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Technical Group E-mail Lists
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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 2025. 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 meant 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 Rosanne Sanchez, NM Environment Department: 8/7/2025

I’'m curious how other states are handling ACIs now that they no longer require a Title V permit? Are
they permitted and if so, what is the cost? NM had a TV General Operating Permit for these units.

Also, Air Burners sells a piece of equipment for creating Bio Char. The T26, is much like the size of the
Burn Boss T24. Has anyone permitted one of these? What type of permit do they have and how much
was it? We have a business who recently contacted us. Any help you can give would be appreciated.

A Sherry Waldron, GA Department of Natural Resources: 8/7/2025

Georgia did not issue TVs for ACIs, only synthetic minor permits:

Example permit: https://permitsearch.gaepd.org/permit.aspx?id=PDF-OP-28820

Our fee structure can be found here: https://epd.georgia.gov/air-protection-branch-technical-
guidance-0/types-air-quality-permits/air-permit-fees

We permitted a bio char facility in December 2023 and have another application in house being
worked on. Here is the issued permit and narrative:
https://permitsearch.gaepd.org/permit.aspx?id=PDF-OP-29400
https://permitsearch.gaepd.org/permit.aspx?id=PDF-ON-29400

And the application is attached. It does not look like the same unit but may be similar.

A Diana Steele, TX TCEQ Small Business and Local Government Assistance: 8/7/2025

Two separate air permits may be required to operate an ACI in Texas (I attached our rule
guidance updated May 2025):

Texas has a permit-by-rule available for ACIs if they can meet the rule conditions:

Air PBR 106.496: Air Curtain Incinerators - Texas Commission on Environmental Quality -
Www.tceg.texas.gov

Home - Rules & Meetings

The Authorization to Operate (ATO) under General Operating Permit (GOP) 5182 is a Title V
federal operating permit (FOP) needed to operate if applicable. If the site does not qualify for
GOP 518, a Site Operating Permit (SOP) and case-by-case permit may be required. The
permitting process for ACIs requires separate permit applications with different required forms
for each permit and are reviewed by different air permitting sections at TCEQ.

Permit fees can vary—for a PBR it can range from $100 (small business) to $450. Case-by-
case permit applications start at $900—

More info on fees based on permit types: Fees for Air Permitting - Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality - www.tceq.texas.gov

A Jesse Walters, CO Air Pollution Control Division: 8/7/2025

Colorado's current ACI permitting policy is: all ACls are considered incinerators, and therefore
require construction permits (per Colorado Reg. No. 1 III.B.1. and Regulation 3 Part B, I1.D.6.
all incinerators require a construction permit). I've attached a construction permit here for
reference, and here's a link to Colorado SBAP Guidance for Permitting Air Curtain Destructors.
The last page of the permit attached has an example Operating and Inspection Log for ACls.
There’s been some discussion around developing a general permit for ACls, but nothing has
materialized so far.

Regarding the cost of the permit, the application filing fee is $363.00, and then the source will
get billed an engineering hourly rate of $180/hr to draft the permit. For air curtain incinerators,
I believe these are relatively straightforward, so [ don't think they would be billed for more than
4 hours.

I looked in our permit tracking system and did not find anything for the specific model you
mentioned, unfortunately.

A Tony Pendola, NC Department of Environmental Quality: 8/8/2025
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NC utilized a TV general permit with 10% of the customary fees. I just got a small client an
exemption from permitting. The entire job was done in a few weeks and he didn’t have time for
any Federal requirements.

After I informed DAQ of EPA’s relaxation on the TV permits, they began the process of
removing the permitting requirements from State regulations. In furtherance of that, there is a
public hearing available online at 6pm on the 19"
https://www.deq.nc.gov/news/events/public-hearing-amendments-air-curtain-incinerator-rules

A Camille Fontanella, CT Department of Energy & Environmental Protection: 8/8/2025

Info from the Air Bureau at CT DEEP Regarding Air Curtain Incinerators:

We have yet to permit one in CT. If one were to present, first and foremost it would require
an New Source Review (NSR) Permit because typical Potential to Emit (PTE) calculations for
the particulare matter (PM ) emissions from most designs that folks have inquired about
exceed 15 tons per year (tpy), which is the permit applicability threshold. There is the
potential for a small enough unit to have less than 15 tons tpy. In that case the unit would be
exempt from NSR Permitting....However, historically, based on their design and operation, the
units have been deemed to be open burning. Pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes, open
burning requires an open burning permit issued by the local open burning official and the
materials to be burned are constrained by the requirements of the statute. The restrictions
of our open burning statute, have historically, deterred attempts to site ACl because the
proponents typically wanted to burn something that violated those restrictions.
Consequently, we've never had to write a Title V permit for a unit due to the original OSWI
rule and we've never had to address the revised OSWI rules.

