
COVID-19 pandemic. The agency is taking these important considerations into account as we all continue
our work to protect human health and the environment. Accordingly, EPA is announcing a temporary
policy regarding EPA enforcement of environmental legal obligations during the COVID-19 pandemic.
EPA’s temporary enforcement discretion policy applies to civil violations during the COVID-19
outbreak. The policy addresses different categories of noncompliance differently. For example, under the
policy EPA does not expect to seek penalties for noncompliance with routine monitoring and reporting
obligations that are the result of the COVID-19 pandemic but does expect operators of public water
systems to continue to ensure the safety of our drinking water supplies. The policy also describes the
steps that regulated facilities should take to qualify for enforcement discretion.
“EPA is committed to protecting human health and the environment, but recognizes challenges resulting
from efforts to protect workers and the public from COVID-19 may directly impact the ability of
regulated facilities to meet all federal regulatory requirements,” said EPA Administrator Andrew
Wheeler. “This temporary policy is designed to provide enforcement discretion under the current,
extraordinary conditions, while ensuring facility operations continue to protect human health and the
environment.”
The temporary policy makes it clear that EPA expects regulated facilities to comply with regulatory
requirements, where reasonably practicable, and to return to compliance as quickly as possible. To be
eligible for enforcement discretion, the policy also requires facilities to document decisions made to
prevent or mitigate noncompliance and demonstrate how the noncompliance was caused by the COVID19 pandemic.
This policy does not provide leniency for intentional criminal violations of law. The policy does not apply
to activities that are carried out under Superfund and RCRA Corrective Action enforcement
instruments. EPA will address these matters in separate communications. EPA’s policy will apply
retroactively beginning on March 13, 2020. EPA will assess the continued need for and scope of this
temporary policy on a regular basis and will update it if EPA determines modifications are necessary. In
order to provide fair and sufficient notice to the public, EPA will post a notification here at least 7 days
prior to terminating this temporary policy.
EPA Policy on Enforcement during the COVID-19 outbreak.
Members of the public can help protect our environment by identifying and reporting environmental
violations. Learn more here.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 3/25/2020
EPA is providing an opportunity for interested stakeholders to review and comment on the draft guidance
titled, Interpretation of “Begin Actual Construction” Under the New Source Review Preconstruction
Permitting Regulations. In this draft guidance, EPA is adopting a revised interpretation of “begin actual
construction” that is more consistent with the permitting regulatory text. Under this revised interpretation,
a source owner or operator may, prior to obtaining a New Source Review permit, undertake physical onsite activities – including activities that may be costly, that may significantly alter the site, and/or are
permanent in nature – provided that those activities do not constitute physical construction on an
emissions unit. EPA will accept draft guidance comment through May 11, 2020. The draft guidance, and
a link for submitting comments, is available.
Paula Hoag EPA Office of Small Business Programs 3/24/2020

SBA now has a website up about how small businesses can access assistance and loans due to
Coronavirus (COVID19). I imagine this will be updated more as funding and resources present
themselves over the coming weeks. This may be of interest to the small businesses you work with. Please
pass on!
R Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/24/2020
In TN, just this morning, we sent out our Spring Newsletter that had several resources at the State
or Federal level. I believe we included this one, but it is a great idea to share resources, even if
they are outside of the environmental field, to our small business contacts.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/24/2020
NHDES Launches #OneThing4Earth Video Challenge to Recognize 50th Anniversary of Earth Day, April
22, 2020
Concord, NH – The New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services (NHDES) today launched
the #OneThing4Earth Video Challenge to help recognize the 50th Anniversary of Earth Day, which will
be April 22, 2020. The purpose of the challenge is for people to record a short video or take photos of
themselves doing one thing that is good for the earth, then in the video, challenge their family, friends and
others to do their own video. People who accept the challenge should post the videos on any or all of their
social media platforms (Instagram, Facebook, or Twitter) and use the hashtag #OneThing4Earth and tag
NHDES.
NHDES Commissioner Bob Scott started the challenge by posting his video of his home compost pile and
challenging his entire staff to post their videos. “In honor of the 50th anniversary of Earth Day on April
22, I am starting the #OneThing4Earth video challenge by sharing with you something that I do that is
good for the environment,” said Bob Scott, NHDES Commissioner. “Although the world is rightfully
focused the coronavirus pandemic, I think it is important that we recognize Earth Day, and by
participating in the #OneThing4Earth video challenge, we can share with each other all of the important
little things that we all do every day to help our environment.”
The worldwide response to the coronavirus pandemic is and should be all of our priorities. NHDES hopes
that a social media-based video challenge, like the #OneThing4Earth, will provide people practicing
social distancing with a way to recognize the importance of Earth Day. You do not have to be challenged
to participate, but remember in your video to challenge your friends, family, coworkers and others to join
in. For more information on the #OneThing4Earth video challenge, contact Jim Martin, NHDES Public
Information Officer, at james.martin@des.nh.gov or (603) 271-3710.
NHDES has the following social media handles:
Instagram: @nhenvironmentalservices
Facebook: @NHEnvironmentalServices
Twitter: @NHDES
Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/17/2020
NEW: SBA Guidance for Small Businesses Affected by COVID-19
Health and government officials are working together to maintain the safety, security, and health of the
American people. Small businesses are encouraged to do their part to keep their employees, customers,
and themselves healthy.
 Read a statement from Administrator Jovita Carranza about SBA's plan to help the nation's small
businesses.
 Learn about the Economic Injury Disaster Loan program, which provides working capital loans to
small businesses to help overcome the temporary loss of revenue.
 Review guidance from the CDC on protecting employees and customers.

Rhonda Wright US EPA 3/13/2020
Subject: Two Additional Actions Signed on March 12: Final Amendments for Ethylene Production and
Organic Liquids Distribution
Late last night the Administrator signed the last of the RTRs with a March 13th deadline! A big thanks to
all involved in getting these across the finish line. Please share the following information with your key
contacts. Thanks in advance and have a fabulous weekend!
Final Amendments: Air Toxics Standards for Ethylene Production - Risk and Technology Review
EPA is finalizing amendments to the 2002 Ethylene Production National Emission Standard for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP). EPA evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the
NESHAP and determined that risks from the Ethylene Production source category are acceptable and that
the standards provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health and the environment. In addition,
the agency identified cost-effective developments in practices, processes or control technologies for heat
exchange systems that would further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants.
EPA is also finalizing amendments for flares, pressure relief device releases, the decoking of ethylene
cracking furnaces, and storage vessel degassing operations and clarifying that the standards are applicable
during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction. This proposal also includes electronic reporting of
compliance reports and performance test results and reports. These amendments are being finalized to go
into effect upon an affected source’s initial startup or within three years from promulgation, whichever is
later. A prepublication version of the final rule and a summary fact sheet are available.
Final Amendments: Air Toxics Standards for Organic Liquids Distribution - Risk and Technology
Review
EPA finalized amendments to the 2004 Organic Liquids Distribution (Non-Gasoline) National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP). EPA evaluated the risks remaining after fully
implementing the NESHAP and determined that risks from the Organic Liquids Distribution (NonGasoline) source category are acceptable. In addition, the agency has identified new, cost-effective
developments in practices, processes or control technologies that would further reduce emissions of
hazardous air pollutants and is finalizing amendments to the requirements for storage tanks.
EPA also finalized minor amendments to the existing regulation. These amendments clarify that the
standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction; require electronic
reporting of performance test results; finalize new operational requirements for flares used as control
devices; the retention of a standard, the removal of an exemption for pressure relief devices; the adoption
of a work practice standard for tank degassing; and minor rule clarifications. A prepublication version of
the final rule and a summary fact sheet are available.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 3/12/2020
Subject: Final Rule: Site Remediation Risk and Technology Review
Today, EPA finalized the risk and technology review conducted for Site Remediation. EPA evaluated the
risks remaining after fully implementing the 2003 National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants (NESHAP) for Site Remediation and determined that risks from this source category are
acceptable. The agency is amending the NESHAP with a lower leak threshold for valves and pumps as a
cost-effective technology improvement. EPA is also clarifying that the standards are applicable during
periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction, and requiring electronic reporting of performance test
results. More information, including a fact sheet and pre-publication version of the final rule
Rhonda Wright US EPA 3/12/2020

Subject: Final Rule: Hydrochloric Acid Production Risk and Technology Review
Today, EPA finalized the risk and technology review conducted for Hydrochloric Acid Production. The
agency evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the 2003 National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Hydrochloric Acid Production and determined that risks from
this source category are acceptable. In addition, the agency identified no developments in practices,
processes or control technologies that would further reduce emissions of air toxics. EPA is not making
significant changes to the original NESHAP for this source category and has determined the standards
continue to provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health and the environment.
EPA is finalizing only minor amendments to the existing regulation. These amendments include a
requirement for electronic reporting of performance test results and revisions of the requirements for
periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction to clarify that standards apply at all times to be consistent
with a 2008 court decision and includes the addition of a work practice requirement for planned periods
of vent maintenance. More information, including a fact sheet and pre-publication version of the final rule
Annette Fulgenzi IL Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/12/2020
Sorry for any cross postings but thought I would share in case you have any clients who manufacturer
disinfectants that are effective against COVID-19 and want to make those claims.
EPA Expediting Emerging Viral Pathogens Claim Submissions
WASHINGTON — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) notified registrants of
disinfectants that due to the outbreak of the novel coronavirus, SARS-CoV-2, the cause of COVID-19,
the agency is expediting the review of submissions from companies requesting to add Emerging Viral
Pathogens claims to their already-registered surface disinfectant labels.
“Today’s action will help move disinfectants that are effective against the novel coronavirus to the market
more quickly, without diminishing the scope of the review to ensure safety and quality of the
product,” said EPA Administrator Andrew Wheeler. “By prioritizing these reviews, we are ensuring
that Americans will have access to all approved and market available surface disinfectant products.”
At this time, only claims for already-registered surface disinfectant products that do not require review
of new efficacy data are being expedited. In addition, registrants should not include other label changes
typically covered under amendments and notifications as part of the submission to add Emerging Viral
Pathogen claims.
To ensure the efficient processing of submissions, EPA is requesting information from the registrants,
including:
o a description of how the product meets the eligibility criteria for use against one or more categories of
viral pathogens consistent with the guidance; and,
o the identification of the virus(es) from the product label that it is using to support the emerging viral
pathogen claims and the study ID number (MRID) that supports the claim.
Additional information on already-registered surface disinfectants for use against COVID-19
Additional information for registrants requesting expedited review
Rhonda Wright US EPA 3/12/2020
Subject: Two Additional Actions Signed on March 11th
The following two actions were signed late last night. Please share this information with your key
contacts. Thanks in advance!
Final Amendments: Cellulose Products Manufacturing Risk and Technology Review
EPA is finalizing minor amendments to the 2002 Cellulose Products Manufacturing National Emission
Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP). The EPA has evaluated the risks remaining after fully
implementing the NESHAP and determined that risks from the Cellulose Ethers Production source
category and Miscellaneous Viscose Processes source category are acceptable. In addition, the agency
identified no developments in practices, processes or control technologies that would further reduce
emissions of hazardous air pollutants. EPA is finalizing no significant changes to the original NESHAP

for these source categories as a result of the residual risk and technology review and has determined the
standards continue to provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health and the environment.
EPA is also finalizing minor amendments to the existing regulation. These amendments clarify that the
standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction; require periodic emissions
testing; and require electronic reporting of compliance reports, notifications, and performance test results.
These amendments will also provide more flexibility for monitoring requirements. These minor
amendments go into effect 180 days from promulgation. A prepublication version of the final rule and a
summary fact sheet are available.
Final Amendments: Air Toxics Standards for Paper and Other Web Coating - Risk and
Technology Review
EPA finalized minor amendments to the 2002 Paper and Other Web Coating (POWC) National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP). EPA evaluated the risks remaining after fully
implementing the NESHAP and determined that risks from the POWC source category are acceptable. In
addition, the agency identified no developments in practices, processes or control technologies that would
further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants. The EPA finalized no significant changes to the
original NESHAP for these source categories as a result of the RTR and has determined the standards
continue to provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health and the environment.
The EPA also finalized minor amendments to the existing regulation. These proposed amendments clarify
that the standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction (SSM); require
periodic emissions testing; and require electronic reporting of compliance reports, notifications and
performance test results. The proposed amendments also provide more flexibility for monitoring
requirements and provide regulatory clarity. These minor amendments are proposed to go into effect 365
days from promulgation. A prepublication version of the final rule and a summary fact sheet are available.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 3/11/2020
Subject: Final Rule: Standards of Performance for New Residential Wood Heaters, Hydronic Heaters and
Forced-Air Furnaces
On March 11, 2020, the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized amendments to
the 2015 New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for New Residential Wood Heaters, New Hydronic
Heaters and Forced-Air Furnaces (collectively referred to as “wood heating devices”). These final
amendments contain several actions:
o EPA is maintaining compliance dates that were established in the original NSPS, which means
retailers will have until May 15, 2020, to sell wood heating devices that do not comply with more
stringent emission standards.
o EPA is removing the pellet fuel minimum requirements from the 2015 NSPS. However, the
agency is retaining the prohibition – stated in the eighth pellet fuel minimum requirement – that
pellet fuel must not contain any of the prohibited fuels listed in the 2015 NSPS. Minimum
requirements are already included in the standards used by the Pellet Fuels Institute and other
EPA-approved third-parties for the grading of pellet fuels.
o EPA is clarifying requirement regarding the use of unseasoned wood in pellet fuel production.
This final action helps ensure that, in the future, customers buying wood heaters anywhere in the United
States will be able to choose from cleaner-burning models. Today’s actions do not apply to wood heaters
that are currently in use in people’s homes, or to fireplaces, backyard barbecues, chimineas, or fire pits.
EPA continues to work with states, industry and other stakeholders to more accurately account for air
emissions from wood burning devices. Since the 2015 rule was issued, EPA believes that current testing
requirements may lead wood heater manufacturers to design appliances that do not reflect their actual use

– and that may not achieve the environmental benefits contemplated in the rule. The 2015 rule is based on
tests that burn standardized configurations of lumber, rather than tests that burn logs – the type of wood a
typical homeowner would burn for heat. EPA is conducting a series of discussions with key stakeholders
about improving the air emissions testing and operational procedures for these devices. More information,
including a pre-publication version of the final rule and fact sheet
Rhonda Wright US EPA 3/11/2020
Subject: Two OAQPS Actions Signed on March 11th
Final Amendments: Air Toxics Standards for Surface Coating of Automobiles and Light-Duty
Trucks; Surface Coating for Miscellaneous Metal Parts and Products; Surface Coating of Plastic
Parts and Products; Surface Coating of Large Appliances: Printing, Coating and Dyeing of Fabrics
and Other Textiles; and Surface Coating of Metal Furniture - Risk and Technology Review
EPA evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the 2004 National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Surface Coating of Automobiles and Light-Duty Trucks;
Surface Coating of Miscellaneous Metal Parts and Products; and Surface Coating of Plastic Parts and
Products facilities and determined that risks from these source categories are acceptable. In addition, the
agency identified no cost-effective developments in practices, processes or control technologies that
would further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants. EPA is finalizing no significant changes to the
original NESHAP for these source categories and has determined the standards continue to provide an
ample margin of safety to public health and the environment.
EPA is finalizing minor amendments to the existing regulations. These final amendments clarify that the
standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction, require 5-year performance
testing for facilities with add-on controls and require electronic reporting of performance test results. The
final rule also makes technical corrections to the NESHAP for Surface Coating of Metal Furniture;
Surface Coating of Large Appliances; and Printing, Coating, and Dyeing of Fabrics and Other Textiles.
EPA is finalizing minor amendments to the existing regulations. These final amendments clarify that the
standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction, require 5-year performance
testing for facilities with add-on controls and require electronic reporting of performance test results. The
final rule also makes technical corrections to the NESHAP for Surface Coating of Metal Furniture;
Surface Coating of Large Appliances; and Printing, Coating, and Dyeing of Fabrics and Other Textiles. A
prepublication version of the final rule and a summary fact sheet are available.
Final Amendments: Air Toxics Standards for Engine Test Cells/Stands Risk and Technology
Review
EPA evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the 2003 National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Engine Test Cells/Stands and determined that risks from this
source category are acceptable. In addition, the agency identified no developments in practices, processes
or control technologies that would further reduce emissions of air toxics. EPA is not making significant
changes to the original NESHAP for this source category and has determined the standards continue to
provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health and the environment. EPA is finalizing only
minor amendments to the existing regulation. These amendments clarify that the standards are applicable
during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction and require electronic reporting of performance test
results. A prepublication version of the final rule and a summary fact sheet are available.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 3/10/2020
Subject: Municipal Solid Waste Landfills Emission Guidelines - Notice of Finding of Failure to Submit
State Plans
Today we issued a finding identifying 42 states and territories that failed to submit, for EPA’s review and
approval, plans to implement the 2016 Emission Guidelines (EG) for Municipal Solid Waste (MSW)
Landfills. States had until August 29, 2019, to submit their plans for adopting the Landfills EG. EPA has

received 11 state plan submissions and eight have been approved or partially approved. EPA is currently
reviewing three plans submitted since August 1, 2019, and has also received three negative declaration
letters, which are also currently under review. In addition, publication of this notice triggers an obligation
for EPA to promulgate a final federal plan within 2 years (by March 1, 2022). This future federal plan
would apply to any of the states listed in the finding that do not submit approvable state plans before the
promulgation of the federal plan. Contrary to the process carried out under Clean Air Act section 110
plans, this finding does not establish sanctions for states that have failed to submit state plans. You can
access a pre-publication version of the notice.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/2/2020
This document targets small business and was originally published last fall. It is now available in several
different languages. We have it linked on our environmental compliance page and on our hazardous waste
resource page.
Small Business Guide - Managing Your Hazardous Waste: A Guide for Small Businesses :
o We’ve recently uploaded multiple translated versions of the document to the main landing page.
o The guide is now available in Chinese (simplified and traditional), Korean, Russian, Spanish,
Vietnamese, and Tagalog.
o We also added some language to the landing page to clarify that the provisions in the Generator
Improvements Rule are not yet available in some states.
Paula Hoag EPA Office of Small Business Programs 2/28/2020
On October 9, 2019, President Trump signed Executive Order 13891, “Promoting the Rule of Law
Through Improved Agency Guidance Documents.” Among other things, the Executive Order directs
federal agencies to make active guidance documents available via an online guidance document portal.
On October 31, 2019, the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) issued implementing guidance M20-02 (PDF), which set deadlines and related information for establishing the searchable, indexed online
database for all active guidance documents. “EPA has followed through on President Trump’s direction to
streamline and improve the transparency of regulatory guidance issued by the agency,” said EPA
Administrator Andrew Wheeler. “This new online database is a major milestone in government
transparency. Never before has the American public had access to all of the Agency’s guidance
documents. This initiative spearheaded by President Trump will finally provide sunlight to agency
decisions.” This website provides links to all of EPA's active guidance documents.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/28/2020
New Federal Requirements for PFAS
The recently passed federal National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) includes new provisions adding
172 longer chain per- and poly fluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) and GenX chemicals to the Toxics Release
Inventory (TRI). Under the NDAA, the reporting threshold on these substances will be 100 pounds,
effective reporting year 2020 (Form Rs are due July 1, 2021). Under the NDAA, within five years the
EPA needs to revisit this threshold, and in two years consider the addition of other substances that are
shorter chain as well as other ethers. Learn more about the TRI additions. Additionally, these TRI
additions will be covered in the PFAS Chemicals session at the April Continuing Education Conference,
along with the recent work the Science Advisory Board (SAB) has done on PFAS. The work the SAB
has done will also be covered at the Northeast Conference on the Science of PFAS noted below.
PFAS Chemicals in Artificial Turf Fact Sheet
To help communities understand recent research that has detected the presence of PFAS in artificial turf
carpet, TURI developed a fact sheet. The function of PFAS in turf is not fully understood, but may serve
as an extrusion agent during the production of the plastic grass blades. The fact sheet provides basic
background information on PFAS and on recent testing methods used to detect these chemicals in
artificial turf.
Download the PFAS in Artificial Turf Carpet fact sheet.

Frequently Asked Questions About Artificial Turf
TURI staff receives many questions about chemicals found in artificial turf infill, in
particular about infill made with tire crumb. We've developed reports, videos, and case
studies, and now we have another resource that will help communities make informed
decisions - Frequently Asked Questions.
Videos Feature Company Successes
Siemens Healthineers Finds a Safer Surfactant
Siemens Healthineers collaborated with UMass Lowell researchers to find a safer surfactant
for diagnostic devices. TURI awarded a grant to UMass Lowell researchers to partner with
Siemens on the project.
Lytron Reduces TCE Emissions by 6,000 Pounds
Alan Smith of Lytron describes how he used TURI's laboratory testing services to evaluate
the effectiveness of non-TCE solutions that worked in a vacuum degreaser to remove
lubricating oils from aluminum flat and fin parts.
Massachusetts Companies & Communities Reduce Toxics
Companies and communities describe how they've reduced toxic chemical use with the help
of TURI's services.
To see more videos, visit our YouTube page.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 2/26/2020
Subject: Three OAQPS Actions Signed on February 25th
Please share the following information with your key contacts. Thanks in advance!
Municipal Solid Waste Landfills RTR Final Rule
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has evaluated the risks remaining after fully
implementing the 2003 National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for
Municipal Solid Waste Landfills and determined that risks from this source category are acceptable. In
addition, the agency identified no developments in practices, processes or control technologies that would
further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants (HAP). EPA is finalizing no significant changes to
the original NESHAP for this source category and has determined that the standards continue to provide
an ample margin of safety to public health and the environment. EPA is finalizing several minor
amendments to the existing regulation that will improve clarity, compliance and implementation of the
rule. Final revisions include overall NESHAP reorganization to reduce overlapping applicability and to
promote consistency with the 1996 and 2016 New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) and Emission
Guidelines (EG); regulatory text for the 2016 NSPS/EG that allows landfills to demonstrate compliance
by “opting in” to the major compliance provisions of the NESHAP; revisions to wellhead standards and
associated monitoring and corrective action procedures; electronic reporting; and updated language to
clarify that the standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction as well as a
work practice standard for time periods when a landfill’s gas collection and control system is not
operating. Aligning the requirements of the NSPS/EG and the NESHAP will allow facilities to streamline
their compliance and reporting. A pre-publication version of the final rule and a summary fact sheet are
available.
Boat Manufacturing and Reinforced Plastic Composites Production RTR Final Rule
On February 25, 2020, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized minor amendments to
the 2001 National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Boat Manufacturing
and the 2003 NESHAP for Reinforced Plastic Composites Production. EPA has evaluated the risks
remaining after fully implementing the NESHAP for Boat Manufacturing and Reinforced Plastic
Composites Production and determined that risks from these source categories are acceptable. In addition,
the agency identified no developments in practices, processes or control technologies that would further
reduce emissions of air toxics. EPA is not making significant changes to the original NESHAP for this
source category and has determined the standards continue to provide an ample margin of safety to
protect public health and the environment. EPA is finalizing only minor amendments to the existing

regulation. These amendments clarify that the standards are applicable during periods of startup,
shutdown and malfunction and require electronic reporting of performance test results. A pre-publication
version of the final rule and a summary fact sheet are available.
Solvent Extraction for Vegetable Oil Production RTR Final Rule
On February 25, 2020, the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized minor
amendments to the 2001 Solvent Extraction for Vegetable Oil Production National Emission Standard for
Hazardous Air pollutants (NESHAP). EPA conducted a NESHAP risk and technology review, which is
periodically required by the Clean Air Act. The agency determined that risks for this source category are
acceptable and identified no improvements in technologies, processes or practices that would result in
further emission reductions. The current standards continue to protect public health with an ample margin
of safety. This final action clarifies that the standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown
and malfunctions. It will also improve monitoring, compliance and implementation. A pre-publication
version of the final rule and a summary fact sheet are available.
Paula Hoag EPA Office of Small Business Programs 2/23/2020
FYI-Great information from SBA on services available to Small Businesses around the country.
Innovation is coming to a city near you! SBA recently announced the launch of its 17-state SBIR Road
Tour. The Road Tour will stop at cities in the Southeast, Midwest, Rockies and the Central South. The
tour will connect entrepreneurs working on advanced technology to one of the country’s largest source of
early stage funding – the Small Business Innovation Research and Small Business Technology Transfer
programs. Check out the dates and locations for 2020 here. Learn more
Grow Your Business Through Federal Government Contracting
By Val Coleman, Office of Government Contracting
Of the more than $500 billion in contracts awarded every year, the federal government has a goal to set
aside 23 percent for small businesses. This represents a big growth opportunity for small businesses
across the country. Find out how to get started with government contracting here. Learn more
Fund Your Small Business
Did you know you can get anything from $500 to $5.5 million to fund your business through SBA-backed
loans? These programs help small business owners and entrepreneurs who are creditworthy but don’t
qualify for conventional financing. If you can't get a loan with reasonable rates and terms, contact your
local SBA Lender to see if you are eligible. Get matched with an SBA Lender here. Learn more
Get Inspired: Small Business Success Story
After receiving a degree in Civil Engineering Structures from the University of Michigan and successful
stints at several engineering companies in metro Detroit, Tarolyn Buckles established Onyx Enterprise,
Inc. Since then, the company has grown with help from SBA programs like the Emerging Leaders
initiative. Learn more
Find Local Business Assistance
No matter your industry, location or experience, if you have a dream, the SBA is here to help you achieve
it. SBA Resource Partners offer mentoring, counseling, and training to help you startup and thrive at all
stages of the business life cycle.
Learn about the different resource partners and find one near you here. Learn more

Rhonda Wright US EPA 2/18/2020
DRAFT Guidance for Ozone and Fine Particulate Matter Permit Modeling
EPA is providing an opportunity for interested stakeholders to review and comment on DRAFT Guidance
for Ozone and Fine Particulate Matter Permit Modeling. This guidance provides EPA’s
recommendations for how a stationary source of air pollution seeking a Prevention of Significant
Deterioration (PSD) permit may demonstrate that it will not cause or contribute to a violation of the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for ozone (O3) and fine particulate matter (PM2.5) and
PSD increments for PM2.5, as required under Section 165(a)(3) of the Clean Air Act (CAA) and 40 CFR
sections 51.166(k) and 52.21(k). This draft guidance updates EPA’s Guidance for PM2.5 Permit
Modeling to reflect the 2017 revisions to the Guideline on Air Quality Models and incorporates
appropriate sections for O3. EPA requests comments on the draft guidance by Friday, March 27, 2020.
This allows at least 45 days for consideration, review, and comment. The draft guidance is available on
EPA’s SCRAM website.
Proposed Revisions to Appendix P to 40 CFR Part 51, Concerning Minimum Emission Reporting
Requirements
EPA proposed revisions to its regulations guiding the preparation of state implementation plans (SIPs).
These regulations are found in 40 CFR Part 51. The proposed action would revise the minimum reporting
frequency requirement for SIPs applicable to source categories listed in Appendix P to 40 CFR Part 51
from quarterly to semiannual. This revision would be generally consistent with the current reporting
frequency requirements to which these sources are subject under other programs (e.g., New Source
Performance Standards). Each state could—but would not be required to—revise its SIP to allow
semiannual reporting for four source categories:
1.
fossil fuel-fired steam generators of more than 250 million BTU per hour heat input;
2.
fluid bed catalytic cracking unit catalyst regenerators at petroleum refineries;
3.
sulfuric acid plants; and
4.
nitric acid plants.
The Clean Air Act requires each state to develop a plan to attain and maintain clean air known as a state
implementation plan, or SIP. In general, SIPs must demonstrate how national air quality standards will be
achieved, maintained, and enforced. EPA will accept comment on this proposed rule for 30 days after it
publishes in the Federal Register. A pre-publication version of the proposal and a summary fact sheet are
available.
Sensor Videos Available for Preview
EPA has developed three short (~3 minute) videos to help people understand the nature of low cost
sensors and how air quality measurements relate to public health, as well as a PSA to introduce the
videos. The videos cover how EPA collects and uses regulatory data, how EPA communicates health
messaging, and questions that the public can ask themselves as they consider how to uses sensors. We are
sharing these links with you early, as you are one of our key stakeholders. You can preview these videos
– in both Spanish and English - now at:
Links to videos:
Air Sensor PSA
Air Sensor PSA (Spanish)
Air Sensors: Regulatory Data and Sensor Data Quality
Calidad de los Datos Regulatorios y de los Datos del Sensor
Air Sensors: Measurements and Your Health
Medidas y Su Salud
Air Sensors: Sources of Air Quality Information

Fuentes de Información sobre la Calidad del Aire
On February 18, 2020, we plan to post links to these videos on the Air Sensor Toolbox web page. And
we plan to promote them during Air Quality Awareness week – May 4-8, 2020.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 2/18/2020
Subject: RE: Draft Guidance: Plantwide Applicability Limitation Provisions Under the New Source
Review Preconstruction Permitting Regulations
EPA is providing an opportunity for interested stakeholders to review and comment on the draft Guidance
on Plantwide Applicability Limitation Provisions Under the New Source Review Regulations. This memo
provides guidance that addresses specific concerns raised by stakeholders regarding the use of plantwide
applicability limitations (PALs) in the New Source Review permitting program. A PAL is an optional,
flexible permitting approach available to major stationary sources that involves the establishment of a
plantwide emissions limit, in tons per year, for a regulated NSR pollutant. A PAL simplifies NSR
applicability by providing a source with the ability to manage changes and facility-wide emissions
without triggering major NSR and without the need for project-by-project major NSR applicability
analysis. The flexibility of PAL allows a source to respond rapidly to market changes with reduced
permitting burden and greater regulatory certainty. EPA promulgated the PAL regulations as part of the
2002 NSR Reform rules. This guidance addresses: PAL permit reopening; PAL expiration; PAL
adjustment during renewal; PAL termination; monitoring requirements; treatment of replacement units;
general advantages of PALs and other considerations. It also presents the results of an informal survey of
EPA Regional offices on PAL implementation. EPA will accept comment on this draft guidance through
March 16, 2020. The draft guidance, and a link for submitting comments, is available. Thanks in advance
for sharing this with your stakeholders.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/17/2020
SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting, FRIDAY, February 28, 2020, 10 a.m. – 12:00 p.m.
U.S. Senate Committee on Small Business & Entrepreneurship Hearing Room, 428A Russell Senate
Office Building, Washington, DC 20515
The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
to discuss the following topics, beginning at 10 a.m. on Friday, February 28, 2020. The meeting will be
held in Washington, D.C., in the hearing room of the Senate Committee on Small Business and
Entrepreneurship, Room 428A in the Russell Senate Office Building. Send your RSVP
to david.rostker@sba.gov. Please indicate whether you are attending in person, or by
teleconference. Information will be sent out to you when you RSVP.
Agenda
10:00 AM – 11:00 AM: Proposed National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 2020
reissuance of the Multi-Sector General Permit for Industrial Stormwater Discharges
Emily Halter, Industrial Stormwater Program Lead, Office of Wastewater Management, EPA
11:00 AM – 12:00 PM: EPA’s Preliminary List of Manufacturers and the TSCA Fees Rule
Mark A. Hartman, Deputy Director for Management, Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics, EPA
Roundtable meetings are open to all interested persons, with the exception of the press, in order to
facilitate open and frank discussion about the impacts of Federal regulatory activities on small
entities. Agendas and presentations are available to all, including the press. Anyone who wants to
receive roundtable agendas or presentations, or to be included in the distribution list, should forward
such requests to david.rostker@sba.gov. The purpose of these Roundtable meetings is to exchange
opinions, facts and information and to obtain the attendees’ individual views and opinions regarding
small business concerns. The meetings are not intended to achieve or communicate any consensus
positions of the attendees.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 2/4/2020

National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Petroleum Refinery Sector, 6064-6087 (PDF)
Not ours but Tribes may be interested:
Air Quality State Implementation Plans; Approvals and Promulgations:
Minnesota; Revision to Taconite Federal Implementation Plan, 61256129 (PDF)
Not ours but EJ Communities may be interested:
Meetings: National Environmental Justice Advisory Council, 6169 (PDF)
Rhonda Wright US EPA 1/31/2020
On January 31, 2020, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued minor amendments to the
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Stationary Combustion
Turbines. EPA evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the 2004 NESHAP for Stationary
Combustion Turbines and determined that risks from this source category are acceptable. In addition, the
agency identified no developments in practices, processes or control technologies that would further
reduce emissions of air toxics. EPA is not making significant changes to the original NESHAP for this
source category and has determined the standards continue to provide an ample margin of safety to
protect public health and the environment. EPA is finalizing only minor amendments to the existing
regulation. These amendments clarify that the standards are applicable during periods of startup,
shutdown and malfunction and require electronic reporting of performance test results. More information,
including a pre-publication version of the final amendments and a summary fact sheet
Rhonda Wright US EPA 1/30/2020
On January 30, 2020, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued minor amendments to the
2003 National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Asphalt Processing and
Asphalt Roofing Manufacturing facilities and determined that risks from these source categories are
acceptable. In addition, the agency identified no developments in practices, processes or control
technologies that would further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants. EPA is finalizing no
significant changes to the original NESHAP for this source category and has determined the standards
continue to provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health and the environment.
EPA is finalizing minor amendments to the existing regulation. These amendments clarify that the
standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction and require electronic
reporting of performance test results, notifications of compliance status and semi-annual reports. The
amendments also provide more flexibility for the monitoring requirements and require compliance testing
at least once every 5 years. More information, including a pre-publication version of the final rule and a
summary fact sheet
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/29/2020
EPA has set up a Webinar on this topic that some of our states dealing with non-attainment areas will
want to tune into or share with their state air monitoring programs. Thanks to Rhonda Wright of OAQPS
for sharing this information! The webinar information is below, but you can also find all of the details on
our National SBEAP website calendar.
Date and Time: February 12, 2020, 1:00-2:00 p.m. Eastern Time Intended Audience: Air Agencies
When you get a chance, please share that EPA is providing an informal opportunity for interested
stakeholders to review and comment on a draft guidance document about developing technical
demonstrations pursuant to Clean Air Act (CAA) section 179B to show that an area would be able to
attain, or would have attained, the relevant National Ambient Air Quality Standard but for emissions
emanating from outside the U.S. The draft guidance describes recommended types of technical analyses
for air agencies to include in such demonstrations, but it does not limit the types of information and
analyses that could be provided. The draft guidance is available. EPA will accept feedback on the draft
guidance through March 10, 2020. Interested stakeholders can submit comments to Docket ID No. EPA-

HQ-OAR-2019-0668. For more information on submitting comments to the docket, see the memorandum
to this Docket ID.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/17/2020
Nebraska Recycling Council Creates Community Toolkit for Municipalities
LINCOLN, NEB. – Nebraska Recycling Council (NRC) has just released a “Community Materials
Management Toolkit” with more than 390 resources covering 22 comprehensive subject matter categories
regarding solid waste, recycling, and organics management. Located on the NRC web site, the Toolkit is
designed for elected officials, municipal staff, industry, schools, and community organizers looking for
model ordinances, best practices, analysis tools, and case studies that provide guidance on how to
improve materials management practices in their communities.
General subject matter categories are: Analysis and Decision-making Tools, Construction & Demolition,
Commercial Recycling by Sector, Compost, Funding Mechanisms, Green Teams, Haulers & Collection,
Hazardous Waste and Toxic Materials, Hub & Spoke, Landfills, Lexicon, Materials and Markets,
Measurement, MRFs, Planning and Public Policy, Public Education, Reuse, Rural Recycling, Schools,
Sustainability & Resilience, and Zero Waste. The project was funded by a Waste Reduction and
Recycling Grant from the Nebraska Department of Environment and Energy in 2019. Nebraska Recycling
Council is a statewide, member-based, 501(c)(3) nonprofit organization. Our mission is to maximize the
economic and environmental benefits of resource recovery in Nebraska
About Nebraska Recycling Council
The Nebraska Recycling Council is a 501(c)(3) statewide nonprofit organization. Our mission is to
maximize the economic and environmental benefits of resource recovery in Nebraska.
Visit www.nrcne.org for more information.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 1/14/2020
Final Revisions to the Petition Provisions of the Title V Permitting Program
After 20 years of experience in implementing the title V petition process, EPA has identified general
trends in petition content and aspects of the petition review process that pose challenges for providing
efficient responses to petitions. Three key areas are covered in this final rule, each of which should aid
EPA’s review and increase stakeholder understanding of the petition process. This rule provides direction
on how petitions should be submitted to the agency, including encouraging the use of an electronic
submittal system established by EPA as the preferred method to submit title V petitions. In addition, the
rule establishes content and format requirements for title V petitions. Further, the rule requires permitting
authorities to respond in writing to significant comments received during the public comment period
(when applicable) for draft title V permits, and to provide that response in the form of a response to
comments document with the proposed title V permit to EPA for the agency’s 45-day review period. A
pre-publication version of the final rule and a summary fact sheet are available.
Final Petroleum Refinery Sector Reconsideration
Today, the U.S. EPA issued the final rule, “National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants:
Petroleum Refinery Sector.” This action finalizes the reconsideration of the 2015 final rule, “Petroleum
Refinery Sector Risk and Technology Review and New Source Performance Standards.” EPA granted
reconsideration of five specific issues raised by petitioners that the Agency did not provide an adequate
opportunity for notice and comment regarding the 2015 final rule. In addition, today’s final rule provides
corrections to drafting errors made in the 2018 Refinery MACT 1 and 2 technical amendments.
A pre-publication version of the final rule and a summary fact sheet will be available.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 1/7/2020
Subject: Final Risk and Technology Review for Surface Coating of Metal Can and Metal Coil
Earlier today the Administrator signed minor amendments to the National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the Surface Coating of Metal Cans (2003) and the Surface

Coating of Metal Coil (2002) source categories. The Metal Can source category includes emissions from
facilities engaged in the manufacture and surface coating of cans, can parts and decorative tins. This
includes aerosol cans, two-piece food and beverage cans, two-piece food cans and three-piece cans.
The Metal Coil source category includes emissions from facilities engaged in the coating of aluminum
and steel coils (sheets), which are used by client companies to fabricate a large variety of end products
such as buses, trailers, large appliances, metal buildings and construction materials. Based on the results
of required residual risk and technology reviews, EPA is finalizing in this action that risks from these
source categories are acceptable and has identified no developments in practices, processes or control
technologies that would further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants. EPA is finalizing no
significant changes to the original NESHAP for these source categories and concludes that the standards
continue to provide an ample margin of safety to public health and the environment. The minor
amendments to the existing regulations pertain to emissions during periods of startup, shutdown and
malfunction, periodic testing of control devices, electronic reporting, and amendments to clarify certain
rule provisions that will enhance the effectiveness of the rules. A pre-publication version of the final rule
and a summary fact sheet are available on the web at:
https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/surface-coating-metal-cans-national-emissionstandards-hazardous and
https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/surface-coating-metal-coil-national-emissionstandards-hazardous
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/3/2020
[EPA curriculum outlines] If anybody would like to comment on these draft curriculum outlines for
EPA/AAPCA, I can pass them along.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/23/2019
EPA Finalizes List of Next 20 Chemicals to Undergo Risk Evaluation under TSCA
Today, after reviewing input from stakeholders and the public, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) announced the next 20 chemicals to undergo risk evaluation under the amended Toxic Substances
Control Act (TSCA). Finalizing this list of high-priority chemicals for risk evaluation represents the final
step in the prioritization process outlined in TSCA and marks another major TSCA milestone for EPA in
its efforts to ensure the safety of existing chemicals in the marketplace.
“Today we are continuing to deliver on the promise of the Frank R. Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the
21st Century Act to assess and review existing chemicals in the marketplace,” said EPA Administrator
Andrew Wheeler. “EPA is committed to transparency and being open with the public as these chemicals
move through this TSCA process to evaluate the risks these chemicals may pose to public health and the
environment.”
The 20 chemicals that will undergo risk evaluation consist of seven chlorinated solvents, six phthalates,
four flame retardants, formaldehyde, a fragrance additive, and a polymer precursor. It is important to note
that being designated as a high-priority chemical does not mean that a chemical is high risk.
The next steps for these chemicals are outlined in TSCA’s process for risk evaluation. This first includes
taking public comment on scoping documents for each of these 20 chemicals. By June 2020, EPA will
finalize these scoping documents which will include the hazards, exposures, conditions of use, and the
potentially exposed or susceptible subpopulations EPA expects to consider during each chemical’s risk
evaluation. The agency will also take public comments on the draft risk evaluations for these chemicals
and will finalize them after considering the public input the agency receives.
EPA is still carefully reviewing public comments on the 20 low-priority chemicals proposed in August
2019. The agency will finalize the list of low-priority chemicals in early 2020. Additionally, EPA will
soon release and take public comments on a draft list of manufacturers and importers of these chemicals
to help determine the appropriate division of fees as required under the TSCA fees rule.
List of Next 20 Chemicals
1. p-Dichlorobenzene

2. 1,2-Dichloroethane
3. trans-1,2- Dichloroethylene
4. o-Dichlorobenzene
5. 1,1,2-Trichloroethane
6. 1,2-Dichloropropane
7. 1,1-Dichloroethane
8. Dibutyl phthalate (DBP) (1,2-Benzene- dicarboxylic acid, 1,2- dibutyl ester)
9. Butyl benzyl phthalate (BBP) - 1,2-Benzene- dicarboxylic acid, 1- butyl 2(phenylmethyl) ester
10. Di-ethylhexyl phthalate (DEHP) - (1,2-Benzene- dicarboxylic acid, 1,2- bis(2-ethylhexyl) ester)
11. Di-isobutyl phthalate (DIBP) - (1,2-Benzene- dicarboxylic acid, 1,2- bis-(2methylpropyl) ester)
12. Dicyclohexyl phthalate
13. 4,4'-(1-Methylethylidene)bis[2, 6-dibromophenol] (TBBPA)
14. Tris(2-chloroethyl) phosphate (TCEP)
15. Phosphoric acid, triphenyl ester (TPP)
16. Ethylene dibromide
17. 1,3-Butadiene
18. 1,3,4,6,7,8-Hexahydro-4,6,6,7,8,8-hexamethylcyclopenta [g]-2-benzopyran (HHCB)
19. Formaldehyde
20. Phthalic anhydride
More information
John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/18/2019
Via Lisa Thresher: This email contains TCE alternative training materials and an attached fact sheet
recently developed by the Illinois Sustainable Technology Center under a P2 grant, which may support
food and beverage work.
Via Christine Anderson: Sharing TCE alternative training materials developed under an existing P2 grant
(Minnesota Pollution Control Agency in partnership with the Minnesota Technical Assistance Program,
training conducted by the Toxics Use Reduction Institute). Feel free to share with your contacts as
appropriate.
o TURI, Cleaning Background, & TCE Alternatives
o TCE Case Studies
o Site Visit Overview
o CleanerSolutions and Pollution Prevention Options Analysis System (P2OASys) Assessment
Tools
o Laboratory Testing Process & Implementation
http://www.mntap.umn.edu/industries/facility/machine/tcealternatives/#TCE.Recordings
Rhonda Wright US EPA 12/17/2019
Subject: Proposed Revisions to Method 23 Signed
EPA is proposing technical and editorial updates to the Agency’s Method 23 “Determination of
Polychlorinated Dibenzo-p-Dioxins and Polychlorinated Dibenzofurans from Stationary Sources”. These
changes would update the existing procedures and expand the list of target compounds of Method 23 to
include polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs). The proposed
revisions would improve the accuracy of Method 23 and provide flexibility to stack testers and analytical
laboratories who measure semivolatile organic compounds (SVOC) from stationary sources while
ensuring that the stack testing community can consistently implement the method across emissions
sources and facilities. EPA will accept comment on this proposed rule for 60 days after it is published in
the Federal Register. A pre-publication version of the proposal and a summary fact sheet are available on
the web.
Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/17/2019

EPA Initiates Peer Review of TSCA Systematic Review Approach
The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) contracted the National Academies of Science (NAS) to
conduct a peer review of the Application of Systematic Review in TSCA Risk Evaluations. This review
will help provide EPA with important feedback on the agency’s approach to selecting and reviewing the
scientific studies that are used to inform Toxic Substances Control Act risk evaluations. Integrating
systematic review principles into the TSCA risk evaluation process is critical to developing transparent,
reproducible and scientifically credible risk evaluations.
EPA will be providing the NAS with the Application of Systematic Review in TSCA Risk
Evaluations document published in June 2018, as well as additional publicly available information that
can inform their review, including previously received public comments on this method. NAS will
use their study process to conduct an objective and independent peer review, including convening a public
meeting and issuing a final report, by June of 2020.
EPA will continue its work on the risk evaluations currently underway using the established systematic
review process. The agency will incorporate recommendations from NAS as appropriate into our
systematic review methods and use the updated process in future risk evaluations as timing allows.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 12/17/2019
Here is a newly tiered action that has just recently been put into the ADP process.
OAR - SAN 7657: (Tier '3') Guidance on Begin Actual Construction for the Major New Source Review
Program
Draft – June 2020; Final – Dec. 2020
External Abstract: This guidance rescinds prior agency guidance on what constitutes “begin actual
construction” for New Source Review (NSR) permitting purposes and substitutes a revised interpretation
which better comports with the regulatory language defining that term.
No Workgroup Specified
Paula Hoag EPA Office of Small Business Programs 12/6/2019
Potential new EPA SBAR panel. Find more info Here:
EPA Seeks Small Businesses for SBREFA Panel on Ethylene Oxide Emission Proposed Rule
EPA has announced its intent to significantly tighten emissions for Ethylene Oxide (EtO) from Commercial
Sterilization and Fumigation Operations. EPA anticipates that such a rule would have a significant
economic impact on a substantial number of small entities, so EPA has requested nominations for small
businesses to participate in a SBREFA panel. This panel would engage affected small businesses directly to
seek comments and suggestions for regulatory alternatives before the proposed rule is published. If you
use EtO for sterilization or fumigation or may need to in the future, please consider self-nominating to
participate in this SBREFA panel.
 For information about this rulemaking and the forthcoming ANPRM, visit EPA’s website here.
 Nominate small businesses and/or their representatives to participate in the SBREFA panel.
o Visit the EPA SBREFA website for information and instructions.
o Copy Assistant Chief Counsel Dave Rostker (david.rostker@sba.gov) on your
nominations.
 Nominations due by December 20, 2019.
Advocacy Contact: Assistant Chief Counsel Dave Rostker at 202-205-6966
Rhonda Wright US EPA 12/6/2019
On December 5, 2019, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued an advance notice of
proposed rulemaking (ANPRM) to solicit information from the public regarding a potential future
rulemaking to revise the standards for commercial ethylene oxide sterilization and fumigation
facilities. Specifically, the ANPRM solicits information on suggested strategies for ethylene oxide

emission reductions. Addressing ethylene oxide emissions from sterilizers is an agency priority. The
ANPRM will not impose any requirements on the regulated community; rather, it offers the public the
opportunity to comment. EPA will accept comment on the ANPRM for 60 days after publication in
the Federal Register.
EPA is also taking two additional actions in preparation for a potential future rulemaking for these
facilities:
o Soliciting nominations for representatives for small entities potentially subject to a future
rulemaking to advise a Small Business Advocacy Review Panel that would focus on the rule
development.
o Issuing a request for information under CAA section 114 to gather information from several
commercial sterilization companies on facility characteristics, control devices, work practices and
costs for emission reductions.
More information on these actions, including a pre-publication version of the ANPRM and a summary
fact sheet
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/5/2019
U.S. EPA Announces ANPRM for Ethylene Oxide Emissions from Commercial Sterilization and
Fumigation Operations
This afternoon, U.S. EPA indicated that the Agency is issuing an Advance Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (ANPRM) to solicit information from on strategies for further reducing ethylene oxide
emissions from commercial sterilization and fumigation operations. U.S. EPA’s press release can be
found here, and indicates the following additional Agency actions:
o EPA is soliciting nominations for representatives for small entities potentially subject to a future
rulemaking to advise a Small Business Advocacy Review Panel that would focus on the rule
development.
o EPA is issuing a request for information under CAA section 114 to gather information from
several commercial sterilization companies on facility characteristics, control devices, work
practices and costs for emission reductions.
More information is available here (a draft of the ANPRM should be posted soon) and a summary of U.S.
EPA’s work on ethylene oxide can be found here.
U.S. EPA and JTC Seeking Feedback on Training Curriculum Outlines
U.S. EPA, in coordination with AAPCA and the Joint Training Committee (JTC), is seeking feedback on
curriculum outlines to guide the Agency’s updates and future development of air quality training
programs. The JTC consists of members from U.S. EPA, the Multi-Jurisdictional Organizations (MJOs),
AAPCA, NACAA, and the Environmental Council of States (ECOS). EPA and the JTC will be
requesting feedback on curriculum outlines dedicated to specific training areas.
The first three drafts available for review will guide training for air toxics, monitoring, and source
testing. U.S. EPA is seeking input on these short outlines by the end of 2019 – Please
email nkilby@csg.org if you are willing to provide feedback. As a reminder, early this year AAPCA
transmitted a letter to U.S. EPA’s Office of Air Quality Planning & Standards (OAQPS) on principles and
priorities for training program development.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/5/2019
Via Melissa Payne: Please share this information with your members and other interested parties.
US EPA has released another Regulation Navigation tool for air quality regulations- Standards of
Performance for Subpart Cf: Emission Guidelines and Compliance Times for Municipal Solid
Waste Landfills.
These online, interactive software programs are designed to help owners and operators of selected air
quality regulations determine their personalized requirements by answering successive questions about

their equipment/facilities. Note that the tool is not capable of storing or saving the information used.
Owners/operators will need to print the results for their records. All of the tools can be found here.
Existing Reg Nav Tools include:
Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources (NSPS) Subparts IIII & JJJJ (combined
tool)- Stationary Spark Ignition Internal Combustion Engines /Stationary Compression Ignition
Internal Combustion Engines
Subpart WWW- Standards of Performance for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills
Subpart XXX: Standards of Performance for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills That Commenced
Construction, Reconstruction, or Modification After July 17, 2014
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP):
Subpart ZZZZ- Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines (RICE)
Subpart JJJJJ- Brick and Structural Clay Products Manufacturing
Subpart LLL- Portland Cement Manufacturing Industry
Subpart JJJJJJ- Area Source Industrial, Commercial, and Institutional Boilers
If you have difficulties getting Reg Nav to open in one internet browser, please try another browser.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 12/4/2019
The Administrator signed final guidance titled, Revised Policy on Exclusions from “Ambient Air” that
revises the Agency’s 1980 policy on the exclusion of certain areas from the scope of “ambient air” under
the Clean Air Act and EPA’s regulations. This guidance updates EPA’s policy to recognize that an
industrial facility owner or operator may use a variety of measures to keep the public off facility property.
These measures, which account for advances in surveillance and monitoring, depend on site-specific
circumstances but continue to include but are not limited to fences or other physical barriers. The
regulatory definition of ambient air, in 40 CFR §50.1(e), remains unchanged as “that portion of the
atmosphere, external to buildings, to which the general public has access.” The final guidance is
available. The press release has been posted.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 12/3/2019
Today, we posted to the web a proposal to correct typographical and technical errors in several test
methods and performance specifications. In this proposed action, the Agency is also incorporating
alternative equipment and test methods the Agency has deemed acceptable to use. These revisions to
testing regulations for air emission sources maintain environmental protection at no additional cost to
industry. Pre-publication version of the preamble and a fact sheet
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/27/2019
Here is another video released this week that I helped produce and direct. It is the 1st one in a series on
used oil management. This one was fun because we filmed it at 2 small businesses. Both of the businesses
are members of the NH Automobile Dealers Association. SBTAP has a long standing partnership with
this trade association.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/26/2019
EPA Takes Important Step to Advance PFAS Action Plan, Requests Public Input on Adding PFAS
Chemicals to the Toxics Release Inventory
WASHINGTON (Nov. 25, 2019) — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is asking
the public for input on potentially adding certain per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) to the list of
chemicals companies are required to report to the agency as part of the Toxics Release Inventory (TRI).
This action supports the agency’s February 2019 PFAS Action Plan, which describes EPA’s long- and
short-term actions to address PFAS.

“EPA continues to show critical leadership on addressing PFAS as we aggressively implement our PFAS
Action Plan—the most comprehensive cross-agency plan to address an emerging chemical ever taken by
EPA,” said EPA Administrator Andrew Wheeler. “I started at the agency as a career employee in the
TRI program and exploring the addition of certain PFAS chemicals to the TRI is an important step that
can enhance this tool and provide important information to the public on these chemicals for the first
time.”
EPA’s TRI is an important tool that provides the public with information about the use of certain
chemicals by tracking their management and associated activities. U.S. facilities in different industry
sectors must report annually how much of each chemical is released to the environment and/or managed
through recycling, energy recovery, and treatment. TRI helps support informed decision-making by
companies, government agencies, non-governmental organizations and the public. Currently, no PFAS
chemicals are included on the list of chemicals that are required to be reported to TRI.
As EPA considers whether to add these chemicals, the agency will use public comments and information
received in response to today’s Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) for two purposes.
First, the public input will help the agency determine whether data and information are available to fulfill
the TRI chemical listing criteria. Second, EPA will use the input to help evaluate the extent and
usefulness of the data that would be gathered under TRI.
All comments and information received in response to this ANPRM will be evaluated along with
previously collected and assembled studies. If EPA decides to move forward with adding PFAS
chemicals to the TRI, the agency will publish a proposed rule and seek public comment on the proposal.
View the ANPRM. The comment period will open upon publication of the Federal Register Notice. More
information on PFAS. More information on TRI.
Background
PFAS are a large group of man-made chemicals used in consumer products and industrial processes. In
use since the 1940s, PFAS are resistant to heat, oils, stains, grease, and water—properties which
contribute to their persistence in the environment.
The agency’s PFAS Action Plan is the first multi-media, multi-program, national research, management
and risk communication plan to address a challenge like PFAS. The plan responds to the extensive public
input the agency received during the PFAS National Leadership Summit, multiple community
engagements, and through the public docket. The PFAS Action Plan outlines the tools EPA is developing
to assist states, tribes, and communities in addressing PFAS.
EPA continues to make progress under its PFAS Action Plan to protect the environment and human
health. To date, EPA has:
Highlighted Action: Drinking Water
 The Agency is moving forward with the drinking water standard setting process outlined in the
Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) for PFOA and PFOS.
 As a next step, EPA will propose a regulatory determination for PFOA and PFOS by the end of
this year.
 The Agency is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if regulation is appropriate
for other chemicals in the PFAS family.
Highlighted Action: Cleanup
 On June 10, 2019, EPA concluded public comment on the draft Interim Recommendations for
Addressing Groundwater Contaminated with PFOA and PFOS,when finalized it will provide
cleanup guidance for federal cleanup programs (e.g., CERCLA and RCRA) that will be helpful to
states and tribes.
 EPA is initiating the regulatory development process for listing certain PFAS as hazardous
substances under CERCLA.
Highlighted Action: Monitoring
 EPA will propose nationwide drinking water monitoring for PFAS under the next UCMR
monitoring cycle.
Highlighted Action: Toxics



EPA has issued a proposed advanced notice of proposed rulemaking that would allow the public
to provide input on adding PFAS to the Toxics Release Inventory toxic chemical list.
 A supplemental proposal to ensure that certain persistent long-chain PFAS chemicals cannot be
manufactured in or imported into the United States without notification and review under the
TSCA is currently undergoing interagency review at the Office of Management and Budget.
Highlighted Action: Surface Water Protection
 EPA plans to develop national Clean Water Act human health and aquatic life criteria for PFAS,
as data allows.
 EPA is examining available information about PFAS released into surface waters by industrial
sources to determine if additional study is needed for potential regulation.
Highlighted Action: Biosolids
 EPA will be developing risk assessments for PFOA and PFOS to understand any potential health
impacts.
Highlighted Action: Research
 EPA continues to compile and assess human and ecological toxicity information on PFAS to
support risk management decisions.
 EPA continues to develop new analytical methods to test for additional PFAS in drinking water.
 The Agency is also validating analytical methods for surface water, ground water, wastewater,
soils, sediments and biosolids; developing new methods to test for PFAS in air and emissions;
and improving laboratory methods to discover unknown PFAS.
 EPA is developing exposure models to understand how PFAS moves through the environment to
impact people and ecosystems.
 EPA continues to assess and review treatment methods for removing PFAS in drinking water.
 EPA is working to develop tools to assist officials with the cleanup of contaminated sites. EPA is
evaluating the effectiveness technologies and evaluating data on methods for managing the end-of
life disposal of PFAS-contaminated materials.
Highlighted Action: Enforcement
 EPA uses enforcement tools, when appropriate, to address PFAS exposure in the environment
and assists states in enforcement activities.
Highlighted Action: Risk Communications
 EPA will work collaboratively to develop a risk communication toolbox that includes multimedia materials and messaging for federal, state, tribal, and local partners to use with the public.
Paula Hoag EPA Office of Small Business Programs 11/25/2019
Please see EPA’s recently posted Fall 2019 Regulatory Agenda . EPA’s Fall Regulatory Agenda includes
information on the agency’s regulatory and deregulatory activities under development within the next 12
months. This current Agenda includes 56 actions that are expected to be deregulatory and 37 actions
appearing for the first time. Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/25/2019
This Greenworks article includes a link to a video SBTAP, with help from other DES programs, produced
and directed on furniture polish. We are currently working on the 2nd installment of the video series about
glass cleaners. This video did not cost my program any money except for my time. The Public
Information Office (PIO) is general funded so we don’t have to provide funding to create videos.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/22/2019
This is intended as a follow-up to some of our R7 SBEAP discussions, but pertains to all Regions so I
thought I would share it out to “Main.” Via Terri Blunk: Yesterday evening Administrator Wheeler
signed the RMP Reconsideration Final Rule. A pre-publication copy of the final rule and a final rule fact
sheet are available on our website. Do know that this is the first me and my Region 7 co-workers are

getting to review what is in the final rule, so you may want to give us a few days before asking any
follow-up questions. Below is a list of our state coordinators.
Tribal/State Coordinators
Iowa: To be Announced, for now contact Terri Blunk; 913-551-7013; blunk.terri@epa.gov
Kansas: Jodi Harper; 913-551-7483; harper.jodi@epa.gov
Missouri: Dave Hensley; 913-551-7768; hensley.dave@epa.gov
Nebraska: Terri Blunk; 913-551-7013; blunk.terri@epa.gov
Tribal: Terri Blunk; 913-551-7013; blunk.terri@epa.gov
Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 11/19/2019
Via David Darling- here is the SCAQMD list of Certified Clean Air Solvents - business-detail
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/18/2019
Federal Register Notices – 11/13/19, Final Rule, Standards of Performance for Stationary Compression
Ignition Internal Combustion Engines, 61563-61568, [EPA is finalizing amendments to the Standards of
Performance for Stationary Compression Ignition Internal Combustion Engines. This final action revises
the emission standards for particulate matter (PM) for new stationary compression ignition (CI) engines
located in remote areas of Alaska.]
11/1/19, Final Rule, NESHAP: Clay Ceramics Manufacturing, 58601-58623
[This action finalizes certain amendments to the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants (NESHAP): Clay Ceramics Manufacturing source category. The final amendments are being
issued in response to a petition for reconsideration filed by an affected. industry (Kohler Company) on the
final rule promulgated on October 26, 2015, as well as our review of the 2015 rule with respect to certain
other issues raised by Kohler. This action revises the temperature monitoring methodology used to
demonstrate continuous compliance with the dioxin/furan (D/F) emissions limit of the final rule. In
addition, we are addressing concerns raised by Kohler regarding visible emissions (VE) monitoring of
tunnel kiln stacks for continuous compliance with particulate matter (PM) and mercury (Hg) emission
limitations. This action also amends the requirements for weekly visual inspections of system ductwork
and control device equipment for water curtain spray booths. Lastly, this action amends the NESHAP to
include provisions for emissions averaging, makes technical corrections, and adds certain definitions.
DATES: This final rule is effective on November 1, 2019.]
11/1/19, Proposed Rules, NESHAPs: Surface Coating of Automobiles and Light-Duty Trucks; Surface
Coating of Miscellaneous Metal Parts and Products; Surface Coating of Plastic Parts and Products;
Surface Coating of Large Appliances; Printing, Coating, and Dyeing of Fabrics and Other Textiles; and
Surface Coating of Metal Furniture Residual Risk and Technology Reviews, 58936-59030
[EPA is proposing amendments to address the results of the residual risk and technology reviews (RTR)
that the EPA is required to conduct in accordance with the Clean Air Act (CAA) with regard to the
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the Surface Coating of
Automobiles and Light-Duty Trucks (ALDT), the NESHAP for the Surface Coating of Miscellaneous
Metal Parts and Products (MMPP), and the NESHAP for the Surface Coating of Plastic Parts and
Products (PPP). The EPA is proposing to find the risks due to emissions of air toxics from these source
categories under the current standards are acceptable and the standards provide an ample margin of safety
to protect public health. We are proposing no revisions to the numerical emission limits based on these
analyses. The EPA is proposing to amend provisions addressing emissions during periods of startup,
shutdown, and malfunction (SSM); to amend provisions regarding electronic reporting of performance
test results; to amend provisions regarding monitoring requirements; and to make miscellaneous
clarifying and technical corrections. This notice also proposes technical corrections to the NESHAP for
Surface Coating of Large Appliances; NESHAP for Printing, Coating, and Dyeing of Fabrics and Other
Textiles; and NESHAP for Surface Coating of Metal Furniture. Comments must be received on or
before December 16, 2019.]

10/31/19, Proposed Rule NESHAP Chemical Recovery Combustion Sources at Kraft, Soda, Sulfite, and
Stand-Alone Semichemical Pulp Mills: Standards of Performance for Kraft Pulp Mill Affected Sources
for Which Construction, Reconstruction, or Modification Commenced After May 23, 2013, 58356-58362
[EPA is proposing to amend the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP)
for Chemical Recovery Combustion Sources at Kraft, Soda, Sulfite, and Stand-alone Semichemical Pulp
Mills and the New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for Kraft Pulp Mills constructed, reconstructed,
or modified after May 23, 2013. This proposed rule clarifies how operating limits are required to be
established for smelt dissolving tank scrubbers and corrects cross-reference errors in both rules.
DATES: Comments must be received on or before December 30, 2019.]
10/23/19, Notification of Public Hearing and Extension of Public Comment Period, NESHAP Generic
Maximum Achievable Control Technology Standards Residual Risk and Technology Review for
Ethylene Production, 56733-56734
[On October 9, 2019, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) published a document in the
Federal Register to announce its National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Generic
Maximum Achievable Control Technology Standards Residual Risk and Technology Review for
Ethylene Production proposed rulemaking. The document also requested public comment on the proposed
action. The EPA is announcing that it will hold a public hearing. The hearing will provide interested
parties the opportunity to present data, views, or arguments concerning the proposed action. In addition,
the EPA is extending the comment period by 11 days to allow for a public comment period of 30 days
following the public hearing. DATES: Public hearing: The EPA will hold a public hearing on November
6, 2019, from 9:00 a.m. (local time) until 1:00 p.m. in Washington, DC. The EPA will begin preregistering speakers for the hearing on October 23, 2019 and end pre-registration on November 4, 2019.
Please refer to the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section for additional information on the public
hearing. Comments: The comment period for the proposed rule published October 9, 2019 (84 FR
54278), is extended. The EPA must receive comments on this proposed action no later than
December 6, 2019.]
10/21/19, Proposed Rule, NESHAP Organic Liquids Distribution (Non-Gasoline) Residual Risk and
Technology Review, 56288-56365
[EPA is proposing amendments to the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP) for the Organic Liquids Distribution (Non-Gasoline) (OLD) source category. The EPA is
proposing amendments to the storage tank and equipment leak requirements as a result of the residual risk
and technology review (RTR). The EPA is also proposing amendments to allow terminals the option to
implement a fence line monitoring program in lieu of the enhancements to the storage tank and equipment
leak requirements; correct and clarify regulatory provisions related to emissions during periods of startup,
shutdown, and malfunction (SSM); add requirements for electronic reporting of performance test results
and reports, performance evaluation reports, compliance reports, and Notification of Compliance Status
(NOCS) reports; add operational requirements for flares; and make other minor technical improvements.
We estimate that these proposed amendments would reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants (HAP)
from this source category by 386 tons per year (tpy), which represents an approximate 16-percent
reduction of HAP emissions from the source category. DATES: Comments must be received on or
before December 5, 2019.]
Rhonda Wright US EPA 10/30/2019
Earlier today the Administrator amended the Standards of Performance for Stationary Compression
Ignition (CI) Internal Combustion Engines to provide regulatory relief for owners and operators of
stationary CI engines in remote areas of Alaska. This action removes the requirement that new CI engines
in remote areas of Alaska must meet the Tier 4 particulate matter (PM) emission standard and replaces it
with a requirement that the engines must meet the Tier 3 PM standard. EPA has already revised the rule to
remove the requirement for these engines to meet the Tier 4 standards for other pollutants. This action
satisfies EPA’s obligation to revise the rule under the recently enacted Alaska Remote Generator

Reliability and Protection Act. The rule will be effective upon publication in the Federal Register. A prepublication copy of the rule and a summary fact sheet are available on the web.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 10/23/2019
Yesterday, the Administrator proposed minor amendments to the National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants for Chemical Recovery Combustion Sources at Kraft, Soda, Sulfite, and StandAlone Semichemical Pulp Mills and to the New Source Performance Standards for Kraft Pulp Mills. The
proposed amendments provide flexibility for monitoring requirements and improved regulatory clarity.
These minor amendments would go into effect immediately upon promulgation. EPA will accept
comment on the proposed amendments for 60 days after publication in the Federal Register. The notice
and a summary fact sheet are available.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/17/2019
U.S. EPA is excited to announce the availability of an updated version of our targeted small business
guide: “Managing Hazardous Waste: A Guide for Small Businesses.” This handbook provides an
overview of the federal hazardous waste regulations to give small business owners and operators a basic
understanding of their hazardous waste management responsibilities. It answers questions like “Do
hazardous waste regulations apply to me?” “How do I know which generator category I am?” and “What
kinds of requirements do I have to follow?” This handbook will help small businesses get on the road to
proper hazardous waste management, a critical step in protecting human health and the environment.
The Guide has been updated to reflect the changes to the regulations for hazardous waste generators since
the previous version of the publication, including the 2016 Generator Improvements Rule, wastes added
to the universal waste program, Subpart K for academic laboratories, the Hazardous Waste
Pharmaceuticals Rule, and electronic reporting/e-Manifest. Find and share the Guide.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 10/15/2019
I wanted to share with you that EPA has just posted information about the next steps concerning the 2015
New Source Performance Standards for new residential wood heaters, hydronic heaters, and forced-air
furnaces. EPA is taking two significant steps concerning the 2015 New Source Performance Standards
(NSPS) for new residential wood heaters, hydronic heaters, and forced-air furnaces. First, the agency
is preparing a final rule related to its November 30, 2018, proposed rule and intends to publish this final
action in fall 2019. In this action, the agency intends to address minimum pellet requirements and other
issues identified in the proposal.
In the meantime, EPA encourages affected entities to continue efforts to certify compliance with the
NSPS in light of the upcoming May 15, 2020, compliance date. To this end, on August 19, 2019, the
agency approved an alternative test method for forced-air furnaces, which the agency believes may
facilitate the ability of manufacturers of these devices to certify compliance by the current compliance
date.
Second, in the coming months, the agency is initiating a series of roundtable discussions with states and
other stakeholders to inform the agency’s direction toward a cord wood-based compliance test method.
These discussions are intended to lay the foundation for a future test method rulemaking.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/15/2019
1) Recent Federal Register Notices – October 8, 2019, Reopening of Public Comment Period,
NESHAP: Integrated Iron and Steel Manufacturing Facilities Residual Risk and Technology Review;
53662-53663 [On August 16, 2019, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) proposed a rule titled
‘‘National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Integrated Iron and Steel Manufacturing
Facilities Residual Risk and Technology Review.’’ The EPA is reopening the comment period on the
proposed rule that originally closed on September 30, 2019. The comment period will remain open to
allow additional time for stakeholders to review and comment on the proposal. Written comments must be
received on or before November 7, 2019.]