Caveat: our disaster management plan may address certain aberrant circumstances (e.g.
Super Storm Sandy) in which the State might employ contractors to use ACls to manage
disaster debris.

Air Permitting Rules: see RCSA Section 22a-174-3a(1)(G) for applicability trigger for
incinerators

Open Burning Statute: See CGS 22a-174(f):

(f) The commissioner shall allow the open burning of brush on residential property, provided
the burning is conducted by the resident of the property or the agent of the resident and a
permit for such burning is obtained from the local open burning official of the municipality in
which the property is located, and the open burning of brush in municipal landfills, transfer
stations and municipal recycling centers, provided a permit for such burning is obtained from
the fire marshal of the municipality where the facility is located, except that no open burning
of brush shall occur (1) when national or state ambient air quality standards may be exceeded;
(2) where a hazardous health condition might be created; (3) when the forest fire danger in
the area is identified by the commissioner as extreme and where woodland or grass land is
within one hundred feet of the proposed burn; (4) where there is an advisory from the
commissioner of any air pollution episode; (5) where prohibited by an ordinance of the
municipality; and (6) in the case of a municipal landfill, when such landfill is within an area
designated as a hot spot on the open burning map prepared by the commissioner. A permit
for the burning of brush at any municipal landfill, municipal transfer station or municipal
recycling center shall be issued no more than six times in any calendar year. The proposed
permit to burn brush at any municipal landfill, municipal transfer station or municipal
recycling center shall be submitted to the commissioner by the fire marshal, with the approval
of the chief elected official of the municipality in which the municipal landfill, municipal
transfer station or municipal recycling center is located. The commissioner shall approve or
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disapprove the fire marshal's proposed permitting of burning of brush at a municipal landfill,
municipal transfer station or municipal recycling center within a reasonable time of the filing
of such application. The burning of leaves, demolition waste or other solid waste deposited in
such landfill shall be prohibited. The burning of nonprocessed wood for campfires and
bonfires is not prohibited if the burning is conducted so as not to create a nuisance and in
accordance with any restrictions imposed on such burning. Nothing in this subsection or in any
regulation adopted pursuant to this subsection shall affect the power of any municipality to
regulate or ban the open burning of brush within its boundaries for any purpose.
Notwithstanding any other provision of this section, fire breaks for the purpose of controlling
forest fires and controlled fires in saltwater marshes to forestall uncontrolled fires are not
prohibited. Open burning may be engaged in for any of the following purposes if the open
burning official with jurisdiction over the area where the burning will occur issues an open
burning permit: Fire-training exercises; eradication or control of insect infestations or disease;
agricultural purposes; clearing vegetative debris following a natural disaster; and vegetative
management or enhancement of wildlife habitat or ecological sustainability on municipal
property or on any privately owned property permanently dedicated as open space. Open
burning for such purposes on state property may be engaged in with the written approval of
the commissioner. Local burning officials nominated for the purposes of this subsection shall
be nominated only by the chief executive officer of the municipality in which the official will
serve and shall be certified by the commissioner. The chief executive officer may revoke the
nomination. The commissioner may adopt regulations, in accordance with the provisions of
chapter 54, governing open burning and may authorize or prohibit open burning consistent
with this section. The regulations may require the payment of an application fee and
inspection fee and may establish a certification procedure for local burning officials.

A Emily Ohde, MN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program
In Minnesota, ACIs burning only wood waste, clean lumber, and/or yard (in accordance with
NSPS EEEE), would seemingly have the ability to obtain a state permit (non-Title V). While
this cuts the base cost of a permit from $21,375 to $14,250, it would remain an individual state
permit. However, Clean Air Act, Section 129, US code 7429, (a)(1) NSPS for solid waste
incineration units are required under this citation. Currently by our Minn. R. 7007.0200, subp.
4(C), a Part 70 (Title V) is required if subject to one of these NSPS.
We have seen an uptick in interest regarding biochar and, if using an ACI — what standards, if
any, may apply. The applicability seems to come down to the material processed and whether it
is considered a solid waste.
Are materials used to make biochar considered discarded/solid waste?
EPA Fact Sheet on Clean Cellulosic Biomass and Non-Hazardous Secondary Materials
Determinations
Clean cellulosic biomass consists of residuals that are equivalent to traditional cellulosic
biomass (i.e., harvested, plant-derived organic matter). Clean cellulosic biomass is considered
“clean” when it contains contaminants at concentration levels no higher than those normally
associated with virgin biomass material.