October 9, 2019, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Generic Maximum Achievable Control Technology
Standards Residual Risk and Technology Review for Ethylene Production, 54278-54352
[EPA is proposing amendments to the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP): Generic Maximum Achievable Control Technology Standards. The source category
addressed in this action is Ethylene Production. The EPA is proposing decisions concerning the residual
risk and technology review (RTR), including proposing amendments pursuant to technology review for
storage vessels and heat exchange systems. The EPA is also proposing amendments to correct and clarify
regulatory provisions related to emissions during periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM),
including removing general exemptions for periods of SSM, adding work practice standards for periods of
SSM where appropriate, and clarifying regulatory provisions for certain vent control bypasses. Lastly the
EPA is proposing to add monitoring and operational requirements for flares; and add provisions for
electronic reporting of performance test results and reports and Notification of Compliance Status
(NOCS) reports. We estimate that these proposed amendments will reduce hazardous air pollutants (HAP)
emissions from this source category by 62 tons per year (tpy). Comments must be received on or before
November 25, 2019.]
October 9, 2019, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Iron and Steel Foundries Residual Risk and Technology
Review, 54394-54433
[This action presents the proposed results of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA’s)
residual risk and technology review (RTR) required under the Clean Air Act (CAA) for the National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for major source Iron and Steel Foundries,
initially promulgated in 2004 and amended in 2008. Pursuant to the CAA, this action also presents the
proposed results of the technology review for the NESHAP for area source Iron and Steel Foundries,
initially promulgated in 2008. In this proposed action, the EPA is also proposing to remove exemptions
for periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM) and specify that the emissions standards apply at
all times; require electronic reporting of performance test results and compliance reports; and make minor
corrections and clarifications for a few other rule provisions for major sources and area sources.
Implementation of these proposed rules is not expected to result in significant changes to the emissions
from iron and steel foundries, human health, or environmental impacts associated with those emissions.
However, this action, if finalized, would result in improved monitoring, compliance, and implementation
of the existing standards. Comments must be received on or before November 25, 2019.]
Rhonda Wright US EPA 10/2/2019
Yesterday, Peter signed a notice to reopen, for 30 days, the public comment period on the proposed rule,
“National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Integrated Iron and Steel Manufacturing
Facilities Residual Risk and Technology Review” (Tier 2; SAN 5919; RIN 2060-AT03). This will allow
interested groups more time to review and comment on the proposal. A Federal Register notice reopening
the public comment period will be available soon; a draft version is available on the website. The
comment period for the proposal closed on September 30, 2019. Comments that are submitted during the
interim will be saved and put in the docket when the comment period reopens. Information about how to
comment
Rhonda Wright US EPA 9/27/2019
EPA is proposing the residual risk and technology review (RTR) of the National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Rubber Tire Manufacturing. After evaluating the remaining
risks after fully implementing the 2002 NESHAP for this source category, EPA determined that risks are
acceptable. In addition, the agency identified no cost-effective developments in practices, processes or
control technologies that would further reduce emissions of air toxics. EPA is proposing no significant
changes to the original NESHAP for this source category and has determined the standards continue to
provide an ample margin of safety to public health and the environment. EPA is proposing only minor
amendments to the existing regulation. These proposed amendments clarify that the standards are

applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction and require electronic reporting. Prepublication version of the proposal and a summary fact sheet
Rhonda Wright US EPA 9/27/2019
Last night the Administrator signed the proposed RTR for Organic Liquids Distribution (non-gasoline).
EPA evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the 2004 National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants for Organic Liquids Distribution (Non-Gasoline) facilities and determined that
risks from this source category are acceptable and that the standards continue to provide an ample margin
of safety to protect public health and the environment. Following a technology review, the agency has
identified new, cost-effective developments in practices, processes or control technologies that would
further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants and is proposing to amend the requirements for
storage tanks and equipment leaks. EPA is also proposing to offer owners and operators the option of
implementing a fenceline monitoring program in lieu of these proposed new requirements for storage
tanks and equipment leaks.
EPA is proposing other amendments to the existing regulation. These proposed amendments clarify that
the standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction; require electronic
reporting of performance test results; propose new operational requirements for flares used as control
devices; the retention of a standard, the removal of an exemption and the solicitation of comment on an
issue for pressure relief devices; and minor rule clarifications. Pre-publication version of the proposal and
a summary fact sheet
Annette Fulgenzi IL Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/24/2019
Via SBA Office of Advocacy: Popular Small Business Data Publications from the Office of
Advocacy Updated for 2019
The Office of Advocacy’s popular small business data summary, “Frequently Asked Questions About
Small Business,” has been updated with the latest government statistics. An infographic based on the
FAQ, “What’s New with Small Business,” illustrates a dozen key facts from the FAQ.
The FAQ shows the major economic role of the small business sector in the U.S. economy.
 Most businesses are small – 99.9 percent of all firms.
 The total number of small businesses is now 30.7 million.
 Small businesses generate 33.3 percent of known export value.
 Small businesses pay 40.7 percent of private sector payroll.
 Small businesses are the nation’s job creators. They have generated 65 percent of net new jobs
since 2000.
 About half of all firms are home based, and about one-fifth are family owned.
 About half of all establishments survive at least five years, and about one-third survive at least 10
years.
For research purposes, the U.S. Small Business Administration defines small businesses as independent
businesses with fewer than 500 employees. You can find both publications on the Office of Advocacy’s
website.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 9/24/2019
Today, EPA published a Federal Register notice announcing details about the public hearing for
the proposed policy amendments to the 2012 and 2016 New Source Performance Standards for the Oil
and Natural Gas Industry. A desk statement is below. Please share with your interested stakeholders.
Statement: EPA will hold a public hearing on the proposed policy amendments to the 2012 and 2016
New Source Performance Standards for the Oil and Natural Gas Industry on Thursday, October 17, 2019,
in Dallas, Texas. All persons wanting to speak are encouraged to register in advance.
What: Public hearing on the proposed policy amendments to the 2012 and 2016 New Source
Performance Standards for the Oil and Natural Gas Industry

When: Thursday, October 17, 2019. The hearing will convene at 8 a.m. (local time) and conclude at 6
p.m. If the EPA receives a high volume of requests, we may continue the public hearing on Friday,
October 18, 2019.
Where: Earle Cabell Federal Courthouse, 1100 Commerce Street, Dallas, Texas 75242
Oral comments and supporting information presented at the public hearing will be considered with the
same weight as written statements and supporting information submitted during the public comment
period. Written comments must be received by the last day of the comment period, which will be 60 days
after date of publication of the proposed rule in the Federal Register. Comments should be identified by
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2017-0757 and may be submitted by one of the methods listed online.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/23/2019
Via Susan Lancey, EPA: 1) Ethylene Oxide Updates: Update on the review of two NESHAPs
addressing ethylene oxide emissions. A draft proposal for the Miscellaneous Organic Chemical
Manufacturing NESHAP is at the Office of Management and Budget for interagency review. EPA
expects to issue that proposal for public review and comment as soon as interagency review is complete.
The Agency is under a court order to take final action on the rule by March 13, 2020. For the NESHAP
for Ethylene Oxide Commercial Sterilizers, EPA has been working over the past year to compile
information on control technology options and costs for the more than 100 sterilizers that the rule would
potentially cover. The Agency intends to take two actions in October to help obtain additional
information EPA needs to ensure we have a solid data-based record to support our rulemaking: (1) Issuing
an Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANPR) that will outline the potential approaches that EPA
could take in its upcoming rule, along with the technologies available for controlling ethylene oxide
emissions; and (2) Issuing a request for information to several commercial sterilization companies under
section 114 of the Clean Air Act. More information is available online.
2) Federal Register Notices – 9/16/19, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Lime Manufacturing Plants Residual
Risk and Technology Review, 48708-48748 [EPA is proposing the results of the residual risk and
technology reviews (RTR) for the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP)
for Lime Manufacturing Plants. We are proposing to find that risks due to emissions of air toxics from
this source category are acceptable and that the current NESHAP provides an ample margin of safety to
protect public health. Under the technology review, we are proposing to find that there are no
developments in practices, processes, or control technologies that necessitate revision of the standards.
We are proposing to amend provisions addressing periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM)
and to add provisions regarding electronic reporting. DATES: Comments. Comments must be received
on or before October 31, 2019.]
9/19/19, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Paper and Other Web Coating Residual Risk and Technology Review,
49382-49433 [EPA is conducting the residual risk and technology review (RTR) of the National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the Paper and Other Web Coating (POWC) source
category that is required under the Clean Air Act (CAA). We are proposing to find the risks due to
emissions of air toxics to be acceptable from this source category and that the current NESHAP provides
an ample margin of safety to protect public health. Further, we identified no new cost-effective controls
under the technology review that would achieve significant further emissions reductions, and, thus, are
proposing to find that no revisions are necessary based on developments in practices, processes, or control
technologies. In addition to performing the RTR, we are proposing certain amendments to the POWC
NESHAP. Specifically, the EPA is proposing to add a compliance demonstration equation that accounts
for retained volatiles in the web coating; to amend provisions addressing periods of startup, shutdown,
and malfunction (SSM); to add repeat testing and electronic reporting requirements; and to make
technical and editorial changes. The EPA is proposing these amendments to improve the effectiveness of
the NESHAP. DATES: Comments. Comments must be received on or before November 4, 2019.]
9/20/19, Withdrawal of Direct Final Rule, Standards of Performance for Stationary Compression Ignition
Internal Combustion Engines; 49470 [Because the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) received
adverse comment, we are withdrawing the direct final rule amending the Standards of Performance for

Stationary Compression Ignition Internal Combustion Engines published on July 5, 2019. DATES: The
direct final rule published on July 5, 2019 (84 FR 32084), is withdrawn effective September 20, 2019.]
9/20/19, Notice of Public Hearing, Oil and Natural Gas Sector: Emission Standards for New,
Reconstructed, and Modified Sources Review, 49497-49498 [On August 28, 2019, the Administrator of
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) signed the proposed rulemaking, “Oil and Natural Gas
Sector: Emission Standards for New, Reconstructed, and Modified Sources Review.” The EPA also
requested public comment on the proposed action. The EPA is announcing that it will hold a public
hearing to provide interested parties the opportunity to present data, views, or arguments concerning the
proposed action. DATES: The EPA will hold a public hearing on October 17, 2019, in Dallas, Texas.
Please refer to the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section of the Federal Register for additional
information on the public hearing.]
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/23/2019
Are you familiar with EPA’s Advance Program? Is your community one the 36 areas actively
participating, taking proactive steps to keep your air clean by promoting local actions to reduce ozone
and/or PM? Take a look at the attached that lists numerous funding opportunities focused around air
quality.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 9/18/2019
Earlier today, the acting Administrator for Air signed a notice requesting voluntary submissions of data
on volatile organic compound emissions from animal confinement processes and manure storage and
treatment processes at broiler, egg-layer, swine, and dairy animal feeding operations (AFOs). EPA is
developing emission estimating methodologies for AFOs and is providing this opportunity for the public
to supplement the information it has already collected. In 2005, through a voluntary consent agreement
known as the Air Compliance Agreement, federal agencies and the AFO industry committed to
methodologies to estimate air emissions from these sources. A pre-publication version of the notice is
available on our website.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 9/17/2019
FYI, in case you hadn’t heard, EPA announced the ANPRM approach publicly on Friday afternoon.
https://www.epa.gov/hazardous-air-pollutants-ethylene-oxide/ethylene-oxide-updates
https://news.bloombergenvironment.com/environment-and-energy/epa-delays-tighter-air-pollution-limitsfor-carcinogen-ethylene-oxide
Rhonda Wright US EPA 9/17/2019
Subject: Proposed Risk and Technology Review Amendments - Iron and Steel Foundries
Hey all – this afternoon the Administrator signed the proposed RTR for Iron and Steel Foundries. This
rule covers both major and area sources.
EPA has evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants for Iron and Steel Foundries facilities and determined that risks from this source
category are acceptable. In addition, the Agency identified no developments in practices, processes or
control technologies that would further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants. EPA is proposing no
significant changes to the original NESHAP for this source category and has determined the standards
continue to provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health and the environment. EPA is
proposing minor amendments to the existing regulations. These proposed amendments to the major
source and area source regulations clarify that the standards are applicable during periods of startup,
shutdown and malfunction and require electronic reporting of performance test results. A pre-publication
version of the proposal and a summary fact sheet are available on the web.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/12/2019

EPA, U.S. Army Repeal 2015 Rule Defining “Waters of the United States” Ending Regulatory
Patchwork
WASHINGTON — At an event in Washington, D.C., U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
Administrator Andrew Wheeler and Department of the Army Assistant Secretary of the Army for Civil
Works R.D. James announced that the agencies are repealing a 2015 rule that impermissibly expanded the
definition of “waters of the United States” (WOTUS) under the Clean Water Act. The agencies are also
recodifying the longstanding and familiar regulatory text that existed prior to the 2015 Rule—ending a
regulatory patchwork that required implementing two competing Clean Water Act regulations, which has
created regulatory uncertainty across the United States.
“Today, EPA and the Department of the Army finalized a rule to repeal the previous administration’s
overreach in the federal regulation of U.S. waters and recodify the longstanding and familiar regulatory
text that previously existed,” said EPA Administrator Andrew Wheeler. “Today’s Step 1 action fulfills
a key promise of President Trump and sets the stage for Step 2 – a new WOTUS definition that will
provide greater regulatory certainty for farmers, landowners, home builders, and developers nationwide.”
“Today, Administrator Wheeler and I signed a final rule that repeals the 2015 Rule and restores the
previous regulatory regime exactly how it existed prior to finalization of the 2015 Rule,” said R.D.
James, Assistant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works. “Before this final rule, a patchwork of
regulations existed across the country as a result of various judicial decisions enjoining the 2015
Rule. This final rule reestablishes national consistency across the country by returning all jurisdictions to
the longstanding regulatory framework that existed prior to the 2015 Rule, which is more familiar to the
agencies, States, Tribes, local governments, regulated entities, and the public while the agencies engage in
a second rulemaking to revise the definition of ‘waters of the United States.’”
Today’s rule is the first step—Step 1—in a two-step rulemaking process to define the scope of “waters of
the United States” that are regulated under the Clean Water Act. Step 1 provides regulatory certainty as to
the definition of “waters of the United States” following years of litigation surrounding the 2015 Rule.
The two federal district courts that have reviewed the merits of the 2015 Rule found that the rule suffered
from certain errors and issued orders remanding the 2015 Rule back to the agencies. Multiple other
federal district courts have preliminarily enjoined the 2015 Rule pending a decision on the merits of the
rule. In this action, EPA and the Army jointly conclude that multiple substantive and procedural errors
warrant a repeal of the 2015 Rule. For example, the 2015 Rule:
 Did not implement the legal limits on the scope of the agencies’ authority under the Clean Water
Act as intended by Congress and reflected in Supreme Court cases.
 Failed to adequately recognize, preserve, and protect the primary responsibilities and rights of
states to manage their own land and water resources.
 Approached the limits of the agencies’ constitutional and statutory authority absent a clear
statement from Congress.
 Suffered from certain procedural errors and a lack of adequate record support as it relates to the
2015 Rule’s distance-based limitations.
With this final repeal, the agencies will implement the pre-2015 regulations, which are currently in place
in more than half of the states, informed by applicable agency guidance documents and consistent with
Supreme Court decisions and longstanding agency practice. The final rule takes effect 60 days after
publication in the Federal Register.
In December 2018, EPA and the Army proposed a new definition—Step 2—that would clearly define
where federal jurisdiction begins and ends in accordance with the Clean Water Act and Supreme Court
precedent. In the proposal, the agencies provide a clear definition of the difference between federally
regulated waterways and those waters that rightfully remain solely under state authority.
Additional information is available at: http://www.epa.gov/wotus-rule.
Background
The final Step 1 rule follows President Trump’s Executive Order 13778, “Restoring the Rule of Law,
Federalism, and Economic Growth by Reviewing the ‘Waters of the United States’ Rule.” Section 1 of
the Executive Order states that “[i]t is in the national interest to ensure that the Nation’s navigable waters

are kept free from pollution, while at the same time promoting economic growth, minimizing regulatory
uncertainty, and showing due regard for the roles of Congress and the States under the Constitution.” The
Executive Order also directs the EPA and the Department of the Army to review the 2015 Rule for
consistency with the policy outlined in Section 1 of the order and to issue a proposed rule rescinding or
revising the 2015 Rule as appropriate and consistent with law.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/11/2019
Recent Federal Registers 9/12/19, Notification of Availability and Request for Comments, Stationary Source Audit Program (Parts
51, 60, 61 and 63) https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2019-09-11/pdf/2019-19573.pdf
[EPA is providing notification that one of the two accredited providers of audit samples for the stationary
source audit program has ceased manufacturing samples. The general provisions require that the owner or
operator of an affected facility required to conduct performance testing obtain audit samples if the audit
samples are ‘‘commercially available’’ and have defined ‘‘commercially available’’ to mean that two or
more independent accredited audit sample providers have blind audit samples available for purchase.
Since there are no longer two providers, the requirement to obtain these audit samples is no longer in
effect until such time as another independent accredited audit sample provider has audit samples available
for purchase. The EPA is providing a 90- day comment period during which interested persons may
provide comments on the suspension of the stationary source audit program and the effectiveness of the
program prior to its suspension. Comments must be received on or before December 10, 2019.]
9/9/19, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Cellulose Products Manufacturing Residual Risk and Technology
Review, 47346-47404 [EPA is proposing amendments to the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous
Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Cellulose Products Manufacturing to address the results of the residual risk
and technology review (RTR) that the EPA is required to conduct under the Clean Air Act (CAA). The
EPA is proposing to amend provisions addressing periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM);
to add provisions regarding periodic emissions testing and electronic reporting; to provide more flexibility
for monitoring requirements; and to make technical and editorial changes. While the proposed
amendments would not result in reductions in emissions of hazardous air pollutants (HAP), this action, if
finalized, would result in improved monitoring, compliance, and implementation of the rule. Comments
must be received on or before October 24, 2019.]
9/6/19, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Plywood and Composite Wood Products Residual Risk and
Technology Review, 47074-47114 [EPA is proposing amendments to the National Emissions Standards
for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Plywood and Composite Wood Products (PCWP) to address
the results of the residual risk and technology review (RTR) that the EPA is required to conduct under the
Clean Air Act (CAA). The EPA is proposing to amend provisions addressing periods of startup, shutdown
and malfunction (SSM); add provisions regarding electronic reporting; add repeat emissions testing
requirements; and make technical and editorial changes. The EPA is proposing these amendments to
improve the effectiveness of the NESHAP. While the proposed amendments would not result in
reductions in emissions of hazardous air pollutants (HAP), this action, if finalized, would result in
improved monitoring, compliance, and implementation of the rule. Comments must be received on or
before October 21, 2019.]
9/4/19, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Miscellaneous Coating Manufacturing Residual Risk and Technology
Review, 46610-46651 [EPA is proposing the results of a residual risk and technology review (RTR) of
the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Miscellaneous Coating Manufacturing
(MCM NESHAP) facilities, as required by the Clean Air Act (CAA). The EPA is proposing to find risks
due to emissions of air toxics to be acceptable from the MCM source category and to determine that the
current NESHAP provides an ample margin of safety to protect public health. The EPA identified no new
cost effective controls under the technology review to achieve further emissions reductions from process

units subject to standards under the NESHAP. The EPA is also proposing revisions related to emissions
during periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM), including clarifying regulatory provisions
for certain vent control bypasses; provisions for electronic reporting of performance test results,
performance evaluation reports, compliance reports, and Notification of Compliance Status (NOCS)
reports; and provisions to conduct periodic performance testing of oxidizers used to reduce emissions of
organic hazardous air pollutants (HAP). Comments must be received on or before October 21, 2019.]
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/6/2019
I’ve seen a lot about the proposed MSW Landfill plans and RTR but haven’t seen any posting about the
draft reg nav tool that EPA is looking for comments on. U.S. EPA’s Office of Air Quality Planning and
Standards (OAQPS) has completed the draft version of a new Reg Nav tool for NSPS Subpart XXX:
Standards of Performance for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills That Commenced Construction,
Reconstruction, or Modification After July 17, 2014. This tool is now available for beta testing by state
partners. Please send any comments or questions regarding this draft Reg Nav tool to the listed
individuals by COB on September 13: Melissa Payne (Payne.Melissa@epa.gov); Brad Johns
(Johns.Brad@epa.gov); and, Kelly Poole (kpoole@ecos.org). Background: Reg Nav tools help the
regulated community determine the requirements of specific regulations through a series of directed
questions and has initially focused on complex air rules. To date, Reg Nav includes five rules and is an
online, interactive tool which does not store or save information.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 9/6/2019
Proposed Risk and Technology Review Amendments for Ethylene Production: EPA is proposing
amendments to the 2002 Ethylene Production National Emission Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP). EPA has evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the NESHAP and
determined that risks from the Ethylene Production source category are acceptable and that they provide
an ample margin of safety to protect public health and the environment. In addition, the agency identified
cost-effective developments in practices, processes or control technologies for heat exchange systems and
storage vessels that would further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants. EPA is also proposing
amendments for flares, pressure relief device releases and the decoking of ethylene cracking furnaces, and
clarifying that the standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction. This
proposal also includes electronic reporting of notification of compliance status reports and performance
test results and reports. These amendments are being proposed to go into effect upon an affected source’s
initial startup or within three years from promulgation, whichever is later. We have pre-publication
version of the notice and a summary fact sheet on the web.
Policy Assessment for the Review of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards for Particulate
Matter, External Review Draft - EPA is releasing its draft Policy Assessment, a component of the
Agency’s ongoing review of the particle pollution standards. This document, when final, will serve as a
source of policy-relevant information to inform the Agency’s review of the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) for Particulate Matter (PM). This draft Policy Assessment is released in accordance
with then-Administrator Pruitt’s May 2018 memorandum announcing the Agency’s intent to conduct this
review of the PM NAAQS to ensure that any necessary revisions to the standards are finalized by
December 2020. The Clean Air Scientific Advisory Committee (CASAC) as well as the public will
review the draft Policy Assessment. External review draft .
CMAQ Model v5.3 - ORD asked us to share the flyer below with State/Local and Tribal Agencies about
their new modeling system release.

EPA Releases 5.3 Version of the Community Multiscale Air Quality Modeling System (CMAQ) for Use in Air
Quality Management
The U.S. EPA announces the release of the Community Multiscale Air Quality (CMAQ) model version
5.3, used by air quality managers and researchers worldwide to support air quality management and study
air pollution. States use the open source CMAQ model to develop and assess implementation actions
needed to attain the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) under the Clean Air Act. The
model simulates air pollutants including ozone, particulate matter (PM) and air toxics.
What's new in CMAQv5.3?
 Simplified emissions scaling and mapping
 Increased emphasis on pollutants originating outside the U.S.
 Expanded capability for ecological applications
 Enhanced scientific complexity with faster run times
 Integrated Source Apportionment Method (CMAQ-ISAM) and Sulfur Tracking Method (CMAQSTM)
 Additional details available in our Fact Sheet
Learn more about CMAQ on our webpage.
Download the source code and scripts, and access all documentation for this release from the USEPA
GitHub repository, https://github.com/USEPA/CMAQ
Access the fully revised User’s Guide and tutorials
Find user support, including training courses and other software products at the Community Modeling
and Analysis System Center (CMAS) Center.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/4/2019
Methylene Chloride Consumer Paint and Coating Removal Rule Implementation - EPA Issues
Compliance Guide to Assist Small Entities
Today EPA released new guidance to help methylene chloride processors and distributors comply with
the March 2019 rule under section 6(a) of the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) prohibiting the
manufacture (including import), processing, or distribution in commerce of methylene chloride for
consumer paint and coating removal. The final rule became effective on May 28, 2019. Requirements for
downstream notification and recordkeeping for all manufacturers, processors, and distributors of
methylene chloride (excluding retailers) went into effect on August 27, 2019.
The guide describes the requirements EPA has established to address unreasonable risks from the use of
methylene chloride in consumer paint and coating removal. The guide also
 defines key terms,
 identifies the regulated entities,
 describes the required or prohibited activities, and
 summarizes the downstream notification and recordkeeping requirements.
The small entities directly regulated by this rule include:
 processors (since they formulate paint and coating removers containing methylene chloride),
 distributors of methylene chloride
 distributors of paint and coating removers containing methylene chloride, and
 retailers.
The rule is fully effective on November 22, 2019, when prohibitions on manufacturing (including
importing), processing, or distributing methylene chloride for consumer paint and coating removal go into
effect. This includes a prohibition on distributing any methylene chloride for paint and coating removal to
or by retailers, including e-commerce retailers. For more details, the full compliance guide is now
available.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/4/2019

I recently saw the Promotions subcommittee mention we are going to be celebrating 30 years of the
CAAA’s 507 program next year and it reminded me to share that in Kansas we are celebrating the
30th Anniversary of our agency, The Pollution Prevention Institute or PPI. We just published a 90-second
video on our Homepage and invite you to check it out. We would love to have your feedback!
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/3/2019
Federal Register Notices –
8/22/19, Proposed Rules, Federal Plan Requirements for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills That
Commenced Construction On or Before July 17, 2014, and Have Not Been Modified or Reconstructed
Since July 17, 2014, Pages 43745-43757 [FR DOC# 2019-17822] [EPA proposes a federal plan to
implement the Emission Guidelines and Compliance Times for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills (2016
MSW Landfills EG) for existing MSW landfills located in states and Indian country where state plans or
tribal plans are not in effect. This proposed MSW Landfills Federal Plan includes the same elements as
required for a state plan: Identification of legal authority and mechanisms for implementation; inventory
of designated facilities; emissions inventory; emission limits; compliance schedules; a process for the
EPA or state review of design plans for site-specific gas collection and control systems (GCCS); testing,
monitoring, reporting and record keeping requirements; public hearing requirements; and progress
reporting requirements. Additionally, this action summarizes implementation and delegation of authority
of the MSW Landfills Federal Plan. Comments must be received on or before October 7, 2019.]
8/26/19, Final Rule, Adopting Requirements in Emission Guidelines for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills,
44547-44556 [EPA is amending the 2016 Emission Guidelines and Compliance Times for Municipal
Solid Waste Landfills (``MSW Landfills EG''). The general requirements for state and federal plans
implementing emission guidelines (EG) are referred to as implementing regulations, which are crossreferenced in the MSW Landfills EG. In a separate regulatory action titled ``Revisions to Emission
Guidelines Implementing Regulations,'' the EPA finalized changes to modernize the implementing
regulations governing EG under a new subpart. This action updates the cross-references to the
implementing regulations in the MSW Landfills EG to harmonize with the new requirements for state and
federal plans. DATES: Effective date: The final rule is effective on September 6, 2019. Compliance
date: States must submit state plans by August 29, 2019.]
9/3/19, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Site Remediation Residual Risk and Technology Review, 4613846182 [EPA is proposing amendments to the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP) for the Site Remediation source category. This proposal presents the results of the residual
risk and technology review (RTR) conducted as required under the Clean Air Act (CAA). Based on the
results of the residual risk review, the EPA is proposing that risks due to emissions of air toxics are
acceptable and that no revision to the standards is required to provide an ample margin of safety to protect
public health. Based on the technology review, we are proposing to amend the requirements for leak
detection and repair (LDAR). In addition, the EPA is proposing amendments to revise regulatory
provisions pertaining to emissions during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction (SSM), including
adding requirements for pressure relief devices; to add requirements for electronic submittal of
semiannual reports and performance test results; to clarify provisions pertaining to open-ended valves and
lines; and to make minor clarifications and corrections. The proposed revisions to the rule would increase
the level of emissions control and environmental protection provided by the Site Remediation NESHAP.
We are also requesting additional comment related to subcategorization of sources relating to certain
exemption provisions of the original rule that were proposed for removal in 2016. Comments must be
received on or before October 18, 2019.]
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/29/2019
Yesterday, the Administrator signed proposed amendments to the 2016 New Source Performance
Standards (NSPS) for the Oil and Natural Gas Industry that would remove regulatory duplication and

save the industry millions of dollars in compliance costs each year, while maintaining health and
environmental protection from oil and gas sources that the Agency considers appropriate to regulate.
The proposed amendments would remove all sources in the transmission and storage segment of the oil
and natural gas industry from regulation under the NSPS, both for volatile organic compounds (VOCs)
and greenhouse gases (GHGs). The existing NSPS regulates greenhouse gases through limitations on
emissions of methane. The amendments also would rescind the methane requirements in the existing
NSPS that apply to sources in the production and processing segments of the industry. As an alternative,
EPA also is proposing to rescind the methane requirements that apply to all sources in the oil and natural
gas industry, without removing any sources from the current source category. Materials will be posted
here.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/29/2019
Via Jordan Pic, Special Advisor, Intergovernmental Affairs, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency:
Please find below the EPA’s proposed updates to the prior administration’s national standards for the oil
and natural gas industry. Please do not hesitate to reach out if you have any questions.
EPA Proposes Updates to Air Regulations for Oil and Gas to Remove Redundant Requirements
and Reduce Burden
WASHINGTON (August 29, 2019) – The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) proposed
updates to the prior administration’s national standards for the oil and natural gas industry. The proposal
would remove regulatory duplication and save the industry millions of dollars in compliance costs each
year – while maintaining health and environmental regulations on oil and gas sources that the agency
considers appropriate.
Today’s proposal is the result of EPA’s review of the 2016 New Source Performance Standards (NSPS)
for the oil and natural gas industry, which was conducted in response to President Trump’s Executive
Order 13783 - Promoting Energy Independence and Economic Growth. That order directs agencies to
review existing regulations that potentially “burden the development or use of domestically produced
energy resources,” including oil and natural gas.
EPA’s regulatory impact analysis estimates that the proposed amendments would save the oil and natural
gas industry $17-$19 million a year, for a total of $97-$123 million from 2019 through 2025.
“EPA’s proposal delivers on President Trump’s executive order and removes unnecessary and duplicative
regulatory burdens from the oil and gas industry,” said EPA Administrator Andrew Wheeler. “The
Trump Administration recognizes that methane is valuable, and the industry has an incentive to minimize
leaks and maximize its use. Since 1990, natural gas production in the United States has almost doubled
while methane emissions across the natural gas industry have fallen by nearly 15%. Our regulations
should not stifle this innovation and progress.”
EPA is co-proposing two actions, both of which would remove unnecessary regulatory duplication in the
2016 rule. In its primary proposal, the agency would remove sources in the transmission and storage
segment of the oil and gas industry from regulation. These sources include transmission compressor
stations, pneumatic controllers, and underground storage vessels. The agency is proposing that the
addition of these sources to the 2016 rule was not appropriate, noting that the agency did not make a
separate finding to determine that the emissions from the transmission and storage segment of the
industry causes or significantly contributes to air pollution that may endanger public health or welfare.
The primary proposal also would rescind emissions limits for methane, from the production and
processing segments of the industry but would keep emissions limits for ozone-forming volatile organic
compounds (VOCs). These sources include well completions, pneumatic pumps, pneumatic controllers,
gathering and boosting compressors, natural gas processing plants and storage tanks. The controls to
reduce VOCs emissions also reduce methane at the same time, so separate methane limitations for that
segment of the industry are redundant.
In an alternative proposal, EPA would rescind the methane emissions limitations without removing from
regulation any sources from the transmission and storage segment of the industry.