e C(Clean cellulosic biomass definition: eCFR :: 40 CFR Part 241 -- Solid Wastes Used as

Fuels or Ingredients in Combustion Units

Clean cellulosic biomass is considered equivalent to traditional fuels. Is not considered
secondary material or a solid waste when burned as a fuel, unless discarded.

e [fmanaged separately from solid waste and is going to be burned for energy recovery

would not be considered “discarded.”
e Yard trimmings, leaves, branches, and other plant material collected separately from
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municipal solid waste to be converted to alternative fuel would not constitute “discard”.
“Clean cellulosic biomass that is processed to make a biochar product using pyrolysis or a
similar process would not be considered discarded and would not be a secondary material or
solid waste for the purposes of the Clean Air Act. Biochar produced from clean cellulosic
biomass is considered a “traditional product” for the purposes of the regulations found at 40
CFR Section 241.3(d)(2)(iv).”
“Cellulosic biomass that has been mixed with solid waste, such as municipal solid waste or
construction and demolition debris, or that has been disposed of (e.g., buried in a landfill),
would be considered “discarded.” Units combusting these co-mingled materials would be
regulated as solid waste incinerators, unless the material is sufficiently processed and meets the
legitimacy criteria for non-waste fuel in 40 CFR Part 241. A solid waste incineration unit may
be regulated under CAA Section 129. Refer to additional details on CAA applicability in 40
CFR Part 60. For a detailed explanation on how to make a non-waste fuel determination under
40 CFR Part 241, read the Non-Hazardous Secondary Material Guide for Waste/Non-Waste
Determinations (pdf)(685 KB).”
Revisiting permitting where, by our Minn. R. 7007.0200, subp. 4(C), a Part 70 (Title V) is
required if subject to one of the ACI NSPS. Although, if the ACI does not burn a solid waste,
then it isn’t subject as a municipal or solid waste incineration unit.

Q Leena Divakar, KS Pollution Prevention Institute: 4/25/2025
I'm looking for a Potential to Emit calculator specifically designed for laser wood cutting. If anyone has
one or knows of a resource that could help, please let me know.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 4/28/2025

83768254 (Title V administrative amendment — February 20, 2025) — page 89 of 101 or page
18 of 27 of the technical support document (TSD) in Appendix A is the particular matter
calculation methodology for woodworking and laser cutting which is based on the
determination of the quantity of wood dust lost due to cutting.

83403442 (Minor Source Operating Permit (MSOP) renewal — December 15, 2022) — page 38
of 49 or page 3 0f 10 of the TSD in Appendix A is also based on material lost due to cutting.
83389294 (MSOP 30-day period for public comment — November 7, 2022) — page 38 of 51 or
page 3 0f 10 of the TSD in Appendix A is also based on material lost due to cutting.

The spreadsheets pertaining to the use of plasma and laser cutting of which I have a few are
based on cutting metal.

It would seem that a focused beam would emit much less particulate matter than using a saw,
e.g., circular saw. Cutting speed might be lower making the use of a blade more typical. The
use of a laser might be beneficial where precision involving an intricate design is necessary.
If you find such a calculator, please share.

Q Paula Houg, EPA Office of Small Business Programs: 3/13/2025

My program is reviewing and updating its trade association contact list, while we do so, | would like to
get a sense of which trades you work most with (or cross paths most frequently) when engaging on
regulated small business issues within your state.

Any suggestions on the top 3-5, or even top 10, most impactful trades you’ve worked with recently?

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 3/13/2025

Gary Jones, VP, EH&S Affairs, Printing United Alliance has spoke to Technical in the past and
will be doing so again on July 15.

Gary has helped me to develop and refine a presentation given to Graphic Arts students at Ball
State University on Sustainability in the Graphic Arts Industry, most recently in September of
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last year.

There has been some preliminary discussion on adopting a WI Green Tier like program or
folding something similar into our existing Indiana Environmental Stewardship program
(modeled after Performance Track). The WI program is a state and local Great Lakes Graphics
Association (GLGA — WI, IL & IN) partnership. Engaging in this endeavor will require more
input from both the national and local printing associations.