The agency also is seeking comment on alternative interpretations of EPA’s legal authority to regulate
pollutants under section 111(b)(1)(A) of the Clean Air Act.
This proposal is in addition to a September 2018 technical action that proposed targeted improvements to
help streamline implementation, reduce duplication of EPA and state requirements, and significantly
decrease unnecessary burdens on domestic energy producers. EPA is currently reviewing comments
received on that technical package and expects to issue a final rule in the upcoming months.
EPA will take comment on the proposal for 60 days after it is published in the Federal Register and will
hold a public hearing. Details of the hearing will be announced shortly.
More information, including a pre-publication version of the Federal Register notice and a fact sheet, is
available. Link to proposal Link to fact sheet
R Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 8/29/2019
It is interesting to note that the topic for the September 2019 SBEAP Technical call is the Oil &
Gas Extraction industry.
I believe Catherine Tunis, US EPA and Jesse Pritts, US EPA, Office of Water will be speaking as
well as one or more others which may or may not include this proposal.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/28/2019
Earlier today the Administrator signed the proposed Risk and Technology Review for Taconite Iron Ore
Processing.
EPA has evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the 2003 National Emission Standards
for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Taconite Iron Ore Processing facilities and determined that
risks from this source category are acceptable. In addition, the Agency identified no developments in
practices, processes, or control technologies that would further reduce emissions of hazardous air
pollutants (HAP). EPA is proposing no significant changes to the original NESHAP for this source
category and has determined the standards continue to provide an ample margin of safety to public health
and the environment.
EPA is proposing only minor amendments to the existing regulation. These proposed amendments clarify
that the standards are applicable during periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM); require
electronic reporting of performance test results; reduce the duration of each compliance test run from two
hours to one hour; and remove a quarterly internal baghouse inspection requirement because the
baghouses are being continuously monitored with bag leak detection systems.
This action also addresses a pending petition for review filed in 2004 by the National Wildlife Federation
by determining that a certain type of amphibole cleavage fragment, emitted by only one facility and
known as elongated mineral particulate (EMP), does not fit the definition of any listed HAP. Therefore, it
should not be directly regulated by the NESHAP. In fact, EMP are a component of particulate matter and
are already minimized at a maximum achievable control technology level by the original rule. A prepublication version of the proposal and a summary fact sheet are posted on the web.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/28/2019
Yesterday evening we posted on the web the Integrated Review Plan (IRP) for the review of the ozone
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). This document is part of the planning phase of the
NAAQS review and lays out the current plan, projected timeline and process for conducting the
review. The IRP also identifies key policy-relevant issues or questions intended to guide the review. A
draft IRP was issued for public comment in October 2018 and reviewed by the Clean Air Act Scientific
Advisory Committee in November 2018. EPA follows three general steps to review a National Ambient
Air Quality Standard: (1) planning, (2) assessment, and (3) decision making. EPA expects to release a
draft Integrated Science Assessment for external review in September 2019 and to propose a decision in

the spring of 2020. You can find the IRP here. More information regarding the current ozone NAAQS
review is available.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/27/2019
Adopting Requirements in Emission Guidelines for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills, 44547-44556
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2019-08-26/html/2019-18233.htm
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2019-08-26/pdf/2019-18233.pdf
Dianne Wilkins OK Department of Environmental Quality 8/26/2019
Dropping you a Friday afternoon email to let you all know that I've recently added a lot of new content to
the Pollution Prevention 101 LibGuide (https://guides.library.illinois.edu/p2). New pages include:
 Technology Diffusion and P2 (https://guides.library.illinois.edu/p2/tech-diffusion)
 Auto Salvage (https://guides.library.illinois.edu/p2/sectors/auto-salvage)
 Food Manufacturing (https://guides.library.illinois.edu/p2/sectors/food)
 Painting and Coating (https://guides.library.illinois.edu/p2/sector/painting)
I hope you find these helpful. I'm always looking for new materials to add, so if you have a favorite
resource that you don't see on here, send me the link and I'll add it. And if you've never used the P2 101
LibGuide, go check it out.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/23/2019
Yesterday, the Administrator signed a notice proposing amendments for the Paper and Other Web
Coatings NESHAP. EPA evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the 2002 Paper and
Other Web Coating National Emission Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP)and determined
that risks from this source category are acceptable. In addition, the agency identified no developments in
practices, processes or control technologies that would further reduce emissions of hazardous air
pollutants. EPA is proposing no significant changes to the original NESHAP for these source categories
as a result of the residual risk and technology review and has determined the standards continue to
provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health and the environment. A pre-publication version
of the proposal and a summary fact sheet are on the web.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/21/2019
Please contact me should you have any questions. On August 20, 2019, the US Court of Appeals for the
DC Circuit dismissed a case challenging EPA’s January 2018 guidance memo withdrawing the “once-in
always-in” policy for the classification of major sources of hazardous air pollutants under section 112 of
the Clean Air Act. Under EPA’s reading of Clean Air Act definitions of major and area sources, which is
discussed in the guidance memo, sources of hazardous air pollutants previously classified as “major
sources” may be reclassified as “area” sources at any time, provided the facility limits its hazardous air
emissions to levels below major source thresholds. The Court held that the memo was not a final agency
action subject to judicial review. On June 25, 2019, the Administrator signed a proposed rule that would
add regulatory text to implement the Agency’s reading outlined in the January 2018 guidance. EPA is
taking comment on this proposal through September 24, 2019.
Read the Court decision.
Read the guidance memorandum and proposed rule.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/20/2019
Via Jackie Ashley: Good afternoon – Last week, the Administrator signed two actions related to the
emissions guidelines for municipal solid waste landfills. A statement is below, and EPA’s website is
updated. Please notify your stakeholders as appropriate.
Statement: EPA recently issued two actions related to timing and implementation of the 2016 Emission
Guidelines for existing Municipal Solid Waste Landfills. One changes the deadline for states to put Clean

Air Act 111(d) plans in place for limiting landfill gas emission and provides more time before a federal
plan is required. The other is in response to a court order for EPA to issue a federal plan this year. The
court order was issued before EPA aligned the planning deadlines to the new implementing regulations.
In the first action, EPA issued a final rule to change plan submission deadlines for the 2016 Emission
Guidelines. The final rule aligns state plan timing requirements with the updated Clean Air Act section
111(d) implementing regulations that were finalized with the Affordable Clean Energy rule. State plans
are preferred over federal plans, so EPA and states will have additional time – until 2021 -- to work
toward getting state plans in place. This is in line with EPA’s belief that states should take the lead on
implementing 111(d) emission guidelines for sources in their states.
However, EPA acknowledges that there is now a conflict between EPA’s current implementing
regulations and a pre-existing court order for EPA to put a federal plan in place by November 6, 2019.
EPA is considering whether to seek appropriate relief from the court (e.g. ask the Court to revise the
deadline). In the meantime, EPA is continuing work to meet the court-ordered deadline. In the second
action, EPA is proposing a federal plan for public comment. The federal plan, if finalized, would apply in
states and Indian country where state or tribal plans are not in effect. Upon approval of a state plan, the
federal plan would no longer apply to MSW landfills in that state. More information is available.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/20/2019
Today, EPA released guidance to assist states as they develop plans to address visibility impairment for
the second implementation period under EPA’s Regional Haze Rule. The guidance is available.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/16/2019
Via Jackie Ashley: OAQPS posted updates today to the Air Pollution Control Cost Manual chapter on
flares. Please notify your stakeholders as appropriate. Statement: EPA is updating the Air Pollution
Control Cost Manual to ensure that the Agency’s rules and guidance are based on the most current
economic data and air pollution control technology. After reviewing and responding to comments on our
May 2017 draft chapter, EPA has released the final, updated chapter on flares. EPA is making each
chapter available upon its completion. The Agency expects to complete the update of this full document
in 2022. The final chapter is available.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/16/2019
SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting FRIDAY, August 30, 2019 10 a.m. – 11:00 a.m. TO: Interested
Persons FROM: Kevin Bromberg, Assistant Chief Counsel; David Rostker, Assistant Chief Counsel;
Tabby Zeb, Assistant Chief Counsel SUBJECT: Next SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting
The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
to discuss the following topics, beginning at 10 a.m. on Friday, August 30, 2019. The meeting will be
held in Washington, D.C., at the Small Business Administration Headquarters, 409 Third Street SW,
Eisenhower B Conference Room. Send your RSVP to tayyaba.zeb@sba.gov. Please indicate whether
you are attending in person, or by teleconference. Information will be sent out to you when you
RSVP. We have adopted a casual attire option for all Roundtable meetings.
Agenda
10:00 – 11:00 AM Proposed Regulation of Persistent, Bioaccumulative, and Toxic Chemicals Under
TSCA Section 6(h) Cindy Wheeler, Chemical Control Division, Office of Pollution Prevention and
Toxics, EPA
Roundtable meetings are open to all interested persons, with the exception of the press, in order to
facilitate open and frank discussion about the impacts of Federal regulatory activities on small
entities. Agendas and presentations are available to all, including the press. Anyone who wants to

receive roundtable agendas or presentations, or to be included in the distribution list, should forward
such requests to kevin.bromberg@sba.gov. The purpose of these Roundtable meetings is to exchange
opinions, facts and information and to obtain the attendees’ individual views and opinions regarding
small business concerns. The meetings are not intended to achieve or communicate any consensus
positions of the attendees.
Small Business Environmental Roundtable Issue for Discussion August 30, 2019 EPA’s Proposed
Regulation of Persistent, Bioaccumulative, and Toxic Chemicals Under TSCA Section 6(h)
On July 29, 2019, EPA published a proposed rulemaking for five chemicals that the agency identified as
persistent, bioaccumulative and toxic under section 6(h) of the Toxic Substance Control Act
(TSCA). The chemicals include decabromodiphenyl ether (DecaBDE); phenol, isopropylated phosphate (
PIP 3:1), also known as tris (4-isopropylphenyl) phosphate; 2,4,6-tris(tert-butyl)phenol (2,4,6 TTBP);
hexachlorobutadiene (HCBD); and pentachlorothiophenol (PCTP). For four of these chemicals, the
agency is proposing to prohibit the manufacture (including import), processing and distribution for many
uses including their use in products and articles with some exemptions. The agency has proposed no
regulatory action for HCBD. These risk management decisions are based on exposure and use
assessments; the agency did not conduct risk evaluations for these chemicals. Other proposed
requirements include recordkeeping and downstream notification (only for PIP 3:1).
EPA certifies that this proposal will not have a significant economic impact on a substantial number of
small entities under the Regulatory Flexibility Act. In its economic analysis, the agency presents its
estimation of small business impacts; however, it has done so with limitations on information on the
extent and structure of the markets for the relevant chemicals that result in some uncertainty in these
estimates.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/15/2019
Via Jackie Ashley, EPA: Today, the EPA Administrator signed the proposed rule “National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Miscellaneous Coating Manufacturing Residual Risk and
Technology Review.” A pre-publication version of the rule and a fact sheet are posted to the web.
Statement: On August 15, 2019, EPA proposed minor amendments to the 2003 Miscellaneous Coating
Manufacturing National Emission Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP). EPA has evaluated
the risks remaining after fully implementing the NESHAP and determined that risks from the
miscellaneous coating manufacturing source category are acceptable. In addition, the Agency identified
no developments in practices, processes or control technologies that would further reduce emissions of
hazardous air pollutants. EPA is proposing minor amendments to enhance the effectiveness of the rule by
improving compliance and implementation. EPA will accept comment on the proposal for 45 days after
publication in the Federal Register. More information is available.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/14/2019
Via Corey A. Mocka, EPA: Yesterday, the acting Assistant Administrator for the Office of Air and
Radiation signed a proposed action titled “Error Correction of the Area Designations for the 2010 1-Hour
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) Primary National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) in Freestone and
Anderson Counties, Rusk and Panola Counties, and Titus County in Texas.” A prepublication version of
the notice is posted here. Please share this information with your key stakeholders.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/13/2019
Prevention of Significant Deterioration and Nonattainment New Source Review: Project Emissions
Accounting, 39244-39254

Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/9/2019
Via Scott Mathias, Acting Director, Air Quality Policy Division, EPA: I am happy to announce that EPA
is releasing a non-binding guidance document titled “Exceptional Events Guidance: Prescribed Fire on
Wildland that May Influence Ozone and Particulate Matter Concentrations (Prescribed Fire Guidance).”
This guidance is intended to assist air agencies in preparing demonstrations for prescribed fire events that
satisfy the requirements of the Exceptional Events Rule. I have attached the document to this email and
you will also find it on our exceptional events webpage. Consistent with the December 2018 Executive
Order on Promoting Active Management of America’s Forests, Rangelands, and other Federal Lands to
Improve Conditions and Reduce Wildfire Risk, EPA and its Federal partners support the promotion of
healthy and resilient forests, rangelands, and other Federal lands by actively managing them through
partnerships with States, tribes, communities, non-profit organizations, and the private sector. The
Prescribed Fire Guidance is part of EPA’s broader efforts to facilitate the 2016 Exceptional Events Rule
implementation process.
Thank you to those air agencies that provided feedback on the draft Prescribed Fire Guidance. Your
valuable input helped to improve the product and provided insights into ways we can further strengthen
our rule implementation efforts. I sincerely hope you will find this document to be a useful resource for
exceptional events implementation.
Laura Mckelvey US EPA 8/8/2019
FYI please share as appropriate. Yesterday the Administrator signed a final action “Determinations of
Attainment by the Attainment Date, Extensions of the Attainment Date and Reclassification of Several
Areas Classified as Moderate for the 2008 Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standards “A
prepublication version of the notice and a summary fact sheet are posted.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/8/2019
GreenEarth Cleaning announced an initiative to help reduce the amount of microplastic fibers that are
discharged into wastewater treatment systems as a result of laundering synthetic materials, such as
polyester, nylon or acrylic.
GreenEarth is joining with the Plastic Soup foundation and PlanetCare in the effort which the company
announced during the Clean Show in New Orleans in June. They will be testing and installing washing
machine filters designed and manufactured by PlanetCare, a Slovenian company. GreenEarth has
performed alpha testing on PlanetCare’s initial filter designs and will begin beta testing at selected
GreenEarth locations in California. A U.S. national rollout is scheduled for 2020.
“While we have been focused on achieving maximized sustainability in drycleaning over our 20 year
history, we welcome the opportunity to turn our attention to the emission problems associated with the
laundry side of our affiliates’ business,” said Ron Benjamin, co-founder and managing director of
GreenEarth Cleaning. “We intend to provide operational and financial support for Plastic Soup’s overall
mission.”
GreenEarth said its affiliates wash some 25 million shirts annually in the United States and
the company will be Plastic Soup’s exclusive partner in the endeavor.
Plastic Soup’s mission is “No plastic waste in our water!” and it aims to tackle the issue at its sources.
Maria Westerbos, founder and director of the Plastic Soup Foundation, said, “We’re excited to enter
into this joint effort with Green Earth and PlanetCare as we continue to seek ways to meet our mission of
having no plastic waste in our water!”
Plastic Soup’s website is www.plasticsoupfoundation.org.
Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/6/2019
Please help EPA promote this event. The purpose of this call is to address questions and concerns that
were raised on the recently published Muncipal Solid Waste Landfills rule. This call is open to all small
business owners and representatives that have an interest. OAQPS will meet in Room C300C.

Here’s a brief summary on the MSW Landfills rule:
Proposed Amendments to the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP): Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Landfills
On July 29, 2019, the US. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) published amendments to the 2003
Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Landfills National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP). The following fact sheet provide more information on this proposed action. EPA is proposing
minor amendments to the 2003 Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Landfills National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP). EPA conducted a NESHAP residual risk and technology review,
which are periodically required by the Clean Air Act. The agency has determined that risks for this source
category are acceptable and has identified no improvements in technologies, processes or practices that
would result in further emission reductions. The current standards continue to protect public health with
an ample margin of safety. This proposed action clarifies that the standards are applicable during periods
of startup, shutdown and malfunctions. While the proposed rule will not result in further emission
reductions, this action will improve monitoring, compliance and implementation The RTR proposal
would adopt many of the monitoring and reporting requirements that were finalized in the 2016 New
Source Performance Standards (NSPS) and Emission Guidelines (EG) for this source category. Aligning
these requirements will allow these sources to streamline their compliance and reporting for multiple
rules. EPA will accept comment on the proposed amendments for 45 days after publication in the Federal
Register. The published version of the notice and a summary fact sheet are available.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/6/2019
In 2017, NH recorded a PSA for the radio. We paid $250 to have NH radio stations to play it for the
month of August. The radio stations used $15,000 worth of air time for the PSA. We were pretty happy
with that. This year, we had a summer intern take the same voice recording and make an animated video
for You Tube. We are promoting this video thru Twitter and Facebook. I hope you take one minute and
10 seconds of your time to watch the video. I would love to see the number of views increase.
Laura Mckelvey US EPA 8/1/2019
Please be aware, EPA is proposing to clarify the process for evaluating whether the New Source Review
(NSR) permitting program would apply to proposed projects at existing air pollution sources. This
proposal would make it clear that both emissions increases and decreases from a major modification at an
existing source are to be considered during Step 1 of the two-step NSR applicability test. This process is
known as project emissions accounting (previously referred to as project netting.) A pre-publication
version of the proposal and a summary fact sheet are available.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/31/2019
Attached is an invitation from the SBA National Ombudsman’s office to participate in the SBA National
Ombudsman’s Regulatory Fairness Hearing to be held here in Washington, DC on Monday, August
19, 2019 from 1:00 p.m. until 4:00 p.m. The SBA Office of the National Ombudsman is responsible
for investigating and resolving unfair regulatory actions or excessive penalties by federal agencies
against small businesses. The National Ombudsman’s office would like to hear from your or your
members about these topics. Here is a link to the event Eventbrite to register. You can also visit the SBA
Office of the National Ombudsman’s website.
John Podolinksy MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/24/2019
If you find time, watch the video on carbon neutral concrete in this CNN news link. Carbon Cure
Technology sequesters CO2 within concrete as its made/cures. I’d be interested if anyone has had
experience with this technology.
R Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/23/2019

Since we have a lot of newer folks, let me emphasize the biggest blunder that can be made in this
industry that we all work so closely with and is very off-putting to them.
CEMENT is a component of CONCRETE
CEMENT is made in a huge kiln at such high temperatures that hazardous material is often mixed
in with natural minerals.
CONCRETE is made from CEMENT, water, sand, aggregates, and often supplements like flyash
and admixture chemicals. Therefore, the truck that takes it away is a CONCRETE truck!
PS – ALL Ready-Mix Concrete plants in NC are exempt because they don’t emit much! NC
doesn’t have a cement plant but they have their own EPA rule.
Thanks for this article John. I don’t have any experience, but see lots of potential since
conceivably RMC plants could get their CO2 for free by sequestering someone else’s byproduct.
R Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/23/2019
I sent the article to one of our CAP members who is the ED for the TN Concrete Association.
Here were his comments: “I have seen this article (and I think it is misleading) but I had not
viewed the video. I am, however, familiar with Carbon Cure and their technology. In fact, IMI
recently installed this system at three MD TN plants so it is available here. Carbon Cure does not
produce Carbon-neutral concrete (nor do they make this claim) but their technology does reduce
the amount of CO2 in concrete.” So, it does seem that the article might over exaggerate the
concrete sequestration, but it does have some benefits.
R Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 7/24/2019
Another perspective is the extraction of carbon dioxide in the gas phase to precipitate a Carbonic
Acid which can further react with Calcium Oxide and Magnesium Oxide to form Calcium and
Magnesium Carbonates. Source of information.
John Podolinksy MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/17/2019
Air Pollution Trends Show Cleaner Air, Growing Economy
WASHINGTON (July 17, 2019) — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) released
its annual report on air quality, tracking our nation’s progress in improving air quality since the passage of
the Clean Air Act. “Our Nation’s Air: Status and Trends Through 2018” documents the considerable
improvements in air quality across America since 1970.
“One of America’s great but untold environmental success stories is that we have made – and continue to
make – great improvements in our air quality, thanks largely to state and federal implementation of the
Clean Air Act and innovation in the private sector,”said EPA Administrator Andrew
Wheeler. “Emissions of all key air pollutants dropped between 2016 and 2018, and lead and sulfur
dioxide concentrations dropped by double-digit percentages during the same period. The U.S. is a global
leader in clean air progress, and we’ve proven that we can protect the environment while growing our
economy.”
The report released today shows that, between 1970 and 2018, the combined emissions of six key
pollutants dropped by 74 percent, while the U.S. economy grew 275 percent.
From 2016 to 2018, emissions of key air pollutants continued to decline:
Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) ↓ 8.7 percent
Particulate Matter 2.5 (PM 2.5) ↓ 1.9 percent
Particulate Matter 10 (Including lead) (PM 10) ↓ 1.2 percent
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) ↓ 7.8 percent
Carbon monoxide (CO) ↓ 7.2 percent
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) ↓ 3.3 percent

In addition, average concentrations of harmful air pollutants decreased considerably across our nation
between 1990 and 2018:
Ground-level ozone (8-hour) ↓ 21 percent
Fine Particulate Matter (annual) ↓ 39 percent (from 2000)
Coarse Particulate Matter (24-hour) ↓ 26 percent
Sulfur dioxide (1-hour) ↓ 89 percent
Nitrogen dioxide (annual) ↓ 57 percent
Lead (3-month average) ↓82 percent (from 2010); and
Carbon monoxide (8-hour) ↓ 74 percent
EPA examines long-term trends to track the nation's progress in cleaning the air. Air
quality concentrations can vary year to year, even as human-caused emissions continue to decline.
Variations in weather and natural events such as dust storms and wildfires can have an impact on air
quality in affected areas. As a whole, human-caused emissions of the six common pollutants dropped in
2018, continuing the long-term trend. Despite this, the report shows that monitors in some areas logged
increases in concentrations of particulate matter in the outdoor air, due in part to natural events such as
wildfires. The increases in these areas had a small, but noticeable, impact on the national average.
The report includes interactive graphics that enable citizens, policymakers and stakeholders to view and
download detailed information by pollutant, geographic location and year. Explore the report and
download graphics and data here.
The Air Trends report is one of a number of EPA resources tracking pollution trends and showing U.S.
progress in improving our environment. Learn more at the following sites:
Clean Air Markets Programs Progress Reports
Toxics Release Inventory Program
EPA’s Report on the Environment
John Podolinksy MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/17/2019
HOUSE PASSES BILL TO TACKLE PFAS CLEANUP
Per-and polyfluorinated substances (PFAS), sometimes referred to as “forever chemicals,” are garnering
attention in the news amidst the inclusion of PFAS provisions in a military spending bill. On July 12,
2019, the House voted to include amendments that address PFAS pollution as part of the National
Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for 2020. This action comes soon after the Administration cited a
strong objection to these NDAA PFAS provisions in a statement released on July 9, 2019.
Remind me why PFAS contamination is a big deal… click here to get full article
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/16/2019
FYI - OECA has continued to shift its focus to collaborating with regulated entities to ensure compliance
vs. fines: An article regarding the NCI that we commented on.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/28/2019
Via Laura Mckelvey US EPA: Amendments to the Standards of Performance for New Stationary
Compression Ignition Engines Located in Remote Areas of Alaska
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency issued a direct final rule and parallel proposal to amend the
New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for Stationary Compression Ignition (CI) Internal
Combustion Engines. The direct final rule and parallel proposal revises the particulate matter (PM)
emission standard for new stationary CI engines located in remote areas of Alaska. The rule specifies that
2014 model year and later stationary CI engines in remote areas of Alaska must meet the Tier 3 standard
for PM rather than the Tier 4 standard. A pre-publication version of the notice and a summary fact sheet
are available.
Proposed Amendments to the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP): Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Landfills

EPA is proposing minor amendments to the 2003 Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) Landfills National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP). EPA conducted a NESHAP residual risk
and technology review, which are periodically required by the Clean Air Act. The agency has determined
that risks for this source category are acceptable and has identified no improvements in technologies,
processes or practices that would result in further emission reductions. The current standards continue to
protect public health with an ample margin of safety. This proposed action clarifies that the standards are
applicable during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunctions. While the proposed rule will not result
in further emission reductions, this action will improve monitoring, compliance and implementation The
RTR proposal would adopt many of the monitoring and reporting requirements that were finalized in the
2016 New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) and Emission Guidelines (EG) for this source category.
Aligning these requirements will allow these sources to streamline their compliance and reporting for
multiple rules. EPA will accept comment on the proposed amendments for 45 days after publication in
the Federal Register. A pre-publication version of the notice and a summary fact sheet are available.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/14/2019
Environmental Disruptors: Craft Brewed Sustainability
When it comes to beer, no one knows innovation better than a craft brewery. These small brewing
operations offer creative new takes on a classic drink, experimenting with what they can change at every
part of the brewing process. But brewing a single gallon of beer uses about seven gallons of water, most
of which is used for industrial processes such as cleaning the bottles and applying the labels. That’s why
Great Divide Brewing Company, located in Denver, Colorado, is looking to apply their craft expertise to
sustainability.
In the latest episode of ELI’s People Places Planet Podcast, Kasantha Moodley of ELI’s Innovation Lab
sits down with Erin Cox, the Quality Management Systems Supervisor at Great Divide. Erin shares her
experiences of brewing sustainably, despite being a small operation. We also hear from Kaitlin Urso, an
official of the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment, who shares her knowledge of the
key environmental challenges of the industry, being water inefficiency and packaging waste. Listen now
to learn more about these industry challenges and the collaborative solutions. Simply
visitwww.eli.org/podcasts or find us on your favorite podcast app. People Places Planet Podcast provides
the public, environmental practitioners, and our members with cutting-edge, thought-provoking
conversations about current issues central to environmental law and governance. Our podcasts build upon
the pivotal role ELI has played in shaping the fields of environmental law, policy, and management,
domestically and abroad, over the last 50 years.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/7/2019
Administrator Wheeler Signs Final Rule to Add Reporting Exemption Under EPCRA for Air
Emissions from Animal Waste
WASHINGTON -- Today, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Administrator Andrew
Wheeler signed a final rule amending the emergency release notification regulations under the Emergency
Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA). The amendments clarify that reporting of air
emissions from animal waste at farms is not required under EPCRA. The final rule comes as first
responders across the county have repeatedly reminded the agency that community-specific protocols are
determined between local responders and animal producers well in advance of emergencies. These strong
partnerships provide a platform for resolving issues when they arise without the need for a national onesize-fits-all approach.
“This final rule provides clarity and certainty to the regulated community that animal waste emissions
from farms do not need to be reported under EPCRA,” said EPA Administrator Andrew
Wheeler. “This action eliminates an onerous reporting requirement and allows emergency responders and
farmers to focus on protecting the public and feeding the nation, not routine animal waste emissions.”

“The goal of emergency response officials and local emergency planning committees (LEPCs) is to
prepare communities for emergency threats related to hazardous chemical releases. Such emergency
threats do not include 'best guess' reporting on day-to-day emissions on farms and animal
operations,” said National Association of SARA Title III Program Officials (NASTTPO) President
Tim Gablehouse. “The focus of LEPCs should be and is on chemical hazards that present meaningful
risk of harm to community members and first responders. We look forward to working on enhanced
coordination and cooperation between all community members to improve preparedness for hazardous
chemical releases.” The changes to emergency release reporting regulations reflect the existing
relationship between EPCRA and the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act (CERCLA) and provide consistency between the two environmental laws.
Background
On March 23, 2018, President Trump signed into law the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2018
(“Omnibus Bill”). Title XI of the Omnibus Bill is entitled the “Fair Agricultural Reporting Method Act”
or the “FARM Act.” The FARM Act expressly exempts reporting of air emissions from animal waste
(including decomposing animal waste) at a farm from CERCLA section 103. The FARM Act also
provides definitions for the terms “animal waste” and “farm.” Because these types of releases are
exempted under CERCLA, based on the release reporting criteria under EPCRA section 304, these types
of releases are also exempt under EPCRA section 304. On October 30, 2018, then Acting Administrator
Wheeler proposed the reporting exemption under EPCRA alongside National Association of SARA Title
III Program Officials (NASTTPO) President Tim Gablehouse and various state animal producer trade
associations.
You can read the final rule here. Today’s final rule maintains consistency between the emergency release
notification requirements of EPCRA and CERCLA in accordance with the statutory text and framework
of EPCRA. For more information, please see our web page.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/7/2019
EPA Issues Guidance on Clean Water Act Water Quality Certification
(June 7, 2019) — WASHINGTON – As directed by President Trump, today the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) released guidance on Section 401 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) that provides
recommendations to clarify and streamline the 401 certification process and to promote greater
investment in and certainty for national infrastructure projects while continuing to protect local water
quality. Under Executive Order 13868, “Promoting Energy Infrastructure and Economic Growth,”EPA
was directed to issue guidance for federal permitting agencies and state and authorized tribal authorities to
modernize previous guidance and clarify existing CWA Section 401 requirements.
EPA’s “Clean Water Act Section 401 Certification Guidance for Federal Agencies, States, and
Authorized Tribes” provides clarification and recommendations on CWA Section 401 certifications in
the following specific areas:
 Statutory and regulatory timelines for review and action on a CWA Section 401 certification;
 The appropriate scope of CWA Section 401 certification conditions; and
 Information within the scope of a state or authorized tribe’s CWA Section 401 review.
EPA’s new guidance, which replaces EPA’s prior interim guidance from 2010, also provides additional
recommendations to federal agencies, states and authorized tribes to promote early collaboration and
coordination through the 401 certification process. Executive Order 13868 also directed EPA to propose
new rules modernizing the agency’s CWA Section 401 implementing regulations by August 8, 2019. The
agency intends to propose regulations that may help further clarify and streamline CWA Section 401
certifications. Since the Executive Order was issued on April 10, 2019, the agency has initiated formal
consultations with its state, local, and tribal partners, as well as outreach with its federal partners on this
rulemaking effort and invited written pre-proposal recommendations through a public docket. The agency
is carefully reviewing the input received through these engagements and the docket prior to issuing a
proposed rule.

Background: Section 401 of the CWA provides states and authorized tribes with an important tool to
help protect water quality within their borders in collaboration with federal agencies. The rules governing
this authority have not been updated in nearly 50 years. In addition, evolving case law and EPA’s
outdated guidance have caused some confusion and resulted in delays in certain infrastructure projects
with potentially significant national benefits. Read the guidance and to learn about the CWA Section 401
water quality certification process.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/4/2019
Forwarded from EPA – National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Surface Coating of
Metal Cans and Surface Coating of Metal Coil Residual Risk and Technology Reviews, 25904-25973
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/24/2019
***SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting***
THURSDAY, May 30, 2019 10 a.m. – 11:00 a.m.
TO:
Interested Persons
FROM:
Kevin Bromberg, Assistant Chief Counsel
David Rostker, Assistant Chief Counsel
Tabby Waqar, Assistant Chief Counsel
SUBJECT: Next SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting
The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
to discuss the following topics, beginning at 10 a.m. on Thursday, May 30, 2019. The meeting will be
held in Washington, D.C., at the Small Business Administration Headquarters, 409 Third Street SW,
Eisenhower B Conference Room. Send your RSVP to twaqar@sba.gov. Please indicate whether you are
attending in person, or by teleconference. Information will be sent out to you when you RSVP. We have
adopted a casual attire option for all Roundtable meetings.
Agenda 10:00 – 11:00 AM Chemical Data Reporting Revisions and Small Manufacturer Definition
Update Under TSCA Section 8(a) Susan Sharkey, Existing Chemicals Branch, Office of Pollution
Prevention and Toxics, EPA
Roundtable meetings are open to all interested persons, with the exception of the press, in order to
facilitate open and frank discussion about the impacts of Federal regulatory activities on small
entities. Agendas and presentations are available to all, including the press. Anyone who wants to
receive roundtable agendas or presentations, or to be included in the distribution list, should forward
such requests to kevin.bromberg@sba.gov. The purpose of these Roundtable meetings is to exchange
opinions, facts and information and to obtain the attendees’ individual views and opinions regarding
small business concerns. The meetings are not intended to achieve or communicate any consensus
positions of the attendees.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/22/2019
EPA Spring 2019 Unified Agenda of Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/20/2019
Via Laura Mckelvey: This is the link to the proposed rule I spoke about last week that is taking comment
on if the rule should require training for using the spray guns as a work practice. National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Boat Manufacturing and Reinforced Plastic Composites
Production: Residual Risk and Technology Review, 22642-22685

Annette Fulgenzi IL Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/20/2019

If it requires a hands on component for the spray equipment I think the training is a problem. I
think many body shops are out of compliance because the jobbers in the rural areas do not offer
classes like the ones in the Chicago area.
Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/21/2019
Regarding 6H, I spoke with the national training guy at i-Car about ten years ago and he said that
he was at the stakeholder meeting or round table with EPA regarding the training component of
6H. He says that EPA was ok with the i-CAR online training/certification and that EPA was ok
with having the spray paint operator getting their certification online and completing the hands-on
portion by going into their own shop and “practicing” their application techniques/methods.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/21/2019
You are probably thinking of Gene Lopez and yes, EPA is fine with that per the rule. That is what
they just offered with the latest P2 webinar and what AMI will be offering when their class is
complete. We talked about this in Chicago.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/20/2019
Recent Federal Register Notices - May 8, 2019, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Engine Test Cells/Stands
Residual Risk and Technology Review, 20208-20238 [The EPA is proposing the results of the residual
risk and technology reviews (RTR) for the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP) for Engine Test Cells/Stands. We found risks due to emissions of air toxics from this source
category to be acceptable and determined that the current NESHAP provides an ample margin of safety to
protect public health. We identified no new cost-effective controls under the technology review to achieve
further emission reductions. We are proposing no revisions to the numerical emission limit based on the
risk analysis and technology review. We are proposing to amend provisions addressing periods of startup,
shutdown, and malfunction (SSM), to amend provisions regarding electronic reporting and to make
clarifying and technical corrections. Comments must be received on or before June 24, 2019.]
May 2, 2019, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Asphalt Processing and Asphalt Roofing Manufacturing
Residual Risk and Technology Review Pages 18926-18965 [FR DOC# 2019-08155] [The EPA is
proposing amendments to the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP):
Asphalt Processing and Asphalt Roofing Manufacturing. The proposed action presents the results of the
residual risk and technology review (RTR) conducted as required under the Clean Air Act (CAA). The
EPA is also proposing amendments to correct and clarify regulatory provisions related to emissions
during periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction; add requirements for periodic performance testing;
add electronic reporting of performance test results and reports, performance evaluation reports,
compliance reports, and Notification of Compliance Status reports; revise monitoring requirements for
control devices used to comply with the particulate matter (PM) standards; and include other technical
corrections to improve consistency and clarity. Although the proposed amendments are not anticipated to
result in reductions in emissions of hazardous air pollutants (HAP), if finalized, they would result in
improved compliance and implementation of the rule. Comments must be received on or before June 17,
2019.]
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/17/2019
Via Jenifer Dixon: MDHHS reminds Michiganders to avoid foam on lakes and rivers with high
levels of PFAS
LANSING, Mich. – As the summer recreation season is drawing closer, the Michigan Department of
Health and Human Services (MDHHS) is issuing a reminder that everyone should avoid foam on
Michigan lakes and rivers known to have per and poly-fluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) in the water. Foam
on these water bodies can have much higher amounts of PFAS than the water, and swallowing foam with
PFAS could be a health risk.

Health advisories for foam exist on these waterbodies:
Van Etten Lake, Oscoda.
Lake Margrethe, Grayling.
Rogue River, Rockford.
Thornapple River, Grand Rapids.
Huron River, Southeast Michigan.
Swimming or bathing in water containing PFAS is not a health concern because the amount of PFAS is
typically low compared to the foam. Although swallowing PFAS is the main way to get it in your body,
an accidental swallow of river or lake water is not a health concern. The amount of PFAS in lake and
river water and in foam matters in determining if a health concern exists. MDHHS will continue to
evaluate surface water and foam data and will issue further recommendations if necessary. PFAScontaining foam can have high amounts of PFAS. Although, current science indicates PFAS does not
move easily through the skin, it’s best to rinse off foam after contact and bathe or shower after the day’s
outdoor activities. None of this information changes recommendations for people’s water used at home.
An MDHHS evaluation of how young children might recreate on lakes and rivers shows a health risk
could exist from repeated, prolonged whole-body contact with foam containing high amounts of PFAS.
Repeated prolonged contact is considered to be three hours per day, five days per week, over three
months of a year, representing a summer season. MDHHS’ recommendation to avoid foam with PFAS is
protective of everyone, including young children.
Additionally, the Michigan Department of Agriculture and Rural Development recommends that people
not allow their animals – especially dogs – to come into contact with or swallow the foam. Dogs and
other animals can potentially swallow foam collected in their fur when grooming themselves and should
be thoroughly rinsed off with fresh water after contact with foamy water.
Not all foam contains PFAS. There is naturally occurring foam that piles up in bays, eddies or river
barriers such as dams. This foam is off-white and/or brown in color and may have an earthy or fish smell.
PFAS foam:
Can be bright white.
Is usually lightweight.
Can be sticky.
Tends to pile up like shaving cream.
Can blow onto the beach.
More information about PFAS and foam under the PFAS Foam section atMichigan.gov/pfasresponse.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 5/8/2019
Via U.S. EPA Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics: EPA to Hold First Meeting of the Science
Advisory Committee on Chemicals
WASHINGTON (MAY 8, 2019) — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
announced it will hold the first meeting of the Science Advisory Committee on Chemicals (SACC) under
the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA), as amended by the Frank R. Lautenberg Chemical Safety for
the 21st Century Act (Lautenberg Act), for Pigment Violet 29 (PV29), the first chemical of the initial 10
chemicals undergoing review. “This will be an important opportunity for the science experts on this new
committee to provide their scientific and technical advice to EPA,” said EPA Office of Chemical Safety
and Pollution Prevention Assistant Administrator Alexandra Dapolito Dunn. “This peer review
ensures scientific rigor and enhances transparency of the risk evaluation process.”
The purpose of the June 18-21, 2019, SACC meeting is for EPA to get the independent review of the
science underlying the PV29 risk assessment, including the hazard assessment, assessment of doseresponse, exposure assessment, and risk characterization. Additionally, this meeting will include an
orientation on TSCA and how EPA is evaluating chemicals in commerce as prescribed in the Lautenberg
Act. EPA will use the scientific advice, information and recommendations from the SACC, as well as

public comments, to inform the final risk evaluation. The public has an opportunity to provide comments
before and during the meeting. In March 2019, EPA re-opened the public comment period on the draft
risk evaluation. The public has from April 17, 2019 until May 17, 2019 to provide comments in
docket EPA-HQ-OPPT-2018-0604 on www.regulations.gov. This peer review meeting was rescheduled
from an earlier meeting that was previously canceled due to the lapse in appropriations. Learn more about
the SACC members. Learn more about the June SACC meeting and peer review of PV29.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/25/2019
Via Rhonda Wright: I just wanted to give you a heads up about the below proposed rule that may have
some small business impacts. We are just hearing about this. We will probably discuss this briefly
during our OAQPS update in Chicago. Please follow the link to the rule and fact sheet. Are you hearing
anything from small businesses about this? We may want to consider doing some outreach?
Boat Manufacturing and Reinforced Plastic Composites Production NESHAP Residual Risk and
Technology Review, Proposed Rule – EPA is proposing rule amendments to the Boat Manufacturing
NESHAP (40 CFR 63 subpart VVVV) and the Reinforced Plastic Composites Production NESHAP (40
CFR 63 subpart WWWW) as a result of our Residual Risk and Technology Review (RTR). The risk
review found risks to be acceptable for both standards, with an ample margin of safety; and the
technology review found no new technologies. We are soliciting comment on a controlled spray training
program as a work practice standard for open molding operations. More information can be found here.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/25/2019
Recent Federal Register Notices - 4/15/19, Final Rule, Technical Amendments, Standards of
Performance for New Stationary Sources and Emission Guidelines for Existing Sources: Commercial and
Industrial Solid Waste Incineration Units, 15846-15918 [Following requests for clarification of its June
2016 final action, the EPA published proposed amendments to several provisions of the 2016 New Source
Performance Standards (NSPS) and Emission Guidelines (EG) for Commercial and Industrial Solid
Waste Incineration (CISWI). This action finalizes the proposed amendments, which provide clarity and
address implementation issues in the final CISWI NSPS and EG, as well as correcting inconsistencies and
errors in these provisions. This final rule is effective on April 16, 2019.]
4/12/19, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Stationary Combustion Turbines Residual Risk and Technology
Review, 15046-15077 [The EPA is proposing amendments to the National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Stationary Combustion Turbines to address the results of the
residual risk and technology review (RTR) the EPA is required to conduct in accordance with the Clean
Air Act (CAA). The EPA is proposing to find that the risks from this source category due to emissions of
air toxics are acceptable and that the existing NESHAP provides an ample margin of safety to protect
public health. The EPA identified no new cost-effective controls under the technology review that would
achieve further emissions reductions from the source category. The EPA is also proposing to amend
provisions addressing periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM) and to require electronic
reporting. In addition, the EPA is proposing to remove the stay of the effectiveness of the standards for
new lean premix and diffusion flame gas-fired turbines that was promulgated in 2004. Comments must
be received on or before May 28, 2019.]
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/21/2019
The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
to discuss the following topics, beginning at 11 a.m. on Friday, April 26, 2019. The meeting will be held
in Washington, D.C., at the Small Business Administration Headquarters, 409 Third Street SW,
Eisenhower B Conference Room. Send your RSVP to twaqar@sba.gov. Please indicate whether you are
attending in person, or by teleconference. Information will be sent out to you when you RSVP. We have
adopted a casual attire option for all Roundtable meetings.

Agenda 11:00 – 12:00 PM Meet the New EPA Assistant Administrator for the Office of Chemical
Safety and Pollution Prevention (OCSPP) Alexandra Dunn, Assistant Administrator, OCSPP, EPA
Roundtable meetings are open to all interested persons, with the exception of the press, in order to
facilitate open and frank discussion about the impacts of Federal regulatory activities on small
entities. Agendas and presentations are available to all, including the press. Anyone who wants to
receive roundtable agendas or presentations, or to be included in the distribution list, should forward
such requests to kevin.bromberg@sba.gov. The purpose of these Roundtable meetings is to exchange
opinions, facts and information and to obtain the attendees’ individual views and opinions regarding
small business concerns. The meetings are not intended to achieve or communicate any consensus
positions of the attendees.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/11/2019
EPA is pleased to announce that we have posted a recording of a webinar version of our extended training
workshop on the 2016 rule on our web site. The workshop covers many of the major topic areas of the
rulemaking and is available to be viewed by anyone who would like more information on the Generator
Improvements Rule. To access the workshop, visit our rulemaking web site. You will find the training at
the bottom of the page under “Additional Resources.” Click the recording for any of the three parts of the
workshop to be brought to EPA’s CLU-IN training site. The recordings can be accessed by choosing the
red “View Archive” button. Your computer must be able to load and run Adobe Connect to watch the
recordings.
Thank you for your interest in the Generator Improvements Rule. We hope these trainings will be
informative to you. Please note that a generator’s state must adopt the rulemaking before it is effective in
that state. EPA maintains a map of the states that we are aware have adopted the rule.
Some states have hazardous waste regulations more stringent than the federal program and we
recommend that you contact your state agency to determine if any of the provisions are more stringent in
your state.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/28/2019
Lytron Reduces TCE Emissions by 6,000 Pounds
Lytron in Woburn, Mass. received a TURI grant to reduce the use of Trichloroethylene (TCE).
In the video below, Alan Smith describes how he used TURI's laboratory testing services to evaluate the
effectiveness of solutions that worked in a vacuum degreaser to remove lubricating oils from aluminum
flat and fin parts. Find TCE resources such as fact sheets, case studies and safer alternatives on the TURI
website
New Study Released: How to Protect Gymnasts from Flame Retardant Chemicals
A TURI-funded study that tested exposure to flame retardants among gymnasts was published in the
March 26th issue of Environment International. Silent Spring Institute researchers collected hand samples
of gymnasts before and after a gym switched the foam pit cubes with ones that didn't contain flame
retardants. Researchers observed a 5.4-fold decrease in levels of flame retardants that had accumulated on
the gymnasts’ hands during practice, suggesting that replacing the pit cubes with flame retardant free
alternatives is an effective strategy for reducing exposures. TURI offers small business grants to help gym
owners make the switch to non-flame retardant foam cubes. Read the press release.
Re-Usable Bags are Green but are They Clean?
UMass Lowell Students Test Cleaners for Re-Usable Bags
A team of public health students from the Zuckerberg College of Health Sciences has found that we pack
more than groceries in reusable bags. Gym clothes, lunch and laundry are just a few of the other items
that get transported in them. And how do we clean those reusable bags? Most of us don’t. Nicole Kebler,

Adorrah Khan and Ross Goding, seniors who are working at the Toxics Use Reduction Institute (TURI)
on their capstone project, conducted a survey on consumer habits related to cleaning reusable bags for the
town of Westford, which instituted a ban on plastic bags on Jan. 1. Read the story.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/28/2019
Contact: Mark Rossi, mark@cleanproduction.org, 781-391-6743 x101; Terri
Goldberg, tgoldberg@newmoa.org, 617-367-8558 x302 Date: March 28, 2019
Launch of a Stakeholder Initiative to Seek Common Ground on Public Policies for Chemical
Ingredient Transparency
Clean Production Action (CPA) and the Northeast Waste Management Officials Association’s
(NEWMOA) Interstate Chemicals Clearinghouse (IC2) are launching a partnership to find common
ground among key stakeholders on chemical ingredient transparency policies and programs. The diversity
of transparency mandates at the state level has been steadily increasing for the past ten years. The States
of California, Maine, New York, Oregon, Vermont, and Washington have enacted requirements for public
disclosure of chemicals of concern in cleaning products and/or children’s products. Other states, including
Connecticut, Louisiana, Maine, Massachusetts, Minnesota, New Hampshire, New York, Rhode Island,
Vermont, and Washington have established requirements for labeling products and packaging for the
presence of mercury. Non-governmental organizations (NGOs), including the American Sustainable
Business Council, Breast Cancer Prevention Partners, Center for Environmental Health, Clean and
Healthy New York, Mind the Store Campaign, Safer States, and Toxic-Free Future are advocating for
greater disclosure across supply chains. Retailers, including Walmart, have established requirements for
ingredient disclosure by their suppliers. Ecolabels, such as the Safer Choice by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA), require chemical ingredient transparency to meet their criteria.
These transparency initiatives confront similar types of challenges that often differ within and across
product categories and sectors. Businesses that operate in multiple jurisdictions find it difficult to
participate in or comply with the growing array of requests and requirements. Advocates and the public
find it difficult to locate the chemical ingredient information in products they want when they need it.
Businesses and government agencies developing environmentally preferable purchasing specifications are
demanding chemical ingredient information and having to navigate and interpret the complex landscape
of disclosure information that is available. These stakeholders – governments, businesses, NGOs, and
researchers –could benefit greatly from a set of common principles and data practices.
Beginning in the second quarter of 2019 and extending into 2020, CPA and IC2 will convene businesses,
governments, and NGOs to develop common principles and criteria for chemical transparency policy. By
convening key stakeholders, we hope to accelerate state and local policy development, industry action,
and government programs that focus on disclosure of toxic chemicals in products. Chemical ingredient
transparency frequently is a catalyst for companies to develop safer alternatives and avoid toxic chemicals
in the first place, and it provides NGOs and governments with the knowledge of where toxic chemicals
are used, thereby identifying priority chemicals for undertaking various policy actions.
According to Mark Rossi, Executive Director of CPA, “this partnership is an exciting opportunity to bring
together the expertise of government agencies, businesses, NGOs, and researchers to accelerate the
sharing of chemical ingredient information across business sectors, government programs, and NGO
initiatives.” Terri Goldberg, Executive Director of NEWMOA added, “CPA and IC2 have a long history
of effective collaboration. Together, we bring unique and overlapping networks and capacities that will
foster success in advancing chemical ingredient transparency in state and local policies, laws, and
programs through this initiative.” Funding for launching the initiative is provided by The New York
Community Trust. For more information, contact: Mark Rossi, Executive Director, Clean Production
Action; Terri Goldberg, Executive Director, NEWMOA

Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/28/2019
1) Recent Federal Register Notices 3/18/19, Notice, Applicability Determination Index Data System
Recent Posting: Applicability Determinations, Alternative Monitoring Decisions, and Regulatory
Interpretations Pertaining to Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources, Emission Guidelines
and Federal Plan Requirements for Existing Sources, National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants, and the Stratospheric Ozone Protection Program, 9783-9791
3/15/19, Final Rule, NESHAP: Surface Coating of Large Appliances; Printing, Coating, and Dyeing of
Fabrics and Other Textiles; and Surface Coating of Metal Furniture Residual Risk and Technology
Reviews, 9590-9646 [The EPA is taking final action on the residual risk and technology reviews (RTRs)
conducted for the Surface Coating of Large Appliances; the Printing, Coating, and Dyeing of Fabrics and
Other Textiles; and the Surface Coating of Metal Furniture source categories regulated under national
emission standards for hazardous air pollutants (NESHAP). In addition, we are taking final action
addressing emissions during periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM); electronic reporting
for performance test results and compliance reports; the addition of EPA Method 18 and updates to
several measurement methods; and the addition of requirements for periodic performance testing.
Additionally, several miscellaneous
technical amendments will be made to improve the clarity of the rule requirements. We are making no
revisions to the numerical emission limits based on these risk analyses or technology reviews. This final
rule is effective on March 15, 2019.]
3/15/19, Notice; Request for Public Comment, Systematic Review Protocol for the Hexavalent Chromium
(Cr(VI))] IRIS Assessment [The EPA is announcing a 45-day public comment period associated with the
release of the Systematic Review Protocol for the Hexavalent Chromium (Cr(VI))] IRIS Assessment. This
document communicates the rationale for conducting the assessment of Cr(VI), describes screening
criteria to identify relevant literature, outlines the approach for evaluating study quality, and describes the
process of evidence synthesis/integration and dose-response methods. The protocol includes the list of
studies currently considered in the assessment. EPA is releasing this protocol for public comment at least
30 days in advance of a public science webinar planned on April 24, 2019. Comments are due by April
29, 2019.]
2) Please see the announcement below regarding an upcoming Environmental Justice Training
Webinar on April 16, 2019 from 2-3:30pm. The webinar is tailored for those working on the state
level, but is open to all. This is the first of a 5-part series. The webinars are free, but registration is
required. For questions about the series, please contact: Charles Lee at lee.charles@epa.gov. Feel free to
forward this to anyone whom you think may be interested.
WEBINAR "Identifying and Prioritizing Environmentally Impacted and Vulnerable
Communities" April 16, 2019 (2:00 - 3:30 PM EDT) Register here now!
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency is launching a training webinar series to build the capacity of
environmental justice practitioners working at the state level. The first webinar, “Identifying and
Prioritizing Environmentally Impacted and Vulnerable Communities” is now open for registration.
Identifying and Prioritizing Environmentally Impacted and Vulnerable Communities
When: April 16, 2019 (2:00 - 3:30 PM EDT)
Register NOW.
About: This webinar will provide state management and staff with a basic overview on the
factors, data sources and tools that can be used to identify environmentally impacted and
vulnerable communities. It will discuss ways this information has been used to prioritize
attention to such communities and consider their issues in the decision-making process. The
webinar will highlight the ways that California and Minnesota have incorporated this
information into their programs. We will hear special remarks from Myra Reece, Director of

Environmental Affairs, South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Affairs, to
kick off the webinar series.
Speakers:
Alan Walts, Director, Multi-Media Programs Office, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Yana Garcia, Assistant Secretary for Environmental Justice and Tribal Affairs, California
Environmental Protection Agency
John Faust, Chief, Community and Environmental Epidemiology Research Branch, Office of
Environmental Health Assessment, California Environmental Protection Agency
Ned Brooks, Environmental Justice Program Director, Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
Registration is required. Registered participants will receive details on how to access the webinar when
you register. Please share this information widely to your colleagues and networks.
Additional webinar topics in the 2019 series include:
Enhanced Community Involvement in the Regulatory Process;
Using Comprehensive Area-Wide Planning Approaches to Promote Equitable Development;
Application of Environmental Justice to State Environmental Impact Assessments; and
Environmental Justice Considerations for Rural Water Infrastructure.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/26/2019
This is my first time directing and producing a video for NHDES. It was a great experience. I always
wanted to do a video; jealous of other states that were already doing this. It took 3 days to complete 3
different videos. Didn’t cost my program any additional funding, except my time. The other 2 videos will
be shared to our staff, “Who is your Lean Representative in your Division?” and “Director’s Cut”
(includes bloopers). The “What is Lean?” video will be posted on NHDES Facebook and NHDES Twitter
to celebrate Lean Week April 1-5, 2019. This is not a scripted video, but had the outcome we were hoping
for. Sorry for those that can’t watch it on You Tube. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tBn6etmV_p0
On day 2 of filming I learned to always use a tripod and stand closer to the microphone.
Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/21/2019
This may be of interest to some of you. https://www.epa.gov/newsroom/epa-launches-environmentaljustice-training-states
News Releases from Headquarters: EPA Launches Environmental Justice Training for States
03/15/2019 Contact Information: (press@epa.gov)
WASHINGTON (March 15, 2019) Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced
training to build the capacity of states to integrate environmental justice into their decision-making
process. Over the next year, EPA will conduct a national webinar series developed in collaboration with
state partners.
“From reducing lead exposure to cleaning up contaminated lands, EPA is prioritizing underserved
communities that are disproportionately impacted by environmental and public health risks,” said EPA
Administrator Andrew Wheeler. “This new training will help states identify, prioritize, and address the
needs of at-risk communities facing immediate environmental and public health challenges.”
“South Carolina is proud to serve as a collaborative partner with the EPA as they unveil a new
environmental justice training initiative for states. We are pleased the EPA is taking this important step to
increase understanding of tools and resources that can be applied to address the needs of environmental
justice communities,” said South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control
Director of Environmental Affairs Myra Reece.
The five national training webinars, which will be accessible through a publicly available website, will
serve as an ongoing resource for state staff and others interested in developing their environmental justice
knowledge and expertise. Planned topics include identifying and prioritizing environmentally-impacted
and vulnerable communities, enhancing community involvement in the regulatory process, using an areawide planning approach to promote equitable development, and application of environmental justice to

state environmental impact assessments. To complement the online trainings, EPA Regions will conduct
training on environmental justice for their respective states.
For many years, EPA has heard from its state partners about the need for systematic training on
environmental justice principles, methods, and practices. Many groups, including frontline communities,
have called for EPA to focus on state collaborations as an important part of its environmental justice
work. This new training recognizes that success in addressing many environmental justice challenges
depends heavily on states and supports EPA’s strategic vision for environmental justice as outlined in the
Agency’s strategic plan. More information about the webinar series. More information about
environmental justice. Contact Us to ask a question, provide feedback, or report a problem.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/20/2019
The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
to discuss the following topics, beginning at 10 a.m. on Friday, March 22, 2019. The meeting will be
held in Washington, D.C., at the Small Business Administration Headquarters, 409 Third Street SW,
Eisenhower B Conference Room. Send your RSVP to twaqar@sba.gov. Please indicate whether you are
attending in person, or by teleconference. Information will be sent out to you when you RSVP. We have
adopted a casual attire option for all Roundtable meetings.
Agenda 10:00 – 11:00 AM Risk Evaluations Under the Toxic Substance Control Act Cathy
Fehrenbacher, Acting Deputy Director, Risk Assessment Division, Office of Pollution Prevention and
Toxics, EPA
11:00 – 12:00 PM Safe Management of Airbag Waste: Interim Final Rule Tracy Atagi, Office of
Resource Conservation and Recovery, EPA
Roundtable meetings are open to all interested persons, with the exception of the press, in order to
facilitate open and frank discussion about the impacts of Federal regulatory activities on small
entities. Agendas and presentations are available to all, including the press. Anyone who wants to
receive roundtable agendas or presentations, or to be included in the distribution list, should forward
such requests to kevin.bromberg@sba.gov. The purpose of these Roundtable meetings is to exchange
opinions, facts and information and to obtain the attendees’ individual views and opinions regarding
small business concerns. The meetings are not intended to achieve or communicate any consensus
positions of the attendees.
Small Business Environmental Roundtable Issues for Discussion, March 22, 2019: Risk Evaluations
Under the Toxic Substance Control Act
The amended Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA) requires the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) to conduct risk evaluations for existing chemicals that the agency has deemed to be high-priority
chemicals through its prioritization process. The purpose of risk evaluation is to determine whether a
chemical substance presents an unreasonable risk to health or the environment. If the agency finalizes an
unreasonable risk finding, it must manage the risk via regulation of the chemical substance. This risk
evaluation process consists of various components including a scoping document that identifies hazards,
exposures, conditions of use, and potentially exposed or susceptible subpopulations to be considered. The
controlling document, however, is a scientific evaluation which includes a hazard assessment, exposure
assessment, risk characterization and the risk determination. Small businesses often lack the time and
resources to be able to track and decipher technical scientific documents that may serve as the basis of a
potential regulatory restriction on their use of a chemical substance. To facilitate a better understanding
of the risk evaluations, EPA will provide an overview of its process and its components.
RCRA and the Airbag Waste Interim Final Rule
EPA’s recent actions related to the management of airbag waste has revived curiosity with the agency’s
approach to general hazardous waste exclusions under the Resource Recovery and Conservation Act
(RCRA). On November 30, 2018, EPA published an interim final rule to address the ongoing Takata

airbag recalls by facilitating the removal and disposal of the airbag waste. The agency provided a
conditional exemption from its hazardous waste regulations under RCRA for collection of recalled airbag
wastes. The exemption will prevent those involved in removing or replacing the airbags from being
moved into a category of larger waste generation which would trigger additional requirements. Even
though the agency took public comments on the interim final rule, it became effective immediately. EPA
will be providing an overview of RCRA and examples of adjustments made to address various
wastestreams including the airbag waste interim rule.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/20/2019
WASHINGTON (March 20, 2019) — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is
publishing a list of 40 chemicals to begin the prioritization process – the initial step in a new process of
reviewing chemicals currently in commerce under the amended Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA).
“EPA continues to demonstrate its commitment to the successful and timely implementation of the Frank
R. Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act,” said EPA Administrator Andrew
Wheeler. “We are delivering on the promise of Lautenberg to better assess and manage existing
chemicals in commerce and provide greater certainty and transparency to the American public.”
“Initiating a chemical for high or low prioritization does not mean EPA has determined it poses
unreasonable risk or no risk to human health or the environment; it means we are beginning the
prioritization process set forth in Lautenberg,” said Alexandra Dapolito Dunn, Assistant
Administrator for EPA’s Office of Chemical Safety and Pollution Prevention.
The Agency is releasing this list in order to provide the public an opportunity to submit relevant
information such as the uses, hazards, and exposure for these chemicals. A docket has been opened for
each of the 40 chemicals. The publication of this list in the Federal Register initiates a 90-day public
comment period. Publication also activates a statutory requirement for EPA to complete the prioritization
process in the next nine to 12 months, allowing EPA to designate 20 chemicals as high priority and 20
chemicals as low priority by December 2019.
TSCA requires EPA to publish this list of 40 chemicals to begin the prioritization process to designate 20
chemicals as “high-priority” for subsequent risk evaluation and to designate 20 chemicals as “lowpriority,” meaning that risk evaluation is not warranted at this time. One of the chemicals identified for
high-priority evaluation is formaldehyde, a chemical that has been studied by EPA’s Integrated Risk
Information System (IRIS) program for many years. “Moving forward evaluating formaldehyde under the
TSCA program does not mean that the formaldehyde work done under IRIS will be lost,” added Dunn.
“In fact, the work done for IRIS will inform the TSCA process. By using our TSCA authority EPA will
be able to take regulatory steps; IRIS does not have this authority,” she noted.
When prioritization is complete, chemicals designated as high priority will begin a 3-year risk evaluation
process to determine if the chemical, under the conditions of use, presents an unreasonable risk to human
health and the environment. The designation of a chemical as a low priority means that further risk
evaluation is not warranted at this time. The 20 high priority candidate chemicals include seven
chlorinated solvents, six phthalates, four flame retardants, formaldehyde, a fragrance additive, and a
polymer pre-curser. EPA has received a manufacturer request for a risk evaluation of two additional
phthalates and is currently determining whether the request contains the minimum needed elements to
proceed under EPA’s regulations. If complete, EPA has 15 days to provide notice of such a request.
The 20 low priority candidate chemicals have been selected from EPA’s Safer Chemicals Ingredients
List, which includes chemicals that have been evaluated and determined to meet EPA's safer choice
criteria. The list of chemicals can be found here.
Paula Hoag EPA Office of Small Business Programs 3/14/2019
Forwarding the slides and webinar recording from Walter Schoepf in R2’s Pollution Prevention program.