Q Sara Johnson, NH Department of Environmental Services: 3/12/2025
https://nationalsbeap.org/sbeap/annual-report
The link to the online survey and link to the pdf for your records are on this web page. If you scroll
down, you can read past reports.
A couple of questions that have come up recently:
1. Where does the data go?
Raw data goes to lowa. The Education Annual Survey workgroup will review the data. Aggregate
data is sent to Kansas to draft the annual report.
The data is not used to compare state to state programs. The data is used to show that we are a
community of small business environmental assistance programs. Together we are doing great
work.
2. What do you do with the final report?
Report is posted online and shared on National Steering Committee listserv. States can use the
data for promotional purposes. The Education Subcommittee will use the data to look for trends
and how to support our programs. Case studies and other submitted data can be used for
storytelling.
If you are unable to submit data, please answer the questions including contact information. These
questions help us to target potential training opportunities and other educational/promotional efforts.

Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/28/2025

| know this is a perennial question, but does anyone have examples or can share the language of
confidentiality for SBEAPs that have actually been put into regulation or actual rules? Not necessarily
MOUs or similar, but actual legislative language.

A Bonnie Rouse, MT DEQ: 2/28/2025

Montana MCA 75-21-109(3)

https://archive.legmt.gov/bills/mca/title_0750/chapter 0020/part_0010/section_0090/0750-
0020-0010-0090.html

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 3/1/2025
https://iga.in.gov/laws/2024/ic/titles/13#13-28-3-4

A Jeremy Scoles, OH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/3/2025
Ohio:

ORC 3745-017(C)

https://codes.ohio.gov/ohio-revised-code/section-3745.017

ORC 3704.18(A)(7)

https://codes.ohio.gov/ohio-revised-code/section-3704.18

ORC 3706.19(C)(6)

https://codes.ohio.gov/ohio-revised-code/section-3706.19

R Crystal Warren, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program; 5/14/2025
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The Tennessee SBEAP wanted to follow up with everyone regarding our previous request
relating to states that have confidentiality provisions or other language ensuring that
information shared by small businesses with your SBEAP will not be used for agency
enforcement actions (see below request from Donovan). In response to our original request,
we heard from Ohio, Indiana, lowa, and Montana that they have this language in state statute.
| also received a copy of Colorado’s program codification language. Are there any other states
that have similar language in state statute?

Additionally, we are interested to understand if any programs have empirical evidence that
supports the adoption of confidentiality / information sharing protection from regulatory
programs? This may be in the form of general surveys of industry, data relating to assistance
provided by programs before and after adoption of these provisions, or anything else that may
reflect support from industry in government assistance providers protecting information from
use against them.

We greatly appreciate everyone’s consideration of our questions, any and all information you
can provide would be immensely valuable in supporting the Tennessee SBEAP in a project we
are working on. If folks could kindly respond by COB Friday, May 16, we would be grateful for
your contributions!

A Troy Johnson, MN Pollution Control Agency, 5/14/2025

Minnesota’s confidentiality is in an MOU and not in statute. Also, | am not aware of any data
that shows support or opposition to confidentiality. Since Minnesota established its MOU in
the 1990’s, there is a chance that there may be letters of support/similar stashed away
somewhere in the files.

However, it is more likely that Minnesota moved in this direction due to an EPA memo from
the 1990’s that gave SBEAP two options 1) establish confidentiality from regulatory programs
or 2) establish a 90-day violation correction period.

A Nancy Herb, PA Department of Environmental Protection, 5/14/2025

The Pennsylvania Air Pollution Control Act (APCA) addresses the confidentiality of small
business information in Section 7.7 (Small Business Compliance Assistance Program) and
Section 7.9 (Small Business Ombudsman). Pennsylvania does utilize the flexibility in Section
7.7(b) to provide small business compliance assistance services by contracting with a third-
party consultant (EMAP).

Section 7.7 Small Business Compliance Assistance Program.

Section 7.7(a)(9) Procedures for assuring the confidentiality of information received from
small business stationary sources.

Section 7.7(a)(10) Procedures for conducting confidential, on-site consultations with small
business stationary sources regarding applicability of compliance requirements.

Section 7.7(b) The department shall evaluate the feasibility of contracting with consultants to
administer all or part of the Small Business Stationary Source Technical and Environmental
Compliance Assistance Program. A third-party consultant will act as a source of confidential
support for small business if one is selected by the department. ((b) amended Dec. 18, 1996,
P.L.1150, No.174)

Section 7.9 Small Business Ombudsman.

(a) There is hereby established an Office of Small Business Ombudsman within the
Department of Environmental Protection for the purpose of serving as the confidential
primary point of contact for small business on issues relating to compliance with this act and
the Clean Air Act.




Link to entire PA APCA: Act of Jan. 8, (1960) 1959,P.L. 2119, No. 787 CI. 35 - AIR
POLLUTION CONTROL ACT

A Beatriz Milne, CT Department of Energy and Environmental Protection, 5/14/2025
CT has a section relating to confidentiality in our statutes. Section 1-210 of the CT General
Statutes.