I have now available the slides and recording of the webinar “Who's Minding the Store? Retailer Report
Card and Chemical Footprint Project” which took place on March 7, 2019. Both the slides and recording
are available to download and/or listen to: Slides (in PDF format), Recording of webinar
Feel free to share these resources with other organizations.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/13/2019
Federal Register Notices - 3/6/19, Notice of public hearing and extension of public comment period,
NESHAP: Hydrochloric Acid Production Residual Risk and Technology Review, 8069
[On February 4, 2019, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) published a document in the Federal
Register to announce its proposed National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants:
Hydrochloric Acid Production Residual Risk and Technology Review. The document also requested
public comment on the proposed action. The EPA is announcing that it will hold a public hearing to
provide interested parties the opportunity to present data, views, or arguments concerning the proposed
action. In addition, the EPA will extend the public comment period. The deadline for accepting written
comments is being extended by 36 days, to April 26, 2019.]
3/5/19, Notice of Proposed Consent Decree; Clean Air Act Citizen Suit [In accordance with section
113(g) of the Clean Air Act, notice is given of a proposed consent decree in Our Children's Earth
Foundation v. Wheeler, No. 18-cv-04765 (N.D. Cal.). The proposed consent decree would resolve a
lawsuit filed by Our Children's Earth Foundation seeking to compel the Administrator to take action
under the Clean Air Act to review, and if appropriate revise, the Furnaces NSPS and Bulk Gasoline NSPS
at least every 8 years under section 111(b)(1)(B) of the Act, and to review, and revise if necessary (taking
into account developments in practices, processes, and control technologies), the Major Source Bulk
Gasoline NESHAP, Area Source Bulk Gasoline NESHAP, Foundries NESHAP, and Wood Preserving
NESHAP no less often than every 8 years under section 112(d)(6) of the Act.Written comments on the
proposed consent decree must be received by April 4, 2019.]
3/4/19, Final Rule, NESHAP: Surface Coating of Wood Building Products Residual Risk and Technology
Review, 7682-7712 [This action finalizes the residual risk and technology review (RTR) conducted for
the Surface Coating of Wood Building Products source category regulated under national emission
standards for hazardous air pollutants (NESHAP). In addition, we are taking final action addressing
periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM). We are finalizing our proposed determination that
the risks are acceptable and that the current NESHAP provides an ample margin of safety to protect
public health. We identified no new cost-effective controls under the technology review to achieve further
emissions reductions. These final amendments include provisions regarding electronic reporting, adding
an alternative compliance equation under the current standards, and technical and editorial changes. This
action also finalizes a new EPA test method to measure isocyanate compounds in certain surface coatings.
These amendments are being made under the authority of the Clean Air Act (CAA) and will improve the
effectiveness of the rule. The amendments are environmentally neutral.]
3/4/19, Notice, Broadly Applicable Alternative Test Methods, 7363-7365 [This notice announces the
broadly applicable alternative test method approval decisions that the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) has made under and in support of New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) and the National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) between January 1, 2018, and December 31,
2018.]
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/6/2019
This blog entry is based on the report we helped them with.
R Jeremy Hancher PA Small Business Development Center 3/6/2019

Thanks for sharing Tony. It looks like the actual report is linked in the blog and can be found
here. (Please pardon me if this was already mentioned or if I’m the last to know about it.) Upon a
quick read, I see some specific mention of SBEAPs:
Help businesses comply
Traditionally, regulators primarily interact with businesses only after regulators have identified a
violation at a facility and imposed a citation or fine. But some states are dedicating resources to
preventing potential violations before they cause harm and quickly resolving problems when they
do happen. The Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) estimates that shifting its
focus from enforcement to assistance has helped companies return to compliance 40 percent
faster. This helps keep business operations running without disruption. And “the environment
benefits from resolving compliance conditions as quickly as possible [or] if you help facilities not
have the violation in the first place,” said Misael Cabrera, ADEQ director.34
In some cases, this assistance requires just practical thinking about a problem. In Arizona,
approximately 40,000 vehicles come to emissions tests with faulty gas caps each year. Now,
instead of failing the vehicles and requiring owners to spend time fixing the caps and returning
for another test, the agency replaces the caps for free. The gas caps cost $5 per vehicle, but
replacing them prevents the vehicle from leaking up to 22 gallons of gasoline a year.35
State leaders can work to shift the culture of regulatory agencies toward helping businesses
succeed and away from simply documenting violations and assessing fines. In Missouri, for
example, Department of Natural Resources Director Carol Comer described a meeting she had
with a rural Missouri trailer manufacturing plant that had been repeatedly fined for improper
management of hazardous waste. The plant had hired an environmental engineer to help it correct
the problem but wasn’t getting all the details right. The plant owners knew they needed help but
were afraid to ask the state for fear they would receive even greater fines. However, the agency is
placing an increasing emphasis on helping businesses in this situation and provided the company
with clear guidance on how to fix the problem. “This was a company that genuinely wanted to
comply but did not have the knowledge and sophistication to do so,” Comer said. “We need to
give them a chance to comply before we start hammering away with enforcement.”36
Similarly, Ohio’s Environmental Protection Agency has a compliance assistance team that
provides free, customized, and confidential support to help businesses become compliant and stay
that way.37 For example, Ohio’s program helps small businesses complete complicated emissions
calculations that determine whether a business needs air quality permits to operate, and if so,
which ones. The free consultation would otherwise be out of reach for small businesses with
limited resources and helps the agency prevent future noncompliance through education.38 “It’s
not that we don’t have [enforcement] tools and we won’t use them,” said Craig Butler, director of
the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency. “It’s just not the first arrow that you take out of the
quiver when you’re trying to solve a particular issue or a problem.”39
Working with compliance assistance officials upfront can save businesses from making costly
mistakes. A manufacturing firm in rural Iowa reached out to the state’s small business
environmental assistance program before embarking on a major expansion of its plant and
operations. The office pointed out that the company’s plans didn’t adequately account for safe
disposal of the contaminated water and chemicals that the expansion would generate. Because the
office caught this oversight before building, the business was able to place the required tank
under the new building during construction. Otherwise, it would have had to correct the
problem after the fact, which would have meant a significant cost and a setback to these plans.40
And of course, you have to check out the footnotes:
R Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 3/7/2019
I recall conducting a site visit based on a referral from the Ohio SBEAP. The company had
facilities in both Ohio and Indiana. I have also found confusion by small companies using RCRA

terms like conditionally exempt in an air permitting context. They thought they were exempt
from air permitting because they are conditionally exempt. Small businesses can be confused
when, say, an air inspector using their own particular jargon attempts to communicate to a
business through the narrow lens of air permitting while the business is using their own jargon
and focused more widely on many issues.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/5/2019
TRI Data Show Improved Environmental Performance by Manufacturing Sector as Economy
Grows: EPA Publishes 2017 Annual Toxics Release Inventory Report and Analysis
WASHINGTON (March 5, 2019) — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) released
its 2017 Toxics Release Inventory (TRI) National Analysis. Results of this publicly available database
show that since 2007, releases of TRI chemicals in the U.S. manufacturing sector have declined while the
economy has grown. Industrial facilities have reduced releases of TRI chemicals by taking action to
prevent pollution. “By communicating TRI data in a clear and consistent manner, EPA is utilizing the
power of transparency to notify the public of important public health information and simultaneously
encourage industry to improve environmental outcomes,” said EPA Administrator Andrew Wheeler.
“The latest TRI analysis confirms that under President Trump the U.S. continues to improve its air quality
while growing its economy.”
“This year’s TRI results give proof that economic growth and an improved environment can go hand in
hand. For over thirty years, TRI has given the public the right-to-know about chemical releases in their
neighborhoods and showed what companies are doing to reduce and prevent those releases. That
commitment continues. Our focus today is making the TRI website more accessible, interactive and
engaging to the public,” said EPA Office of Chemical Safety and Pollution Prevention Assistant
Administrator Alexandra Dapolito Dunn.
This year’s National Analysis increases the transparency of the TRI database. New features include a new
graphic on innovative use of green chemistry by industry, profiles of the paints and coatings
manufacturing and other sectors, and an expanded illustration of the role of TRI data in chemical risk
evaluations. The Analysis showcases industry practices to manage waste and reduce pollution at nearly
22,000 facilities that submitted TRI data for calendar year 2017. EPA encourages facilities to learn from
their counterparts’ best practices and adopt additional methods for reducing pollution.
In addition, today EPA is holding virtual press conferences in all 10 EPA Regions to highlight regional
trends and engage with local communities. EPA Administrator Wheeler joined EPA Regional
Administrator Pete Lopez in New York City to discuss this year’s data and analysis.
2017 Highlights
Air releases of TRI chemicals declined by 11 million pounds in 2017, driven by reductions in air
releases at chemical manufacturing facilities. Since 2007, air releases of TRI-listed chemicals fell 57
percent at industrial facilities submitting data to the program. Electric utilities are responsible for the
greatest decreases in air releases since 2007, but nearly all industrial sectors have reduced their air
releases over that time.
87 percent of the nearly 31 billion pounds of TRI chemical wastes was prevented from being
released into the environment due to practices such as recycling, energy recovery, and treatment.
Industrial facilities also reported implementing nearly 4,000 new source reduction activities that
eliminated or reduced the creation of chemical waste.
Under the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA), covered facilities must
report their annual releases of TRI chemicals for the prior calendar year to EPA by July 1. EPA, states
and tribes receive TRI data from facilities in industry sectors such as manufacturing, mining, electric
utilities and commercial hazardous waste management. The Pollution Prevention Act also requires
facilities to submit information on pollution prevention and other waste management activities of TRI
chemicals.

Access the 2017 TRI National Analysis, including local data and analyses. Information on facility efforts
to reduce TRI chemical releases is available.
Paula Hoag EPA Office of Small Business Programs 3/5/2019
Please make note and share with your small entity contacts that may want to participate in an upcoming
listening session: The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and the Department of the Army are
interested in hearing from small entities on their proposal to revise the definition of “waters of the United
States.” Small entities, among others, have expressed significant interest in the agencies’ proposed
revisions. The agencies will hold an in-person meeting on Tuesday, March 19, 2019, from 9:00 to 11:00
am Eastern Time. Please see the below or the attached invitation for RSVP deadline and instructions.
Small Entity Outreach – WOTUS 2 Rulemaking: A Revised Definition of WOTUS
Summary: The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and the Department of the Army (herein after “the
agencies”) are interested in hearing from small entities on their proposal to revise the definition of “waters
of the United States.” Small entities, among others, have expressed significant interest in the agencies’
proposed revisions. The agencies will hold an in-person meeting on Tuesday, March 19, 2019, from 9:00
to 11:00 am Eastern Time.
Invitation:
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Department of the Army (Army) (herein after
“the agencies”), are interested in hearing from small entities on the proposed rule to revise the definition
of “waters of the United States.” The agencies’ proposal would provide the public with a straightforward
definition to protect the nation’s waterways, help sustain economic growth and reduce barriers to business
development. The agencies’ proposal is the second step in a two-step process to review and revise the
definition of “waters of the United States” consistent with the February 2017 Presidential Executive Order
13778. The proposed rule is grounded in law and Supreme Court precedent and respects the limitations on
power granted to the federal government by the Constitution and to the agencies to regulate navigable
waters by Congress through the Clean Water Act. The agencies reviewed and considered the extensive
feedback and recommendations received from stakeholders throughout consultations and pre-proposal
meetings and webinars. This input helped highlight the issues that are most important to stakeholders,
including small entities, directly affected by the scope of Clean Water Act jurisdiction.
The in-person listening session with small entities will be held on Tuesday, March 19, 2019, from 9:00 to
11:00 am Eastern Time at the U.S. EPA’s Headquarters located at 1200
Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20003. To facilitate the building security process, and to
request reasonable accommodation, those who wish to attend must contact Joan B. Rogers
(202-564-6568 or rogers.joanb@epa.gov), no later than Monday, March 11, 2019. RSVPs will be
accepted until March 11, or until room capacity has been reached (100 max), whichever occurs first. If
you would like to provide a three minute “oral presentation” at the in-person listening session, please let
Joan B. Rogers know by the registration date listed above so she can schedule your slot. The agencies will
prepare a written summary of the presentations and this will be included as part of the rulemaking docket.
You are also invited to submit a copy of your oral presentation, identified by Docket ID No. EPA-HQOW-2018-0149, at https://www.regulations.gov. Thank you in advance for your interest in the waters of
the United States rulemaking. We look forward to your participation in this important effort.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/1/2019
Thanks to those of you who were on the website subcommittee today! The surface coating compliance
assistance center resources discussed as part of our call today is at http://sterc.org/. It does not appear that
they have finalized and published the metal finishing documents they gave us a preview of during our
joint calls, but I will be sure to forward any new postings I see or share out the webinars as discussed.

You will note they have done a good job of referencing the National SBEAP state contacts in many areas
of their centers.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/24/2019
Via Kevin Bromberg, SBA: The Office of Advocacy is holding a small business- focused WOTUS
Forum In Kansas City on the morning of February 27th. See the attached agenda for further
information. In addition, EPA is holding its WOTUS public hearings In Kansas City on the afternoon of
February 27 and the following morning at a separate location (see below notice).
Army Corps of Engineers and EPA Seek Comments on Revised Definition of “Waters of the United
States”
On February 14, 2019, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
issued a proposed rule to revise the definition of “Waters of the United States.” The rule is the second step
in a two-step process to review and revise this definition. The proposed rule is intended to clarify the
scope of waters federally regulated under the Clean Water Act. The two agencies will be holding public
hearings on the proposed rule on February 27 and 28, 2019. Written comments are due by April 15, 2019.
 Read the Federal Register notice and submit written comments here.
 Register to attend the public hearings here.
Advocacy contact: Prianka Sharma at (202) 205-6938.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/22/2019
EPA Seeking Comments on Proposed Amendments to the Manifest Forms
A Federal Register (FR) notice announcing EPA's intent to submit the electronic manifest (e-Manifest)
information collection request (ICR) to the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) for review and
approval was published on February 8, 2019. The notice provides an overview of the manifest program
and proposes estimates of the time and cost for the public to respond to the collection of information for
the entire manifest program.
Additionally, the FR notice proposes amendments to the manifest forms (both paper and electronic).
Specifically, the FR notice requests comment on how to:
 Improve the precision of waste quantities and units of measure reported in Items 11 and 12 of the
hazardous waste manifest, respectively;
 Enhance the quality of international shipment data reported on the manifest; and
 Assist EPA with integrating e-Manifest and biennial reporting (BR) requirements.
View the notice in the Federal Register here. The FR notice provides a 60-day comment period ending
April 9, 2019. Submit your comments, referencing by Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OLEM-2018-0756. The
docket can be viewed online here or in person at the EPA Docket Center, WJC West, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave. NW, Washington, DC.
Management Standards for Hazardous Waste Pharmaceuticals and Amendment to the P075
Listing for Nicotine
Rule to be published in the Federal Register tomorrow, February 22: The Management Standards for
Hazardous Waste Pharmaceuticals and Amendment to the P075 Listing for Nicotine final rule is
scheduled to be published in the Federal Register tomorrow, February 22, 2019. The published rule will
be available here.
Recording Available: EPA presented a webinar about the contents of the final rule "Management
Standards for Hazardous Waste Pharmaceuticals and Amendment to the P075 Listing for Nicotine" on
February 14, 2019 and a recording of that webinar is now available. Click the "View Archive" button on
the webinar web page to access the recording. Additionally, the presentation slides from the webinar can
be found in the "Webinar Slides" tab on this same page. EPA will deliver this same presentation two more
times in March, but due to high interest, these webinars are all full. If we are able to schedule additional
deliveries of this presentation, we will post that information on the final rule web page here.
New Memos Added to RCRAOnline

EPA has uploaded several memos to the new Resource Conservation and Recovery Online system. They
can be access in various ways including an Advanced Search by date, which can be found here. From this
page, use the pull-down menu to choose "After" and then type in a date, such as 02/21/17, to have the
system display memos that have been issued in the past two years.
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/21/2019
I have been working with Rhonda for a while now getting her up and running. She will be on our next
NSC call and I have scheduled a meeting with her and her supervisor, Laura McKelvey, at the end of
March to begin discussions on how we can best work together. Right now, she is drinking out of a
firehose. I’m sure we are all grateful that after many years we finally are reconnecting in a very
meaningful way with OAQPS! Stay tuned and we will keep you updated.
Via Rhonda Wright, U.S. EPA Office of Air and Radiation, Office of Air Quality Planning and
Standards: My name is Rhonda Wright. I currently work in EPA’s Office of Air and Radiation, Office of
Air Quality Planning and Standards (OAQPS), Outreach and Information Division (OID), Community
and Tribal Programs Group (CTPG). I am writing you because I have been asked to be the Small
Business Liaison for my office and I accepted.
The Clean Air Act anticipates that EPA will have strong relationships with, and outreach to, small
businesses about air pollution regulation. OAQPS has been a leader in this area in the past, especially in
the years following the 1990 Amendments. Peter Tsirigotis, Director of OAQPS, has asked OID to again
take the lead and serve as the OAQPS liaison for small businesses and those federal/state agencies that
also serve them. OID is refocusing our attention on this important work, in partnership with the other
OAQPS Divisions.
As a result, we are initiating a process to reach out to our Agency and state counterparts to determine the
needs from the small business community and develop a plan to improve our engagement with this
important constituency.
Our goal in this effort is to:
 Provide opportunities for small businesses to have effective, early engagement in the rulemaking
process.
 Minimize the unnecessary burden of OAQPS rules on small businesses.
 Assist small business entities to better comply with OAQPS rules by developing outreach
materials, providing rule interpretation, and delivering training to affected entities.
 Enhance small businesses’ understanding of the health impacts of air pollution at the
neighborhood level.
A little bit about me: I have worked for EPA for over 10 years. While in CTPG, my primary focus is on
policy outreach for communities and tribal governments. Before joining OID, I worked in the Air Quality
Policy Division, within OAQPS, where I managed and led national workgroups to coordinate issues,
analysis, and decision-making on Designations for the Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) and Lead (Pb) National
Ambient Air Quality Standards. More recently, in 2018, I completed a 6-month detail as OAR IO’s
Special Assistant. I have spent most of my career planning and implementing policies and providing
direction on air program issues.
OID’s CTPG will facilitate the plan’s implementation; however, we would like to hear your thoughts on
OAQPS’ engagement with small business and how we can meet the need of small businesses, support
your office, and together develop a strategy on how to move forward.
If you have questions or small business concerns, please contact Rhonda Wright (919-541-1087) or Laura
McKelvey (919-541-5497).
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/21/2019
Recent Federal Register Notices – 2/12/19, Final Rule, NESHAP: Leather Finishing Operations Residual
Risk and Technology Review, 3308-3324 [This action finalizes the residual risk and technology review
(RTR) conducted for the Leather Finishing Operations source category regulated under national emission
standards for hazardous air pollutants (NESHAP). In addition, we are taking final action addressing

startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM), electronic reporting, and clarification of rule provisions.
These final amendments address emissions during periods of SSM, add electronic reporting, and revise
certain rule requirements and provisions. Although these amendments will not reduce emissions of
hazardous air pollutants (HAP), they are expected to improve compliance and implementation of the rule.
We found risk due to emissions of air toxics to be acceptable from this source category and determined
that the current NESHAP provides an ample margin of safety to protect public health and prevents an
adverse environmental effect. Therefore, we did not propose and are not finalizing any revisions to the
Leather Finishing Operations NESHAP based on our analyses conducted under CAA section 112(f). We
determined that there are no developments in practices, processes, and control technologies that warrant
revisions to the MACT standards for this source category. Therefore, we are not finalizing revisions to the
MACT standards under CAA section 112(d)(6).]
2/8/19, Final Rule, NESHAP: Friction Materials Manufacturing Facilities Residual Risk and Technology
Review, 2742-2753 [This action finalizes the residual risk and technology review (RTR) conducted for
the Friction Materials Manufacturing Facilities source category regulated under national emission
standards for hazardous air pollutants (NESHAP). In addition, we are taking final action addressing
periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM). We are finalizing our proposed determination that
the risks from the category are acceptable and that the current NESHAP provides an ample margin of
safety to protect public health. We identified no new cost-effective controls under the technology review
to achieve further emissions reductions. These final amendments include amendments to revise reporting
requirements for deviations. These amendments are made under the authority of the Clean Air Act (CAA)
and will improve the effectiveness of the rule. The amendments are environmentally neutral.]
2/7/19, Extension of Public Comment Period, Review of Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas
Emissions From New, Modified, and Reconstructed Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units
Page 2485 [FR DOC# 2019-01365] [On December 6, 2018, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
proposed a rule titled “Review of Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New,
Modified, and Reconstructed Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units.” The EPA is
extending the public comment period from February 19, 2019, until March 18, 2019, which is
consistent with the requirement to keep the record open for at least 30 days after the public hearing, which
is scheduled for February 14, 2019, in Washington, DC. Information about the public hearing was posted
online on January 30, 2019.
2/7/19, Proposed Rule, NESHAP : Coal- and Oil-Fired Electric Utility Steam Generating UnitsReconsideration of Supplemental Finding and Residual Risk and Technology Review Pages 2670-2704
[FR DOC# 2019-00936] [The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is proposing a revision to its
response to the U.S. Supreme Court decision in Michigan v. EPA which held that the EPA erred by not
considering cost in its determination that regulation under section 112 of the Clean Air Act (CAA) of
hazardous air pollutant (HAP) emissions from coal- and oil-fired electric utility steam generating units
(EGUs) is appropriate and necessary. After considering the cost of compliance relative to the HAP
benefits of regulation, the EPA proposes to find that it is not “appropriate and necessary” to regulate HAP
emissions from coal- and oil-fired EGUs, thereby reversing the Agency's prior conclusion under CAA
section 112(n)(1)(A) and correcting flaws in the Agency's prior response to Michigan v. EPA. We further
propose that finalizing this new response to Michigan v. EPA will not remove the Coal- and Oil-Fired
EGU source category from the CAA section 112(c) list of sources that must be regulated under CAA
section 112(d) and will not affect the existing CAA section 112(d) emissions standards that regulate HAP
emissions from coal- and oil-fired EGUs. We are soliciting comment, however, on whether the EPA has
the authority or obligation to delist EGUs from CAA section 112(c) and rescind (or to rescind without
delisting) the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Coal- and OilFired EGUs, commonly known as the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS). The EPA is also
proposing the results of the residual risk and technology review (RTR) of the NESHAP that the Agency is

required to conduct in accordance with CAA section 112. The results of the residual risk analysis indicate
that residual risks due to emissions of air toxics from this source category are acceptable and that the
current standards provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health. No new developments in
HAP emission controls to achieve further cost-effective emissions reductions were identified under the
technology review. Therefore, based on the results of these analyses and reviews, we are proposing that
no revisions to MATS are warranted. Finally, the EPA is also taking comment on establishing a
subcategory for emissions of acid gas HAP from existing EGUs firing eastern bituminous coal
refuse. Comments must be received on or before April 8, 2019.]
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/11/2019
From Rebeca Kane, U.E. EPA Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assistance: (6/27/2018) I am
sending this to everyone who attended the Enforcement and Compliance History Online (ECHO)
webinars on Dec. 12, 2017, or Jan. 11, 2018, regarding facility compliance history display changes, as
well as to EPA/state/local compliance and enforcement data stewards.
In 2017, The E-Enterprise Leadership Council (EELC) chartered an ECHO Case Study Team to help
inform state and EPA efforts to design collaborative processes that promote the respectful use of
environmental data among co-regulators. The team’s goals were to:
 Improve the usability, accuracy, and completeness of ECHO’s information;
 Review the root causes of data quality, accuracy, and communication concerns and propose
resolutions;
 Establish mechanisms for cooperative problem resolution and stewardship of ECHO data; and
 Report progress, findings, and recommendations to the EELC.
Regarding the first item, in-depth discussions to improve ECHO’s display of information about facility
compliance history led to a proposal to improve the context, labeling, and presentation of these data in
ECHO. The team conducted two webinars on the proposed changes and solicited comments from the data
steward community. A description of the improvements is attached. Thank you again to the team for
finalizing this proposal. The changes will be implemented on a rolling basis in ECHO Lab, which is
password protected for ECHO Government users with EPA LAN or web application access ID.
A small set of global changes (listed below) has been completed in ECHO Lab and will become public in
late July 2018. This allows us to put in place some of the report heading changes that affect ECHO
facility features as a whole in advance of the data presentation changes. The data presentation changes,
representing the bulk of the recommended improvements, will be available in ECHO Lab on a rolling
basis beginning in late July, with a public launch tentatively planned for December 2018. I will keep you
informed of the schedule.
ECHO Lab is available by log in at https://echolab.epa.gov. To go directly to a Detailed Facility Report to
view the changes listed below, you can use this link -https://echolab.epa.gov/detailed-facilityreport?fid=110000462785 (included as an example only) - substitute any applicable facility ID (ICIS-Air
ID, RCRA ID, NPDES permit ID, FRS number, PWS ID), and log in with your EPA LAN or web
application access ID. The changes on ECHO Lab now, which will be public in late July 2018:
a. Update name of Detailed Facility Report “Three Year Compliance Status by Quarter” table to
“Three Year Compliance History by Quarter”
b. Update Quarters “in” to Quarters “with” noncompliance or violation
c. Eliminate the “12-Quarter Violation History” grid from the top right of Detailed Facility Report
d. Implement navigation bar that allows users to more easily move to different parts of the Detailed
Facility Report

e. Implement Customize Report option at top of Detailed Facility Report, which will allow users to
toggle to monthly or quarterly Compliance History view. Please note that this will default to
quarterly until the monthly view has been developed for all media programs.
f. Add a Data Last Refreshed column to the Detailed Facility Report Compliance Summary Data
table.
You may also notice some minor changes to the formatting of the facility search results and Detailed
Facility Report. This is being done to meet recent U.S. Web Design System guidelines for consistent
presentation of digital government services. Please let me know if you have questions or concerns about
these changes.
(11/6/2018) While most of the compliance history display changes noted in this email relate to the CAA
Stationary Source, CWA NPDES, and Hazardous Waste programs, I included the full list of stewards so
you’re aware of this work.
A set of changes to ECHO’s display of facility compliance history has been completed in ECHO Lab for
your review. These changes will be made public on ECHO in late December 2018 or early January 2019
(depending on comments received):
Cross-Program Updates
1. Implemented Customize Report option at top of Detailed Facility Report, which allows users to
toggle to monthly or quarterly Compliance History view for Water, Air, and Hazardous Waste in
the Three-Year Compliance History table.
2. Created monthly compliance view in the Three-Year Compliance History table, visible in 12month increments, for Water, Air, and Hazardous Waste.
3. Updated violation time period labels by media program, generally No Violation Identified,
Violation Identified, and High Priority Violation/Significant/Category I
Noncompliance/Significant Noncomplier/Serious Violator, and standardized coloring across
media programs.
4. Updated date formats to be MM/DD/YYYY for consistency across media programs.
Program-Specific Updates
5. Clean Water
a. Incorporated Effluent Exceedance Report icon near the parameter name with effluent
violation(s) in the Three-Year Compliance History by Quarter/Month table.
b. Added full description of Significant/Category I Noncompliance instead of acronyms or
codes.
6. Hazardous Waste
a. Added display of Significant Noncomplier dates and agency in the Three-Year
Compliance History table.
7. Air
a. Updated logic for displaying differing Federally Reportable Violation (FRV) date ranges
in the Three-Year Compliance History Table and incorporated caveat popup to explain
the different FRV display options:
i. Option 1: Violation Identified – with Date Range using Determined to Resolved
Dates On the Detailed Facility Report. ECHO displays violations with the label
“Violation Identified” or “Violation” in a given time period (quarter or month). In
subsequent periods in which violations remain unresolved, based on the lack of a
Resolved Date in ICIS-Air, the text will read “Violation-Unresolved” to indicate that
one or more violations are unresolved but not newly identified. Note: if your state
agency would like to opt in to this display option, please let me know.

ii. Option 2 (default): Violation Identified – FRV determination date displayed on the
Detailed Facility Report, ECHO displays violations with the label “Violation
Identified” in a given time period (quarter or month).
Upcoming Development
 Create monthly view of benchmark exceedances, single event violation, permit schedule
violations, and DMR non-receipt violations in the Three-Year Compliance History by Month
table for Clean Water violations.
 Create download option of Three-Year Compliance History table from Detailed Facility Report
for Water, Air, and Hazardous Waste.
 Updates to compliance status values in ECHO Exporter across Water, Air, and Hazardous Waste
and help documentation.
 Minor help text updates.
I’ll let you know when the remaining items are completed. Please send to me any comments, questions, or
requests you might have on these changes by Dec. 21, 2018. If you have trouble accessing the site or
questions about using it, please feel free to use the Contact Us link at the top right of every page at any
time. If you no longer wish to receive emails on this topic, please let me know and I’ll remove you from
this distribution list.
(12/19/2018) Hi, if you have any comments on the changes described below, please send them by COB
Friday. Most of the items under “Upcoming Development” below have been implemented
(2/8/2019) The changes to Enforcement and Compliance History Online (ECHO) compliance history data
that are described below are now public on ECHO (https://echo.epa.gov), in particular in the facility
searches and Detailed Facility Report.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/7/2019
Federal Register Notices – 2/4/19, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Hydrochloric Acid Production Residual
Risk and Technology Review, 1570-1597 [The EPA is proposing amendments to the National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the Hydrochloric Acid (HCl) Production source
category. The proposed action presents the results of the residual risk and technology reviews (RTRs)
conducted as required under the Clean Air Act (CAA). The proposed amendments address the startup,
shutdown, and malfunction (SSM) provisions of the rule, add electronic reporting, and update the
reporting and recordkeeping requirements. Comments must be received on or before March 21, 2019.]
12/20/18, Proposed Rule, Review of Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions From
New, Modified, and Reconstructed Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units, 65424-65464
[The EPA is proposing amendments to the rulemaking titled ‘‘Standards of Performance for Greenhouse
Gas Emissions from New, Modified, and Reconstructed Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating
Units (EGUs),’’ which the EPA promulgated by notice dated October 23, 2015 (i.e., the 2015 Rule).
Specifically, the EPA proposes to amend its previous determination that the best system of emission
reduction (BSER) for newly constructed coal-fired steam generating units (i.e., EGUs) is partial carbon
capture and storage (CCS). Instead, the EPA proposes to find that the BSER for this source category is
the most efficient demonstrated steam cycle (e.g., supercritical steam conditions for large units and
subcritical steam conditions for small units) in combination with the best operating practices. The EPA
proposes to revise the standard of performance for newly constructed steam generating units as separate
standards of performance for large and small steam generating units that reflect the Agency’s amended
BSER determination. In addition, the EPA proposes to revise the standard of performance for
reconstructed steam generating units to be separate standards of performance for reconstructed large and
small steam generating units, consistent with the proposed revised standards for newly constructed steam
generating units. The EPA also proposes separate standards of performance for newly constructed and
reconstructed coal refuse-fired EGUs. In addition, the EPA proposes to revise the maximally stringent
standards for large modifications of steam generating units to be consistent with the standards for

reconstructed large and small steam generating units. The EPA is not proposing to amend and is not
reopening the standards of performance for newly constructed or reconstructed stationary combustion
turbines. The EPA is also proposing to make other miscellaneous technical changes in the regulatory
requirements. Comments must be received on or before February 19, 2019.]
12/3/18, Final Rule, Accidental Release Prevention Requirements: Risk Management Programs under the
Clean Air Act, 62268-62269 [The EPA is announcing that the amendments to the Risk Management
Program under the Clean Air Act put forward in a final rule published in the Federal Register on January
13, 2017 are in effect. DATES: The rule amending 40 CFR part 68, published at 82 FR 4594 (January
13, 2017) and delayed at 82 FR 8499 (January 26, 2017), 82 FR 13968 (March 16, 2017), and 82 FR
27133 (June 14, 2017), is effective December 3, 2018.]
11/30/18, Proposed Rules, NSPS Standards for New Residential Wood Heaters, New Residential
Hydronic Heaters and Forced-Air Furnaces, 61574-61585 [EPA proposes to amend the 2015 NSPS for
new residential hydronic heaters and new forced-air furnaces by adding a two-year ``sell-through'' period
for all affected new hydronic heaters and forced-air furnaces that are manufactured or imported before the
May 2020 compliance date to be sold at retail through May 2022. This will allow retailers additional
time, after the May 2020 effective date of the ``Step 2'' standards, for the sale of ``Step 1'' compliant
hydronic heaters and forced-air furnaces remaining in inventory. The EPA is also taking comment on
whether a sell-through period for all affected new residential wood heaters is appropriate following the
May 2020 compliance date and, if so, how long a sell-through period is needed and why. In addition, this
action is taking comment on whether the current minimum pellet fuel requirements should be retained
and, if so, whether they should be revised. Comments were due on January 14, 2019.]
11/30/18, Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, NSPS Standards for New Residential Wood
Heaters, New Residential Hydronic Heaters and Forced-Air Furnaces, 61585-61593 [In this action, the
EPA is soliciting comment on several aspects of the 2015 Standards of Performance for New Residential
Wood Heaters, New Residential Hydronic Heaters and Forced-Air Furnaces (2015 NSPS) in order to
inform future rulemaking to improve these standards and related test methods. This action does not
propose any changes to the 2015 NSPS, but does take comment on a number of aspects of the rule,
including the compliance date for the Step 2emission limits, Step 2 emission limits for forced-air
furnaces, hydronic heaters and wood heaters, Step 2 emission limits based on weighted averages versus
individual burn rates, transitioning to cord wood certification test methods, compliance audit testing,
third-party review, electronic reporting tool, and warranty requirements. Comments must be received on
or before February 13, 2019.]
11/26/18, Final Rule Amendments, NESHAP and NSPS: Petroleum Refinery Sector Amendments,
60696-60728
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/20/2018
FROM: Kevin Bromberg, Assistant Chief Counsel, David Rostker, Assistant Chief Counsel, Tabby
Waqar, Assistant Chief Counsel
The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
to discuss the following topics, beginning at 10 a.m. on Friday, January 11, 2019. The meeting will be
held in Washington, D.C., at the Small Business Administration Headquarters, 409 Third Street SW,
Eisenhower B Conference Room. Send your RSVP to twaqar@sba.gov. Please indicate whether you are
attending in person, or by teleconference. Information will be sent out to you when you RSVP. We have
adopted a casual attire option for all Roundtable meetings.
Agenda
10:00 – 11:00 AM: Risk Evaluations Under the Toxic Substance Control Act

Cathy Fehrenbacher, Acting Deputy Director, Risk Assessment Division, Office of Pollution Prevention
and Toxics, EPA
11:00 – 12:00 PM: Safe Management of Airbag Waste: Interim Final Rule
Jessica Young, Chief of Recycling and Generator Branch, Office of Resource Conservation and Recovery,
EPA Tracy Atagi, Office of Resource Conservation and Recovery, EPA
Roundtable meetings are open to all interested persons, with the exception of the press, in order to
facilitate open and frank discussion about the impacts of Federal regulatory activities on small
entities. Agendas and presentations are available to all, including the press. Anyone who wants to
receive roundtable agendas or presentations, or to be included in the distribution list, should forward
such requests to kevin.bromberg@sba.gov. The purpose of these Roundtable meetings is to exchange
opinions, facts and information and to obtain the attendees’ individual views and opinions regarding
small business concerns. The meetings are not intended to achieve or communicate any consensus
positions of the attendees.
Small Business Environmental Roundtable Issues for Discussion, January 11, 2019
Risk Evaluations Under the Toxic Substance Control Act-- The amended Toxic Substance Control
Act (TSCA) requires the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to conduct risk evaluations for existing
chemicals that the agency has deemed to be high-priority chemicals through its prioritization process. The
purpose of risk evaluation is to determine whether a chemical substance presents an unreasonable risk to
health or the environment. If the agency finalizes an unreasonable risk finding, it must manage the risk
via regulation of the chemical substance. This risk evaluation process consists of various components
including a scoping document that identifies hazards, exposures, conditions of use, and potentially
exposed or susceptible subpopulations to be considered. The controlling document, however, is a
scientific evaluation which includes a hazard assessment, exposure assessment, risk characterization and
the risk determination. Small businesses often lack the time and resources to be able to track and decipher
technical scientific documents that may serve as the basis of a potential regulatory restriction on their use
of a chemical substance. To facilitate a better understanding of the risk evaluations, EPA will provide an
overview of its process and its components.
Airbag Waste Interim Final Rule-- On November 30, 2018, EPA published an interim final rule to
address the ongoing Takata airbag recalls by facilitating the removal and disposal of the airbag
waste. The agency has provided a conditional exemption from its hazardous waste regulations under the
Resource Recovery and Conservation Act (RCRA) for collection of recalled airbag wastes. The
exemption will prevent those involved in removing or replacing the airbags from moving up to a larger
quantity generator category which triggers additional requirements. The rule is effective immediately,
however, EPA is accepting comments by January 29, 2019. Small businesses have expressed concerns
regarding the burdensome criteria of the conditional exemption.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/13/2018
From Kerry Callahan: Please see the below announcement from EPA, which includes dates of EPA
webinars in January regarding the final rule. I also note that under the final rule, the disposal of Food and
Drug Administration-approved nicotine replacement therapies will no longer be considered a hazardous
waste when discarded. The December 12, 2018 EPA news release about the final rule is available.
The PDF file of the pre-publication version of the final rule is 491 pages. I’ll send you the Federal
Register notice of the final rule when it is published.
From Kristin Fitzgerald: I’m happy to share the news that the Final Rule, Management Standards for
Hazardous Waste Pharmaceuticals and Amendment to the P075 Listing for Nicotine has been signed
by EPA's Acting Administrator Wheeler. It typically takes several weeks after signature before a rule is
published in the Federal Register. In the meantime, a pre-publication version of the final rule is available
on our website. The final rule provides tailored and streamlined standards for managing hazardous waste
pharmaceuticals that reduce the cost and compliance burden for the healthcare sector, while ensuring the
safe management of hazardous waste pharmaceuticals. Additionally, EPA is taking a common-sense
regulatory approach to the disposal of FDA-approved over-the-counter nicotine replacement therapies

(NRTs – i.e., gums, patches, lozenges), which will no longer be considered hazardous waste when
discarded. We have scheduled two webinars to discuss the contents of the final rule. The webinars, which
are free and open to the public, are scheduled for 1 pm Eastern on the following dates:
 Wednesday, January 9th
 Wednesday, January 23rd
Both webinars will be the same, with a one-hour general presentation about the final rule, followed by a
30-minute question and answer session. See our website to register to attend one of the webinars. Finally,
if you would like to receive future updates from EPA’s Office of Resource Conservation and Recovery
about solid and hazardous waste, sign up for our listserv by sending a blank email to: solid-andhazardous-waste-subscribe@lists.epa.gov
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/11/2018
EPA and Army Propose New "Waters of the United States" Definition 12/11/2018
Contact Information: EPA Press Office (press@epa.gov)
WASHINGTON — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Department of the
Army (Army) are proposing a clear, understandable, and implementable definition of “waters of the
United States” that clarifies federal authority under the Clean Water Act. Unlike the Obama
administration's 2015 definition of “waters of the United States,” today’s proposal contains a
straightforward definition that would result in significant cost savings, protect the nation’s navigable
waters, help sustain economic growth, and reduce barriers to business development.
“Our proposal would replace the Obama EPA’s 2015 definition with one that respects the limits of the
Clean Water Act and provides states and landowners the certainty they need to manage their natural
resources and grow local economies,” said EPA Acting Administrator Andrew Wheeler. “For the first
time, we are clearly defining the difference between federally protected waterways and state protected
waterways. Our simpler and clearer definition would help landowners understand whether a project on
their property will require a federal permit or not, without spending thousands of dollars on engineering
and legal professionals.”
The agencies’ proposal is the second step in a two-step process to review and revise the definition of
“waters of the United States” consistent with President Trump's February 2017 Executive Order entitled
“Restoring the Rule of Law, Federalism, and Economic Growth by Reviewing the ‘Waters of the United
States’ Rule.” The Executive Order states that it is in the national interest to ensure that the nation's
navigable waters are kept free from pollution, while at the same time promoting economic growth,
minimizing regulatory uncertainty, and showing due regard for the roles of Congress and the states under
the Constitution.
“EPA and the Army together propose this new definition that provides a clear and predictable approach to
regulating ‘waters of the United States.’ We focused on developing an implementable definition that
balances local and national interests under the Clean Water Act,” said R.D. James, Assistant Secretary of
the Army for Civil Works. “I have heard from a wide range of stakeholders on Clean Water Act
implementation challenges. This proposed definition provides a common-sense approach to managing our
nation's waters.”
The agencies’ proposed rule would provide clarity, predictability and consistency so that the regulated
community can easily understand where the Clean Water Act applies—and where it does not. Under the
agencies’ proposal, traditional navigable waters, tributaries to those waters, certain ditches, certain lakes
and ponds, impoundments of jurisdictional waters, and wetlands adjacent to jurisdictional waters would
be federally regulated. It also details what are not “waters of the United States,” such as features that only
contain water during or in response to rainfall (e.g., ephemeral features); groundwater; many ditches,

including most roadside or farm ditches; prior converted cropland; stormwater control features; and waste
treatment systems.
The agencies believe this proposed definition appropriately identifies waters that should be subject to
regulation under the Clean Water Act while respecting the role of states and tribes in managing their own
land and water resources. States and many tribes have existing regulations that apply to waters within
their borders, whether or not they are considered “waters of the United States.” The agencies’ proposal
gives states and tribes more flexibility in determining how best to manage their land and water resources
while protecting the nation’s navigable waters as intended by Congress when it enacted the Clean Water
Act.
Robust, publicly accessible data is also a key component of common-sense, cost-effective environmental
protection. In response to requests from some states, EPA and the Army are exploring ways the agencies
can work with our federal, state, and tribal partners to develop a data or mapping system that could
provide a clearer understanding of the presence or absence of jurisdictional waters.
The agencies invited written pre-proposal recommendations and received more than 6,000
recommendations that the agencies have considered in developing this proposal. The agencies listened to
those directly affected by the regulations, and this proposal balances the input the agencies received from
a wide range of stakeholders.
The agencies will take comment on the proposal for 60 days after publication in the Federal Register.
EPA and the Army will also hold an informational webcast on January 10, 2019, and will host a listening
session on the proposed rule in Kansas City, KS, on January 23, 2019. More information including a prepublication version of the Federal Register notice, the supporting analyses and fact sheets are available.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/20/2018
Federal Register Notices -11/14/18, Final Rule Amendments and 11/20/18, Correction, Testing
Regulations for Air Emission Sources, 56713-56734
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2018-11-14/html/2018-24747.htm
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2018-11-20/html/C1-2018-24747.htm
[This action amends certain existing testing regulations to reflect corrections, updates, and the addition of
alternative equipment and methods for source testing of emissions. These revisions will improve the
quality of data and provide flexibility in the use of approved alternative procedures. The revisions do not
impose any new substantive requirements on source owners or operators.]
10/30/18, Proposed Rule and 11/9/18, Correction, Requirements in Emission Guidelines for Municipal
Solid Waste Landfills, 54527-54532, 56015
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2018-10-30/html/2018-23700.htm
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2018-11-09/html/2018-24581.htm
[In this action, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) proposes to amend the 2016 Emission
Guidelines and Compliance Times for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills (``MSW Landfills EG''). The
requirements for state and federal plans implementing the MSW Landfills EG were adopted from 1975
regulations, referred to herein as the ``old implementing regulations,'' which are cross-referenced in the
MSW Landfill EG. In a separate regulatory proposal published in the Federal Register in August 2018,
the EPA proposed changes to modernize the old implementing regulations governing emission guidelines
under a new subpart. This action proposes to update the cross-references to the old implementing
regulations in the MSW Landfills EG to harmonize with the proposed new timing and completeness
requirements for state and federal plans. Comments are due December 14, 2018.]
10/15/18, Final Rule, NESHAP: Manufacture of Amino/Phenolic Resins Risk and Technology Review
Reconsideration, 51842-51857 [This action finalizes amendments to the NESHAP for the Manufacture of

Amino/Phenolic Resins (APR). These final amendments are in response to petitions for reconsideration
regarding the APR NESHAP rule revisions that were promulgated on October 8, 2014. In this action, we
are revising the maximum achievable control technology (MACT) standard for continuous process vents
(CPVs) at existing affected sources. In addition, we are extending the compliance date for CPVs at
existing sources. We also are revising the requirements for storage vessels at new and existing sources
during periods when an emission control system used to control vents on fixed roof storage vessels is
undergoing planned routine maintenance. To improve the clarity of the APR NESHAP, we are also
finalizing five minor technical rule corrections. In this action, we have not reopened any other aspects of
the October 2014 final amendments to the NESHAP for the Manufacture of APR, including other issues
raised in petitions for reconsideration of the October 2014 rule.]
10/15/18, Proposed Rule, Oil and Natural Gas Sector: Emission Standards for New, Reconstructed, and
Modified Sources Reconsideration, 52056-52107 [This action proposes reconsideration amendments to
the new source performance standards (NSPS) at 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) part 60, subpart
OOOOa (2016 NSPS OOOOa). The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) received petitions for
reconsideration on the 2016 NSPS OOOOa. In 2017, the EPA granted reconsideration on the fugitive
emissions requirements, well site pneumatic pump standards, and the requirements for certification of
closed vent systems by a professional engineer based on specific objections to these requirements. This
action proposes amendments and clarifications as a result of reconsideration of these issues. The proposed
amendments also address other issues raised for reconsideration and make technical corrections and
amendments to further clarify the rule. Comments must be received on or before December 17, 2018.]
Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/19/2018
Memo from ECOS concerning OECA’s memos on the National Compliance Initiatives and how states
and regions work together. (see Paula’s email from November 13th for additional information on the
memos):
ECOS Members:
First of all THANK YOU for your leadership and continued involvement in ECOS. Without you and
your decision-making, ECOS cannot advance important state and national issues in an effective and
meaningful manner. I would like to direct your attention to our request for feedback from your state.
Also if you wish to include other teammates from your organization on these issues, please let me know.
EPA’s Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance (OECA) has issued two memos setting forth
changes they are making to how regions and states work together on compliance and enforcement matters
and EPA’s National Compliance Initiatives. The changes set forth in these two memos were largely
identified by the ECOS and EPA members on the ECOS-EPA Compliance Assurance Workgroup, which
concluded in August 2018 with our Final Report. EPA is now requesting input from ECOS members on
these two memos by Monday, December 10, 2018. I included a proposed outline – feel free to expand if
you need more room!
First, OECA is seeking state feedback on its January 2018 Interim Guidance memo. Your input on stateregional planning and compliance assurance activities will help OECA in developing the final version of
this guidance. Let us know what you think is working well and what suggestions you have for
improvement. EPA expects to issue final guidance by Spring 2019.
Second, OECA is seeking early input from states and tribes on the FY2020-FY2023 round of its National
Compliance Initiatives (NCIs). See Transition from National Enforcement Initiatives to National
Compliance Initiatives, which ECOS distributed to its members in ECOSWIRE on August 24. The NCIs
were previously known as the National Enforcement Initiatives, and OECA has changed the name to
highlight that compliance is the goal of these initiatives as well as to reflect a broader use of compliance
assurance tools beyond formal enforcement. The FY2020-2023 round of NCIs are being developed with

more opportunity for state engagement, and if states wish, more opportunity for helping to implement the
NCIs. EPA Regional Offices have already sought input from their states on the NCIs, and OECA is also
reaching out to the state and tribal media associations.
Individual state ECOS members may submit any comments they have on these two memos by December
10, 2018 to both Sonia Altieri at ECOS, saltieri@ecos.org, and Kathleen Johnson at EPA,
Johnson.Kathleen@epa.gov. OECA indicates that there should be an opportunity for ECOS to offer its
input as an association on these two memos in March 2019, but welcomes individual state input at this
time. I know this is a busy time of year, but we do need your feedback on these issues.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/15/2018
Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) completed another major Toxic Substances
Control Act (TSCA) milestone by releasing the draft risk evaluation for Pigment Violet 29 (PV29), one of
the first ten chemicals undergoing risk evaluation under TSCA, as amended by the Frank R. Lautenberg
Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act (Lautenberg Act). “EPA has made tremendous progress
fulfilling our new responsibilities for existing chemicals under the amended Toxic Substances
Control Act,” said EPA Acting Administrator Andrew Wheeler. “Releasing the first draft risk
evaluation conducted under this new authority shows that the Agency is delivering on its promise to
meet the statutory deadlines and ensure the safety of chemicals currently on the market.”
Upon publication of the Federal Register notice, the draft risk evaluation for PV29 will be available for
public comment for 60 days in docket EPA-HQ-OPPT-2018-0604 on www.regulations.gov. With this
action, the Agency will be providing the public with an opportunity to submit their feedback on the
conclusions, findings, and determinations in the draft risk evaluation. EPA will use feedback received
from the public to inform the final risk evaluation. The draft risk evaluation will also undergo peer review
by the Science Advisory Committee on Chemicals (SACC) shortly. The SACC, the new Federal
Advisory Committee required under TSCA, will provide scientific advice, information, and
recommendations to EPA on chemicals regulated under TSCA.
PV29 is a chemical used as a colorant, primarily in inks, paints, coatings, and plastics. In June 2017, the
Agency released a scoping document for PV29 including the hazards, exposures, conditions of use, and
the potentially exposed or susceptible subpopulations EPA planned to consider in its risk evaluation. EPA
further refined the scope of the risk evaluation in June 2018 by issuing and taking public comment on a
problem formulation document. Draft risk evaluations for the remaining nine chemicals will be released
for public comment over the coming months. EPA plans to issue final risk evaluations for the first ten
chemicals by December 2019. Learn more and view the draft risk evaluation for PV29.
Background on The Trump Administration’s Lautenberg Act Accomplishments
The Trump Administration through its work at EPA has undertaken many implementation activities
which have enabled the agency to meet its statutory responsibilities under the Frank R. Lautenberg
Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act which amends the Toxic Substances Control Act, the Nation’s
primary chemicals management law. EPA has already met critical initial deadlines from the Lautenberg
Act, including issuing the framework rules on existing chemicals prioritization, risk evaluation, and the
existing chemicals inventory by the first-year anniversary of the Act on June 22, 2017.
On the second-year anniversary of the Lautenberg Act, EPA issued:
·
Mercury Use Reporting Rule with deadlines and requirements to assist in updating the inventory of
mercury supply, use, and trade in the United States.
·
Alternative Testing Strategy to promote the development of alternative test methods to reduce
vertebrate animal testing. On March 7, 2018, EPA released the draft strategy for public comment.
·
Guidance on Generic Names.

·
Policy on Assigning Unique Identifiers to chemicals and applying those identifiers to other
information concerning the same chemical.
·
Guidance on Expanding Confidential Business Information (CBI) access to states, tribes, and local
governments; health and environmental professionals; and first responders.
On September 27, 2018, EPA issued a final Fees Rule to provide funding for Lautenberg Act
implementation, including risk evaluations and reviewing CBI.
Finally, also in September 2018, EPA released the approach it anticipates using to identify chemicals that
could be included in the next group of risk evaluations under TSCA while looking for input from the
public on which chemicals should be prioritized for risk evaluation and which chemicals may be low
priorities under TSCA.
Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 11/15/2018
This presentation includes a general overview of the proposed NPDES Applications and Program Updates
Rule from May 2016 and what action EPA is in the midst of taking to finalize provisions of the proposed
rule before the end of calendar year 2018. The final rule will make targeted changes to the NPDES
regulations and update the suite of NPDES permitting application forms.
Frank Sylvester is a physical scientist with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s Office of
Wastewater Management in Washington, D.C. He works with other EPA and state, territory, and tribal
staff to implement the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permitting program.
He has a background in science and law, having graduated from the State University of New York
College of Environmental Science and Forestry (SUNY-ESF) (M.S. in natural resources management)
and from Syracuse University’s College of Law (J.D.).
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/13/2018
Since nearly all of us have a Brewery or two in our region/state, I wanted to be sure you did not miss this,
“Microbrewery Business Is Hopping” from the US Census Bureau. I use their American Fact Finder and
other information to research small business relevant info frequently. FYI, Census Bureau also offers
training on some of their tools. Kind of “nerdy” but very useful. Costs are low for the training. As you
can see, CA could claim the title “Beer Capital” of the US! Though Colorado is not far behind.
Forwarded from La Ronda Bowen: Seriously, Data visualization is becoming increasingly popular. In
CA, where we have a lot of money right now going into low income/disadvantaged/environmental Justice
communities, the good and the bad news is that anyone can locate businesses by industry type and
address very easily through our data visualization tool – Cal Enviro Screen. Unlike the EPA’s EJ screen,
ours does not focus on environmental “problem” areas but includes social and economic factors
(Language other than English spoken in the home, income, age, educational attainment, reported health
statistics, etc). These unlike attributes are combined to create a score and the resulting “disadvantaged
communities”. I share this so you will not be surprised if something similar gets underway in your state.
In CA, some individuals are seeking tighter regulations on select small business sectors (gasoline service
stations, metal platers, refineries large and small, etc.). This is true even though these businesses are
already using BACT and are among the cleanest in the world. Closure of some of these firms is
guaranteed according to the business owners themselves. That will mean reduced employment and
opportunity for business ownership in areas needing it most. Are any other 507 program folks aware of
similar trends in your state? CARB AB 617 Community Air Protection Program. See the EPA Enviro
Justice Screen here. See the CalEnviroScreen here. (oehha = Office of Environmental Health Hazard
Assesment)
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/9/2018
This email regarding a significant realignment/reorganization of the EPA Regional Offices was sent late
yesterday: In February 2018, the EPA released its reform plan in response to President Trump’s March
2017 Executive Order 13781, Comprehensive Plan for Reorganizing the Executive Branch. The EPA’s

Reform Plan contains 11 projects, including Examining EPA’s Field Presence. After reviewing
information presented by the Field Presence Workgroup, the agency concluded that greater consistency in
the EPA’s regional organizational structure is needed to increase visibility into regional office operations.
When the regional offices are organizationally aligned with headquarters, we will be better able to
streamline decision-making for accountability and performance, allowing us to better carry out our
mission. To do so, the Agency proposes to establish a standard organizational structure for its regional
offices that is intended to:
Increase coordination between EPA National Programs and their regional counterparts as we work to
meet our strategic goals and objectives;
Improve the consistent implementation of EPA regulations and policies;
Allow for better resource allocation to more effectively carry out the agency’s mission;
Facilitate the agency’s overall operational excellence; and
Provide greater transparency for EPA customers.
Currently, every regional office has a different structure. The proposed new standard structure for every
regional office includes the following:
Regional Administrator, Deputy Regional Administrator, and the following divisions:
Air and Radiation;
Administration and Resource Management (to include Office of Administration and Resources
Management, Office of the Chief Financial Officer and Office of Environmental Information functions);
Enforcement and Compliance Assurance;
Land and Redevelopment (to include Office of Chemical Safety and Pollution Prevention and
Brownfields functions);
Superfund and Emergency Management;
Water;
Laboratory Services and Applied Science; and
Regional Counsel (to include the Freedom of Information Act program).
We have received and reviewed each region’s proposed detailed plan and incorporated them, as
appropriate, into the realignment proposal. The plan maintains our 10 regional offices. This
reorganization does not move staff geographically, reduce or demote staff, downsize/close/move regional
offices or laboratories, or make any changes to specific regional or geographic programs.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/27/2018
EPA Releases Agenda for Leavenworth PFAS Community Engagement Event
Media Contact: press@epa.gov
WASHINGTON (August 24, 2018) — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
released an early agenda for the final per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) community engagement
at the Riverfront Community center, 123 S. Esplanade, Leavenworth, Kansas. This event will allow EPA
to provide important information to the public on the agency’s PFAS actions and to hear directly from
Heartland communities, states, local governments, and tribes about their experiences with PFAS.

Additional details will be posted on the PFAS Community Engagement Website. Both sessions are open
to the public and press. If you are interested in attending the event, please register here. Those interested
in speaking should select the option to speak while registering. Please check back at the PFAS
Community Engagement website for further information leading up to the event. Citizens are also
encouraged to submit written statements to the public docket at https://www.regulations.gov/ enter docket
number: OW-2018-0270.
EPA has made addressing PFAS a priority, and EPA is moving expeditiously on the following actions:
1. EPA will initiate steps to evaluate the need for a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA
and PFOS. We will convene our federal partners and examine everything we know about PFOA
and PFOS in drinking water.
2. EPA is beginning the necessary steps to propose designating PFOA and PFOS as “hazardous
substances” through one of the available statutory mechanisms, including potentially CERCLA
Section 102.
3. EPA is currently developing groundwater cleanup recommendations for PFOA and PFOS at
contaminated sites and will complete this task by fall of this year.
4. EPA is taking action in close collaboration with our federal and state partners to develop toxicity
values for GenX and PFBS later this year.
Background
Throughout the summer, EPA has conducted similar engagements with communities impacted by PFAS.
Community Engagements have been held in Exeter, New Hampshire (June 25-26); Horsham,
Pennsylvania (July 25); Colorado Springs, Colorado (August 7-8); and Fayetteville, North Carolina
(August 14). The EPA also engaged with tribal representatives at the Tribal Lands and Environment
Forum in Spokane, Washington, on August 15.
These community engagement events are critical to understand ways the Agency can best support the
work that’s being done at the state, local, and tribal levels. Using information from the National
Leadership Summit, community engagements, and public input provided by the docket, EPA plans to
develop a PFAS Management Plan for release later this year. To ensure that everyone who would like to
provide input to the EPA has the opportunity to do so, the Agency has opened a docket for input from the
public and will be accepting comments until September 28, 2018. Learn more about PFAS.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/19/2018
Federal Register Notices - 9/12/18, Proposed Rules, NESHAPs for Surface Coating of Large Appliances;
Printing, Coating, and Dyeing of Fabrics and Other Textiles; and Surface Coating of Metal Furniture
Residual Risk and Technology Reviews, Pages 46262-46341 [FR DOC# 2018-19018] [EPA is proposing
the results of the residual risk and technology reviews (RTR) for three rules--the National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the Surface Coating of Large Appliances; the
NESHAP for the Printing, Coating, and Dyeing of Fabrics and Other Textiles; and the NESHAP for the
Surface Coating of Metal Furniture. The EPA is proposing to find the risks due to emissions of air toxics
from these source categories under the current standards to be acceptable and that the standards provide
an ample margin of safety to protect public health. We are proposing no revisions to the numerical
emission limits based on these risk analyses or technology reviews. The EPA is proposing no new
requirements based on the technology review of the NESHAP for the Printing, Coating, and Dyeing of
Fabrics and Other Textiles. The EPA is proposing to require the use of high efficiency spray application
equipment under the technology review for the two rules that employ the use of coating spray application,
the NESHAP for the Surface Coating of Large Appliances and the NESHAP for the Surface Coating of
Metal Furniture, if the source is not using the emission rate with add-on control compliance option. The
EPA is also requesting comment on whether the high efficiency spray equipment technology requirement

under the technology review is necessary in light of the risk analyses indicating that there are ample
margins of safety. The EPA also is proposing to amend provisions addressing emissions during periods of
startup, shutdown, and malfunction; to amend provisions regarding electronic reporting of performance
test results; and to make miscellaneous clarifying and technical corrections. DATES: Comments must be
received on or before October 29, 2018.]
8/31/18, Proposed Rules, Emission Guidelines for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Existing Electric
Utility Generating Units: Emission Guideline Implementing Regulations; New Source Review Program,
44746-44813 [EPA is proposing three distinct actions, including Emission Guidelines for Greenhouse
Gas Emissions from Existing Electric Utility Generating Units (EGUs). First, EPA is proposing to
replace the Clean Power Plan (CPP) with revised emissions guidelines (the Affordable Clean Energy
(ACE) rule) that inform the development, submittal, and implementation of state plans to reduce
greenhouse gas (GHG) emission from certain EGUs. In the proposed emissions guidelines, consistent
with the interpretation described in the proposed repeal of the CPP, the Agency is proposing to determine
that heat rate improvement (HRI) measures are the best system of emission reduction (BSER) for existing
coal-fired EGUs. Second, EPA is proposing new regulations that provide direction to both EPA and the
states on the implementation of emission guidelines. The new proposed implementing regulations would
apply to this action and any future emission guideline issued under section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act
(CAA). Third, the Agency is proposing revisions to the New Source Review (NSR) program that will
help prevent NSR from being a barrier to the implementation of efficiency projects at EGUs. DATES:
Comments must be received on or before October 30, 2018.]
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/27/2018
Small Business Environmental Roundtable Issue for Discussion September 7, 2018
In implementing section 5 of amended TSCA, EPA has been in the process of revising its procedures for
reviewing new chemicals. Key statutory provisions require EPA to make one of four possible
determinations on a Pre-Manufacture (PMN) notice:
•
The chemical substance presents an unreasonable risk.
•
There is insufficient information in the notice for EPA to make a risk determination.
•
There is insufficient information and the PMN substance may present an unreasonable risk.
•
The PMN substance is not likely to present an unreasonable risk.
Before a PMN substance can be manufactured commercially, EPA must make an affirmative
determination within 90 days of a PMN submission (with a possible one-time 90-day extension).
Amended Section 5 also requires that determinations must take into account risks to potentially exposed
or susceptible subpopulations without consideration to cost or other non-risk factors. The agency must
also consider reasonably foreseeable conditions of use, those being “the circumstances, as determined by
the Administrator, under which a chemical substance is intended, known, or reasonably foreseen to be
manufactured, processed, distributed in commerce, used, or disposed of.”
For the regulated community, it is essential that the New Chemicals program reduce delays, complete
reviews within the statutory deadlines, and perform with greater predictability and transparency. Small
businesses requiring significant research and development (R&D) and manufacturing lead-time need an
EPA program that will allow them to meet customer demands, operate profitably, and bring innovative
chemicals to market efficiently.
Speaker Bio: Jared Rothstein
Jared Rothstein is the Senior Manager of Regulatory Affairs at the Society of Chemical Manufacturers
and Affiliates (SOCMA) overseeing the association’s advocacy efforts on environmental, health, and
safety policies. He manages a broad range of regulatory issues including chemicals managements,
accident prevention, process safety, and facility site security. SOCMA is the US-based trade association
dedicated solely to the specialty and fine chemical industry. SOCMA members play an indispensable role

in the global chemical supply chain, providing specialty chemicals to companies in markets ranging from
aerospace and electronics to pharmaceuticals and agriculture. Over 70% of SOCMA’s manufacturer
members are small businesses.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/2/2018
Federal Register Notices – 7/25/18, Final Rule, NESHAP Portland Cement Manufacturing Industry,
Residual Risk and Technology Review, 35122- [This action finalizes the residual risk and technology
review (RTR) conducted for the Portland Cement Manufacturing Industry source category regulated
under national emission standards for hazardous air pollutants (NESHAP). These final amendments
include no revisions to the numerical emission limits of the rule based on the RTR. The amendments
reflect corrections and clarifications of the rule requirements and provisions. While the amendments do
not result in reductions in emissions of hazardous air pollutants (HAP), this action results in improved
monitoring, compliance, and implementation of the rule.]
7/24/18 and 7/31/18, Extension of Comment Period, Accidental Release Prevention Requirements: Risk
Management Programs under the Clean Air Act, 34967-34968 and 36837-36838
[EPA is providing notice that it is supplementing the record for the proposed Risk Management Program
(RMP) Reconsideration rule published on May 30, 2018. We have placed into the rulemaking docket
the November 2017 version of the RMP database containing risk management plans submitted to EPA.
EPA used this version to support analysis of changes in the RMP reporting facility universe discussed in
the Regulatory Impact Analysis of the proposed Reconsideration rule. To afford the public an opportunity
to comment on the updated RMP database and its impacts on the proposed Reconsideration rule, EPA is
extending the comment period for the proposed rule. DATES: The comment period for the proposed rule
published on May 30, 2018 at 83 FR 24850, is extended. Comments and additional material must be
received on or before August 23, 2018.]
7/12/18, Notification of final action denying petition for reconsideration, NESHAP Chemical Recovery
Combustion Sources at Kraft, Soda, Sulfite, and Stand-Alone Semi-chemical Pulp Mills, Pages 3221332214 [EPA is providing notice that it has responded to a petition for reconsideration of the final National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Chemical Recovery Combustion
Sources at Kraft, Soda, Sulfite, and Stand-Alone Semi-chemical Pulp Mills published in the Federal
Register on October 11, 2017. The Acting Administrator denied the petition in a separate letter to the
petitioners. The letter, which provides a full explanation of the agency's rationale for the denial, is in the
rulemaking docket.]
7/10/18, Proposed rule amendments, NESHAP and NSPS for Petroleum Refineries, 31939-31944
[Comments due August 9, 2018.]
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/2/2018
Federal Register Notices - July 2, 2018, Final Rule Amendments, Remaining Requirements for Mercury
and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) Electronic Reporting Requirements, Pages 30879-30883
[The EPA is taking final action to extend the period during which certain electronic reports required by
the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) may be submitted as portable document format (PDF)
files using the Emissions Collection and Monitoring Plan System (ECMPS) Client Tool. This action will
extend the end date of that period from June 30, 2018, to July 1, 2020. This extension is necessary
because the electronic reporting system that owners or operators of affected MATS sources will be
required to use when PDF filing is no longer allowed will not be available by June 30, 2018. This
extension does not alter the responsibility of owners or operators of affected MATS sources to comply
with the applicable MATS and report their compliance information to the appropriate authority. In
addition, this extension ensures that the compliance information can be submitted in a timely manner and

made available to the public. Finally, this rule is effective on July 1, 2018, to provide the regulated
community a continuous and viable vehicle to submit compliance reports.]
June 15, 2018, Proposed Rule Amendments, Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources and
Emission Guidelines for Existing Sources: Commercial and Industrial Solid Waste Incineration Units;
Technical Amendments, Pages 28068-28137 [On June 23, 2016, the EPA promulgated its final response
to petitions for reconsideration of the final new source performance standards (NSPS) and emission
guidelines (EG) for commercial and industrial solid waste incineration (CISWI) units that were
promulgated on March 21, 2011, and revised after reconsideration on February 7, 2013. Following
promulgation of the June 2016 final action, the EPA received requests from industry stakeholders and
implementing agencies to clarify various issues with implementation of the standards. In addition, the
EPA identified certain testing and monitoring issues and inconsistencies within the rules that required
further clarification or correction. To address these issues, the EPA is proposing amendments to several
provisions of the 2016 CISWI NSPS and EG. In addition, the EPA identified regulatory provisions that
require clarification and editorial correction to address inconsistencies and errors in the final rules. If
finalized, the proposed amendments will provide clarity and address implementation issues in the final
CISWI NSPS and EG. The proposed revisions will not have any environmental, energy, or economic
impacts, if finalized. Comments must be received on or before July 30, 2018.]
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/12/2018
It is coming! EPA's transition to e-manifests. I attended one of the R7 workshops yesterday and it was
very well received by the audience. There are two more Kansas workshops, but EPA is hosting webinars
weekly. Clients can continue to use paper manifests, but they will pay about 5 times more than those that
use the e-manifest system.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/11/2018
EPA publishes TCE Problem Formulation: For those of you interested in reading or scanning the 200
page document, find it here.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/4/2018
From ORCR Web Box: Below are some recent announcements:
Definition of Solid Waste 2018 Rule
On May 23, the EPA Administrator signed a final rule implementing the recent court decision on EPA?s
2015 definition of solid waste (DSW) rule on the recycling of hazardous secondary materials. In issuing
its final decision, the court agreed with EPA's requested clarification that the definition of legitimate
recycling applies in all circumstances. This decision ensures businesses and states have a consistent and
clear definition of legitimate recycling of hazardous secondary materials. EPA encourages states to adopt
the 2018 final rule, which implements these changes, and for industry to take advantage of these
flexibilities to minimize waste through increased recycling of these materials. More information.
Building Tribal Capacity through the National Tribal Waste Management Peer Matching Program
Issue 10 of the Tribal Waste Journal: Building Tribal Capacity through the National Tribal Waste
Management Peer Matching Program focuses on strengthening tribal capacity and developing sustainable
waste management programs through the National Tribal Waste Management Peer Matching Program. It
provides examples of successful peer matches, resulting in sustainable and economically beneficial
program improvements. Check it out here.
Presentation Slides Posted from the Hazardous Waste Generator Improvements Rule Workshop
EPA developed the slides below for a six-hour workshop on the Hazardous Waste Generator
Improvements final rule to spread awareness of this rule to the states and regulated community. The
training is designed to describe and explain in more detail the rule's provisions and how this rule may
potentially affect generators and states implementing the rule. Access the presentation slides here.

Public Comment Period Open for the Draft Update to the Planning for Natural Disaster Debris
Guidance and to Related Documents
EPA is requesting public comment on three documents. The first one is the draft guidance, Planning for
Natural Disaster Debris. This draft guidance is an update to the Planning for Natural Disaster Debris
guidance that EPA published in March 2008. EPA also is requesting public comment on the All-hazards
Waste Management Decision Diagram and the Pre-Incident All-hazards Waste Management Plan
Guidelines: Four-step Waste Management Planning Process. The public comment period is open
through June 26, 2018 via Regulations.gov under Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OLEM-2017-0657. Learn
more here.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/6/2018
Recent Federal Register Notices – February 1, 2018, Notice of Three Public Listening Sessions, Repeal of
Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating
Units; Pages 4620-4621 [In response to numerous requests for additional opportunities for the public to
provide oral testimony on the proposed rule in more than one location, the EPA is announcing that three
listening sessions will be held. In addition, the EPA will reopen the public comment period until April 26,
2018. On October 16, 2017, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) published a proposal to
announce its intention to repeal the Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary
Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units, commonly referred to as the Clean Power Plan, as
promulgated on October 23, 2015. The proposal also requested public comment on the proposed rule. The
EPA held public hearings on November 28 and 29, 2017, in Charleston, West Virginia, and extended the
public comment period until January 16, 2018.]
January 29, 2018, Direct Final Rule, NESHAP: Off-Site Waste and Recovery Operations, 3986-3992
[This final action removes the additional monitoring requirements for PRDs on containers that resulted
from the 2015 amendments because we have determined that they are not necessary. This action finalizes
amendments to the NESHAP for Off-Site Waste and Recovery Operations (OSWRO). The final
amendments address continuous monitoring on pressure relief devices (PRDs) on containers. This issue
was raised in a petition for reconsideration of the 2015 amendments to the OSWRO NESHAP, which
were based on the residual risk and technology review (RTR). Among other things, the 2015 amendments
established additional monitoring requirements for all PRDs, including PRDs on containers. For PRDs on
containers, these monitoring requirements were in addition to the inspection and monitoring requirements
for containers and their closure devices already required by the OSWRO NESHAP. This action does not
substantially change the level of environmental protection provided under the OSWRO NESHAP, but
reduces burden to this industry compared to the current rule by $28 million in capital costs related to
compliance, and $4.2 million per year in total annualized costs under a 7 percent interest rate. Over 15
years at a 7-percent discount rate, this constitutes an estimated reduction of $39 million in the present
value, or $4.3 million per year in equivalent annualized cost savings. DATES: This final action is
effective on January 29, 2018.]
January 26, 2018, Revisions to Testing Regulations for Air Emission Sources, Pages 3636-3656
[This action proposes corrections and updates to regulations for source testing of emissions. The proposed
rule includes corrections to testing provisions that contain inaccuracies, updates to outdated
procedures, and approved alternative procedures that provide testers enhanced flexibility. The revisions
will improve the quality of data but will not impose new substantive requirements on source owners or
operators. DATES: Comments. Written comments must be received by March 27, 2018.}
Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/25/2018
Wanted to give you a heads up about the following internal policy memo. Let me know if you have any
questions.

Reducing Regulatory Burdens: EPA withdraws “once-in always-in” policy for major sources under Clean
Air Act
WASHINGTON – Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) issued a guidance
memorandum withdrawing the “once-in always-in” policy for the classification of major sources of
hazardous air pollutants under section 112 of the Clean Air Act. With the new guidance, sources of
hazardous air pollutants previously classified as “major sources” may be reclassified as “area” sources
when the facility limits its potential to emit below major source thresholds.
“This guidance is based on a plain language reading of the statute that is in line with EPA’s guidance for
other provisions of the Clean Air Act,” said Bill Wehrum, assistant administrator of EPA’s Office of Air
and Radiation. “It will reduce regulatory burden for industries and the states, while continuing to ensure
stringent and effective controls on hazardous air pollutants.”
Today’s memo is another step by which EPA is reducing unnecessary regulatory burdens that deterred
innovative efforts to improve the environment. The “once in always in” policy has been a longstanding
disincentive for sources to implement voluntary pollution abatement and prevention efforts, or to pursue
technological innovations that would reduce hazardous air pollution emissions. States, state organizations
and industries have frequently requested rescission of this policy, which was one of the most commonly
cited requests in response to President Trump’s Executive Order 13777. Today’s EPA action is an
important step in furtherance of the president’s regulatory reform agenda while providing a meaningful
incentive for investment in HAP reduction activities and technologies.
The Clean Air Act defines a “major source” as a one that emits, or has the potential to emit, 10 tons per
year of any hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons per year or more of any combination of hazardous air
pollutants. Sources with emissions below this threshold are classified as “area sources.” Different control
standards apply to the source depending on whether or not it is classified as a “major source” or an “area
source.”
In a 1995 memo, EPA established a “once-in always-in” policy that determined that any facility subject
to major source standards would always remain subject to those standards, even if production processes
changed or controls were implemented that eliminated or permanently reduced that facility’s potential to
emit hazardous air pollutants.
Today’s memo finds that EPA had no statutory authority under the Clean Air Act to place a time limit on
when a facility may be determined to be an area source, and that a plain language reading of the Act must
allow facilities to be reclassified as area sources once their potential to emit hazardous air pollutants falls
below the levels that define major sources.
EPA anticipates that it will soon publish a Federal Register notice to take comment on adding regulatory
text that will reflect EPA’s plain language reading of the statute as discussed in this memorandum. More
information is available online.
Barb Goode KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/25/2018
Additional info, some background. EPA today issued a guidance memorandum that withdraws the longstanding Once-In-Always-In policy for sources of hazardous air pollutants. EPA states: “On January 25,
2018, EPA issued a guidance memorandum withdrawing the “once in always in” policy for the
classification of major sources of hazardous air pollutants under section 112 of the Clean Air Act. With
the new guidance, sources of hazardous air pollutants previously classified as “major sources” may be
reclassified as “area” sources at any time, provided the facility limits its potential to emit below major
source thresholds.” EPA states in its memo that it will soon publish a notice in the Federal Register to
take comment on regulatory text that will reflect this guidance.
Jeremy Hancher PA Small Business Development Center 11/10/2017
AAPCA began compiling agency comments of the draft EPA FY 2018-2022 strategic plan.
Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/6/2017

On Oct. 3, EPA launched a program called Smart Sectors. Learn more about it and the history behind it
here and the factsheet. Also EPA has had a webpage for a while that consolidates regulatory information
by certain industry sectors here. I am assuming that the Smart Sectors, will do more of this, plus provide
an easier method for trade associations and industry sector groups a voice in future regulatory planning.
R Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 11/6/2017
I recall the Common Sense Initiative which became or evolved into the Strategic Goals Program
from about 1999 to 2002. Indiana worked with various stakeholders in the metal finishing
industry as well as EPA and local government.
R Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/6/2017
The factsheet hints that the Clinton-era “Common Sense Initiative” and the Bush-era initiative
called “Sector Strategies”, which was discontinued in 2009, were the “parents” of this idea. I
don’t know for how long, but the “Regulatory Information by Sector” has been around for a while
and may have been part of the “Sector Strategies”. I am not sure but I wonder if they intend to do
the same concept with the 14 industry sectors that they list, including update existing information
and resources for those sectors already listed on the “Regulatory Information by Sector”
page. For certain, gathering all regulatory requirements (at least Federal) into one spot under
each industry-type is extremely helpful.
R Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 11/6/2017
I also recall working with EPA, an EPA contractor and an external stakeholder group comprised
of business with the Indiana Cast Metals Association to work on an environmental management
system template in 2002-2003. We would meet at various businesses that were engaged in metal
casting at the time. I believe Navistar was one of the participants.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/25/2017
Recent Federal Register Notices - 10/24/17, Withdrawal of Final Rule, NESHAP for Wool Fiberglass
Manufacturing; Flame Attenuation Lines Page 49132 [Because the EPA received adverse comment, we
are withdrawing the direct final rule for the NESHAP for Wool Fiberglass Manufacturing; Flame
Attenuation Lines, published on July 27, 2017.]
10/16/17, Proposed Rule, Repeal of Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary
Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units, 48035-48049 [In this action, the EPA is proposing to repeal
the Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating
Units (EGUs), commonly referred to as the Clean Power Plan (CPP), as promulgated on October 23,
2015. Comments must be received on or before Dec 15, 2017.]
10/16/17, Final Rule, NESHAP: Nutritional Yeast Manufacturing Residual Risk and Technology
Review, 48156-48187 [This action finalizes the residual risk and technology review (RTR) conducted for
the Manufacturing of Nutritional Yeast source category regulated under the NESHAP. In addition, we are
finalizing other amendments, including revisions to the form of the volatile organic compounds (VOC)
standards for fermenters, removal of the option to monitor brew ethanol, inclusion of ongoing relative
accuracy test audit (RATA), and revisions to other monitoring, reporting, and recordkeeping
requirements.]
10/11/17, Final Rule, NESHAP: for Chemical Recovery Combustion Sources at Kraft, Soda, Sulfite, and
Stand-Alone Semi-chemical Pulp Mills Pages 47328-47357 [This action finalizes the residual risk and
technology review (RTR) conducted for the chemical recovery combustion sources at kraft, soda, sulfite,
and stand-alone semi-chemical pulp mills regulated under the NESHAP. We are finalizing our proposed
determination that risks from the source category are acceptable and that the standards provide an ample
margin of safety to protect public health. We are also finalizing amendments to the NESHAP based on
developments in practices, processes, and control technologies identified as part of the technology review.
These final amendments include revisions to the opacity monitoring provisions and the addition of

requirements to maintain proper operation of the electrostatic precipitator (ESP) automatic voltage control
(AVC). Additional amendments are also being finalized including the requirement to conduct 5-year
periodic emissions testing, and submit electronic reports; revisions to provisions addressing periods of
startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM); and technical and editorial changes. These amendments are
made under the authority of the Clean Air Act (CAA) and will improve the effectiveness of the rule.]
10/24/17, Withdrawal of Final Rule, NESHAP for Wool Fiberglass Manufacturing; Flame Attenuation
Lines Page 49132 [Because the EPA received adverse comment, we are withdrawing the direct final rule
for the NESHAP for Wool Fiberglass Manufacturing; Flame Attenuation Lines, published on July 27,
2017.]
10/16/17, Proposed Rule, Repeal of Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary
Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units, 48035-48049 [In this action, the EPA is proposing to repeal
the Carbon Pollution Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating
Units (EGUs), commonly referred to as the Clean Power Plan (CPP), as promulgated on October 23,
2015. Comments must be received on or before Dec 15, 2017.]
10/16/17, Final Rule, NESHAP: Nutritional Yeast Manufacturing Residual Risk and Technology Review,
48156-48187 [This action finalizes the residual risk and technology review (RTR) conducted for the
Manufacturing of Nutritional Yeast source category regulated under the NESHAP. In addition, we are
finalizing other amendments, including revisions to the form of the volatile organic compounds (VOC)
standards for fermenters, removal of the option to monitor brew ethanol, inclusion of ongoing relative
accuracy test audit (RATA), and revisions to other monitoring, reporting, and recordkeeping
requirements.]
10/11/17, Final Rule, NESHAP: for Chemical Recovery Combustion Sources at Kraft, Soda, Sulfite, and
Stand-Alone Semi-chemical Pulp Mills Pages 47328-47357 [This action finalizes the residual risk and
technology review (RTR) conducted for the chemical recovery combustion sources at kraft, soda, sulfite,
and stand-alone semi-chemical pulp mills regulated under the NESHAP. We are finalizing our proposed
determination that risks from the source category are acceptable and that the standards provide an ample
margin of safety to protect public health. We are also finalizing amendments to the NESHAP based on
developments in practices, processes, and control technologies identified as part of the technology review.
These final amendments include revisions to the opacity monitoring provisions and the addition of
requirements to maintain proper operation of the electrostatic precipitator (ESP) automatic voltage control
(AVC). Additional amendments are also being finalized including the requirement to conduct 5-year
periodic emissions testing, and submit electronic reports; revisions to provisions addressing periods of
startup, shutdown, and malfunction (SSM); and technical and editorial changes. These amendments are
made under the authority of the Clean Air Act (CAA) and will improve the effectiveness of the rule.]
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/23/2017
I am on the Lean/Continuous Process Improvement Team at NHDES. While NH does participate in lean
activities and have a few lean “leaders” at our agency, we do not have a lean culture throughout the
programs or divisions. We did a little research and found that some states are sharing their lean strategies,
MOUs, and implementation plans on their state web pages. We have information from Wisconsin,
Connecticut, Vermont, Colorado, Minnesota, Washington, New York and Arizona. Please share your
state’s links on lean implementation plans, strategies, or culture. New Hampshire’s page. We hope to
review all that implementation plans, charters, pages, to see how we can create a lean culture at NHDES.
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/2/2017
Forwarded from David Rostker: The Office of Advocacy will be hosting a Regulatory Reform
Roundtable in Glen Allen, Virginia on October 16. The purpose of these roundtables is to help us identify
specific regulatory barriers to small business growth through first-hand testimony and thereby assist
federal agencies in complying with the President’s directive to eliminate burdensome regulations. Please
see the attached announcement for more detail. Advocacy needs input from Virginia small businesses that
we can use to pursue reforms that will benefit their businesses. Advocacy is hosting this roundtable at the

request of U.S. House Small Business committee member, Rep. Dave Brat, who will be in attendance.
Congressman Brat serves as the Chairman of the Small Business Subcommittee on Economic Growth,
Tax, and Capital Access. We also expect representatives of federal agencies and other congressional
offices to attend the roundtables.
 On Monday, October 16 in Glen Allen, Advocacy will host a roundtable discussion from 9:30am
– 12:00pm at 4201 Dominion Blvd. Registration will begin at 9 am. To register or see more
information on this event visit this link.
Advocacy has previously held regional regulatory reform roundtables in Louisiana, Idaho, Washington,
Kentucky, Ohio, Missouri and Kansas. Please visit our Regulatory Reform webpage to see what we’ve
heard at these previous roundtables and to view all of our Regulatory Reform activity. This invitation is
public and may be distributed. Future Regional Regulatory Reform Roundtable in other parts of the
country will be announced as they are scheduled. For those unable to attend a roundtable, we have
established an online form for small businesses to tell us about their federal regulatory concerns.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/12/2017
Federal Register Notices – 8/29/17, Proposed Rule, NEHSAP for Wool Fiberglass Manufacturing;
Rotary Spin Lines Technology Review, Pages 40970-40981 [In this action, the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is proposing amendments to previous proposals to the National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the Wool Fiberglass Manufacturing source category. In the July
29, 2015, final rulemaking, the EPA deferred action on previously proposed formaldehyde, methanol and
phenol emission limits from rotary spin (RS) lines at wool fiberglass manufacturing facilities. In this
action, the EPA is proposing to readopt the existing emission limits for formaldehyde, to establish
emission limits for methanol, and to establish a work practice standard for phenol emissions from bonded
RS lines at wool fiberglass manufacturing facilities. In addition, the EPA is proposing amendments to the
emission limits promulgated on July 29, 2015, for formaldehyde, methanol, and phenol from flame
attenuation (FA) lines at wool fiberglass manufacturing facilities. The EPA is only taking comments on
the specific proposed requirements and revisions set forth in this proposed rulemaking, which are based
on information contained in this proposal. The EPA is not taking comment on any aspect of previous
rulemakings, including the November 25, 2011, April 15, 2013, and November 13, 2014, proposals.
DATES: The EPA must receive written comments on this proposed rule on or before October 13, 2017.]
8/24/17, Proposed Rule, NESHAP: Manufacture of Amino/Phenolic Resins, Pages 40103-40118 [On
October 8, 2014, the EPA finalized amendments to the NESHAP for the Manufacture of Amino/Phenolic
Resins (APR). Subsequently, the EPA received three petitions for reconsideration of the final rule. The
EPA is reconsidering and requesting public comment on issues related to the maximum achievable
control technology (MACT) standards for continuous process vents (CPVs) at existing affected sources.
The EPA is proposing to revise the MACT standard for back-end CPVs at existing affected sources based
on hazardous air pollutant (HAP) emissions test data for back-end CPVs at existing sources for this
source category submitted by petitioners. The EPA is also soliciting comments regarding the need to
revise the standard for front-end CPVs at existing sources, and to extend the compliance date for the
proposed revised emission limit for back-end CPVs at existing sources. Additionally, the EPA is
proposing requirements for storage vessels at new and existing sources during periods when an emission
control system used to control vents on fixed roof tanks is undergoing planned routine maintenance. The
EPA is seeking comments only on the four issues specifically addressed in this notice: proposed revised
back-end CPV MACT standards for existing sources, whether the EPA should modify the front-end CPV
MACT standards for existing sources, whether the EPA should extend the compliance date for the
proposed revised back-end CPV MACT standards for existing sources, and the proposed work practice
standards for storage vessels during planned routine maintenance of emission control systems. In this
rulemaking, the EPA is not reopening or requesting comment on any other aspects of the 2014 final
amendments to the NESHAP for the Manufacture of APR, including other issues raised in petitions for
reconsideration of the 2014 rule. The EPA estimates this proposal, if finalized as proposed, would reduce

compliance costs to this industry by $2.1 million per year, compared to a revised cost estimate of the
MACT standard as amended in 2014. DATES: Comments must be received on or before October 23,
2017.]
8/22/17, Proposed Rule, NESHAP From the Portland Cement Manufacturing Industry: Alternative
Monitoring Method, Pages 39712-39715 [The EPA is proposing to amend the Portland Cement
NESHAP. We are proposing to revise the testing and monitoring requirements for hydrochloric acid
(HCl) due to the current unavailability of HCl calibration gases used for quality assurance purposes.
DATES: The EPA must receive written comments on this proposed rule on or before October 6, 2017.]
8/22/17, Final Rule, NESHAP From the Portland Cement Manufacturing Industry: Alternative
Monitoring Method, Pages 39671-39673, [The EPA published a direct final rule in the Federal Register
on June 23, 2017 titled NESHAP From the Portland Cement Manufacturing Industry: Alternative
Monitoring Method. This final rule removes the provisions that were added in the June 23, 2017, direct
final rule and restores the provisions that were
deleted in that rule.]
John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/19/2017
Check out this report from Montgomery county MD. Lots of good info, displayed well. Also lots of ideas
for projects and how to execute those projects (EPC, public-private partnerships, solar, recycling, etc…).
R Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/19/2017
They also use a data visualization tool. If you scroll down, they have data from lots of programs,
including environmental protection. “Montgomery County Priority Objectives
In 2006, a diverse group of 150 residents were tasked with identifying the qualities of life in
Montgomery County that matter most. The results of their work are the eight Priority Objectives
shown below. Clicking on an Objective tile will show you a set of high-level indicators tracking
Montgomery County’s performance in each area based on Census and other public data, plus the
entire range of County Department Headline Performance Measures that align with the selected
area.” More states and counties are using these tools to tell their story.
Brent Goetz OH EPA 7/11/2017
We are a week out from next Tuesday’s Technical Sub-Committee meeting and I am looking forward to a
productive and beneficial hour of information sharing! The topic for this month’s meeting will be
calculating PTE for surface coating operations. I am sure that many of you have faced challenging
situations, which calculating PTE for these operations did not always yield a realistic PTE and sometimes
triggered unnecessary permitting obligations. These calculations can be especially challenging for
businesses who might coat large things infrequently, resulting in a vastly overinflated PTE. In preparation
for next Tuesday’s meeting I am requesting a few examples of these difficult situations along with the
outcome in your respective state. I would like the included calculations if possible, however if you don’t
have the calculations maybe we can work through them together as a group. I will sort through what is
provided and pick a variety for discussion points during our call next Tuesday.
R Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/13/2017
Easy solution in NC! “(b) Potential emissions for a coating operation, solvent cleaning operation,
or graphic arts operation shall be determined using actual emissions”
R Brent Goetz OH EPA 7/13/2018
Did you make that happen, if so what process did you go through?
R Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/13/2018

Tony, how does this work for EPA (Title V)? Does EPA accept this or does it conflict with their
definition or do you just use this for state purposes?
R Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/13/2018
I think EPA cares about Title V facilities which are not eligible for this rule.
R Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/13/2017
For the purposes of determining a source’s PTE (being less than major source thresholds) as
described in 15A NCAC 02Q .0803(c) [I hope that is a correct reference to the NC regulation],
how is that determined? Is PTE initially determined using the former methodology used in NC
and if the facility is below major source then actuals can be used as PTE? Or are actuals used and
completely replace the former methodology for PTE calculation and the source would only
become “major” if somewhere down the line their actuals exceeded major source thresholds?
R John Yntema GA Department of Natural Resources 7/14/2017
Is that rule definition really in your state SIP???
Joan B. Rogers EPA Office of Small and Disadvantaged Business Utilization 6/19/2017
The Office of Advocacy will be hosting Idaho Regulatory Reform Roundtables in Boise and Coeur
d’Alene next month. The purpose of these roundtables is to help us identify specific regulatory barriers to
small business growth through first-hand testimony and thereby assist federal agencies in complying with
the President’s directive to eliminate burdensome regulations. Please see the attached announcement for
more detail. Advocacy needs Idaho small business input we can use to pursue reforms that will benefit
their businesses. We also expect representatives of federal agencies and congressional offices to attend
the roundtables.
On Tuesday, July 11 in Boise, Advocacy will host a roundtable discussion from 8:00 a.m. to noon at the
Riverside Hotel. More information on this event can be found here.
Advocacy will be in Coeur d’Alene on July 13 from 8:00 a.m. to noon at the Best Western Plus Coeur
D’Alene Inn. More information on this event can be found here. We also have established an online form
for small businesses that may not be able to attend, but have regulatory issues they’d like to tell us about.
Advocacy has a webpage for all of our Regulatory Reform activity. This invitation is public and may be
distributed to your members, colleagues, and clients. Future Regional Regulatory Reform Roundtable in
other parts of the country will be announced as they are scheduled.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/25/2017
Dear Small Business Assistance Providers,
As a state small business partners we want to make sure you are aware that these listening and comment
meetings start today with the Office of Air and Radiation. A detailed schedule for the various offices and
departments can be found below.
The Small Business Environmental Assistance Program have a National Steering Committee that is
working hard to organize and provide comment. Of special interest to our small business audience is the
work that Joan Rogers and Paula Hoag are doing through the Office of Small and Disadvantaged
Business Utilization. However, your voice is needed too!
Please help us spread the word about “Public participation in EPA’s Regulatory Reform” as a web link or
story through your e-mail distributions and newsletters. Make time to participate in a listening meeting or
webinar. Find the schedule below, on our calendar or at https://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/regulatoryreform#Public.
· The Office of Air and Radiation plans a public meeting via teleconference on April 24, 2017 at 11:00
a.m. EDT.
The Office of International and Tribal Affairs will host an outreach call with tribal representatives on
April 24, 2017 at 2:00 p.m.

The Office of Small and Disadvantaged Business Utilization plans a public meeting on April 25, 2017
from 10 a.m. - 1 p.m. EDT.
The Office of Water (OW) is planning to meet with water associations, including ECOS, ACWA,
ASDWA, and GWPC on April 26, 2017 from 1:00 - 3:00 p.m., with regulatory reform discussion
between 1-2 p.m.
The Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations will host a meeting with
intergovernmental representatives on April 26, 2017 at 2:00 p.m.
The Office of Chemical Safety and Pollution Prevention (OCSPP) will host a public meeting on May 1,
2017 from 9:00 a.m. – 12 noon p.m. EDT on TSCA Subchapters I, II and VI rules and as well as
EPCRA Subchapter II § 11023 rules.
OCSPP will host a public meeting on May 1, 2017 from 1:00 p.m. - 2:30 p.m. EDT on TSCA
Subchapter IV (Lead Exposure Reduction) rules.
OW is planning a virtual listening session for the public on May 2, 2017 from 11 a.m. - 2 p.m.
OCSPP will meet with the Pesticide Program Dialogue Committee on May 4, 2017 from 9:00 a.m. 12:00 p.m. EDT.
The Office of Land and Emergency Management (OLEM), will host a public meeting to obtain public
feedback on May 9, 2017, from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. EDT in Arlington, VA.
This is a great opportunity for us to make sure the small business voice is represented. Thanks in advance
for your commitment and participation!
Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/14/2017
Hello SBEAP trade associations – We want to make sure you know about this opportunity for comment
sent out originally by Joan B. Rogers, Deputy Director EPA Office of Small and Disadvantaged Business
Utilization. The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Office of Small and Disadvantaged Business
Utilization (OSDBU), in implementing EO 13777: Enforcing the Regulatory Agenda, is hosting a
meeting to consult with our external stakeholders, to hear which rules and regulations our stakeholders
believe should be repealed, replaced, or modified, consistent with applicable law. The Executive Order,
signed February 24, 2017, establishes the “policy of the United States to alleviate unnecessary regulatory
burdens placed on the American people.” Among other things, it requires each agency to create a
Regulatory Reform Task Force to evaluate existing regulations and to identify regulations that should be
repealed, replaced or modified. The meeting will afford the agency an opportunity to listen and learn
directly from those impacted by our regulations.
Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/3/2017
3/16/17, Final rule; delay of effective date, Accidental Release Prevention Requirements: Risk
Management Programs Under the Clean Air Act; Further Delay of Effective Date [By a letter dated
March 13, 2017, the Administrator announced the convening of a proceeding for reconsideration of the
final rule that amends the chemical accident prevention provisions addressing Risk Management
Programs under the Clean Air Act published in the Federal Register on January 13, 2017. The effective
date of these regulations had been March 21, 2017. By this action, the EPA is administratively staying
and delaying the effective date of this rule for 90 days. Thus, the January 13, 2017 rule will become
effective on June 19, 2017.]
Janet Bowen EPA Region I 12/21/2016
4. Final Rule: Hazardous Waste Generator Improvements, published on 11/28/16
The final Hazardous Waste Generator Improvements Rule was published in the Federal Register on
November 28, 2016. The effective date is May 30, 2017. Federal Register. Website. Fact Sheet. FAQ.
7. FDA bans powdered surgeon gloves; powdered patient examination gloves; absorbable powder
for surgeon’s glove, 12/12/16
8. Climate Adaptation: The State of Practice in U.S. Communities, November 2016

"Climate Adaption: The State of Practice in U.S. Communities", is the first study to examine in depth
actions that multiple municipalities are taking to address climate-change fueled events like flooding, heat
waves, wildfires, and intense storms. Findings show that more municipalities are preparing for climate
risks than conventionally believed. Many of those actions support multiple community goals and values,
and despite the progress, much more work is necessary to comprehensively address climate risks. Read
the Full Report. Learn More.
9. Climate Ready Boston
Climate Ready Boston is an initiative to develop resilient solutions to prepare our City for climate change.
Climate Ready Boston is an ongoing initiative. They released a comprehensive study report in December
2016 (linked below). Next, they plan to work with the community and other partners to help advance their
vision for a Climate Ready Boston. Read report. Website.
10. The Rockefeller Foundation, USDA, and EPA to Lead Creation of National Resource Center for
Action Against Food Waste, 12/15/16
Coalition of 12 organizations set to launch FurtherWithFood.org, an online hub for information and
solutions to cut food waste
The Rockefeller Foundation announced its collaboration with the U.S. Department of Agriculture
(USDA), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and a partnership of 10 private sector and
non-profit organizations to create "Further With Food: Center for Food Loss and Waste Solutions," an
online hub for the exchange of information and solutions that can help realize the national goal of cutting
food waste in half by 2030. *** When the Further With Food website launches in January, 2017, it will
feature content on best practices for preventing, recovering and recycling food loss and waste; educational
materials; research results; and information on existing government, business, and community initiatives.
View press release. Website (official launch January 2017).
11. Chicago Regional Demonstration Project Report Presented by HPRC and PLASTICS,
December 2016
The Healthcare Plastics Recycling Council and Plastics Industry Association (PLASTICS) facilitated a
cooperative, first-of-its-kind regional recycling program in the Chicago area and the results of this
innovative pilot are in. View report. Check out other hospital HPRC resources.
13. Georgetown Climate Center Report Captures and Shares Lessons Learned from the Rebuild by
Design Resilience Projects Following Hurricane Sandy, 11/14/16
This Georgetown Climate Center report aims to capture and share lessons learned from the innovative
process for developing the RBD proposals and the novel projects that were generated through this
competition. This report describes how the Hurricane Sandy Rebuild by Design Competition projects are
demonstrating innovative approaches for rebuilding in ways that will make our communities more
resilient to future climate impacts and other environmental changes, as well as to social and economic
stressors. It describes the lessons that can be learned from these projects about how these approaches can
be institutionalized and replicated in other communities and regions across the nation. Article. Report.
Summary of Key Lessons.
14. LOW IMPACT DEVELOPMENT TOOLKIT
prepared for the city of mesa, arizona
The three main components of the LID Toolkit are: 1) The LID Toolkit includes a user-friendly catalogue
of tools including the description, installation methods, and maintenance needs for each LID practice; 2)
Best practices include examples of current practices compared with LID best practices that can be used in
new or existing development and 3) Case studies include supporting information for local and national
case studies of LID implementation and City-specific data.
15. Healthy Hospital, 2016 November-December
16. Recycling Program Helps Two Midwestern Universities Turn Used Gloves into Eco-Responsible
Durable Goods, 11/23/16
17. Operating on medical and hospital projects: sustainable buildings/energy efficiency, 11/22/16
18. Guest View: Sparrow Ionia Hospital is LEED certified, 11/30/16

19. Partnership between St. Joseph Hospital and Waste Not OC makes use of excess food and
identifies those in need, 12/6/16
20. Florida Health Systems Share Regional Energy and Water Efficiency Best Practices, 12/6/16
The Greenbeat blog
21. COP22 | Spotlight on Climate and Health as Officials Map out Implementation of Paris
Agreement, 11/29/16
22. Companies are getting strategic about their energy use: 5 key trends, 11/14/16
23. Operating on medical and hospital projects: sustainable buildings/energy efficiency, 11/22/16
Engineers tasked with working on hospital and medical campuses find themselves tackling unique
challenges: evolving technology, increased specialization, and maintaining operations while under
construction. Here, professionals with experience on such facilities share advice on how to finish projects
that report a clean bill of health for sustainable buildings and energy efficiency
25. New purpose-built Cape Town hospital's sustainable hospital operations management, 12/8/16
26. New VA hospital built to withstand disasters, 12/15/16
Louisiana Veterans Health Care System hospital meets patients’ needs in a highly resilient facility
27. Going Green For Good: Valley Recognized For Recycling Leadership
28. Health Care is a Beacon of Hope for Food and Health in Uncertain Times, 12/14/16
29. Challenges of hospital plastics recycling include contamination, low commodity values, 12/20/16
WasteDive
30. Chicago-Area Hospitals Share Successes, Challenges of Pilot Healthcare Plastics Recycling
Program, 12/19/16
The project, led jointly by the Healthcare Plastics Recycling Council and the Plastics Industry
Association, exposes complexities around plastic market economics and recycling behavioral change
31. Is Innovation the Key to Successful Healthcare Plastics Recycling? 10/25/16