A Leena Divakar, KS Pollution Prevention Institute: 5/15/2025

Kansas Statutes do not contain explicit language guaranteeing the confidentiality of information
shared by small businesses with the program or preventing its use for agency enforcement.
According to the statute the Small Business Assistance Program as per the statute primarily
focuses on support and incorporates mechanisms like an ombudsman and compliance audits.
This topic has come up in the past on Main. Please refer to the attached Q and A document in
SBEAP Resources, where we have compiled answers to common questions and answers we've
received. I hope the document helps.

A Bob Randolph, MO Department of Natural Resources: 5/15/2025

Missouri Air Conservation Law {Chapter 643 of the Revised Statutes of Missouri (RSMo)}, as
well as Small Business provisions included within, do not include explicit confidentiality
provisions specific to state SBEAP functions.

However, Revised Statutes of Missouri (RSMo) do include the following related excerpt —

“To the maximum extent possible, the (SBEAP) program shall be functionally separate from the
department's air pollution enforcement responsibilities.”

Excerpt above is pursuant to section 643.173, RSMo (Please reference second sentence at _
https://revisor.mo.gov/main/OneSection.aspx?section=643.173&bid=31167&hl=)

Further, Missouri regulation addresses formal Confidential Business Information situations,
though provisions are not exclusive to Small Businesses.

Please reference Missouri Code of State Regulations (CSR), specifically 10 CSR 10-6.210
Confidential Information, beginning on Page 36 of 48 pages at
https://www.sos.mo.gov/CMSImages/AdRules/cst/current/10csr/10c10-6b.pdf

I do not have empirical evidence/data, per your request for additional confidentiality details.

Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/20/2025

Has anyone dealt with a lithium battery manufacturer? We have one coming in that has a module that
appears to be a pass-through system for taking mostly pre-assembled components for final assembly
with a cleaning step, dosing and gluing, and then welding. Thought | would ask around in case someone
else had handled something similar and had some insights into any additional emission points for such
a process and any rules that might be relating to it or emission factors. In the absence of such, going to
be treating the cleaning, dosing, and gluing as a standard coating process and then welding as normal.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 2/20/2025

| do not have any insights, merely access to an online air permitting database.

With regards to a stationary lithium battery manufacturing facility:

EnPower - https://permits.air.idem.in.gov/45785f.pdf

StarPlus Energy - https://permits.air.idem.in.gov/47628f.pdf

IDEM has determined that JWA CO., LTD. and StarPlus Energy LLC are under the common
control of Samsung SDI America and Stellantis.

The link to the StarPlus permit contains many more pages as it was considered a significant
permit modification.
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Section A of the permit contains the description of significant and insignificant activities.

A TSD (Technical Support Document) is usually included following the permit which gives
details on how the application was evaluated.

Appendix A includes emission calculations.

If you find any insights regarding the intricate details of Lithium battery manufacturing, please
share them.

As a follow-up, | found the link to a 479 page air permit application dated December 21, 2023 -
83574296. There are no indications that a permit was issued. You may find what you are
seeking referenced in the table of contents. There are several pages of emission calculations.

Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 12/12/2024

As this is an occasional question, but hadn’t been asked in a while, are there any NEW wood waste
calculators for sawmills? I've been using the Oregon one, but the more | look at it, the less | like it and
feel that the units are wrong, which is leading to really bad calculations at the heart of it. And Tony says
don’t use the NC one, use the OR one instead... Yet, NC is the only one we have listed in our State Tools
(https://nationalsbeap.org/compliance/air/tools-by-state in case you want to see all the great
calculators and state tool resources!).

And if there aren’t... could we sweet talk CO into using some of their research funds to create a new
one that is versatile for cyclones, baghouses, and just no controls for each general type of process?

Q Jeremy Hancher, PA Widener University SBDC EMAP Program: 9/06/2024
| know this is likely a shot in the dark, but I’'m curious if anyone has a copy of stack test results for a

Matthews IEB-20 animal crematory incinerator from within the last 5 years. If so, would you be willing
to share?

| found permitted or exempted IEB-20 units in other states but could not track down any source test
results, mostly just AP-42 calculations in respective permit evaluation documents.

Q Allison Hall, KY Environmental Compliance Assistance Program: 9/06/2024

| am working on an air permit application for a wood pellet facility that will use hardwood for its
feedstock. | was curious if anyone has any uncontrolled stack test results/ emission factors specifically
for pellet facilities that use hardwood feedstock only since all the VOC/HAP data we have is for
softwood. (Historically, VOCs have been assumed to be negligible except from drying. Also, hardwood
emission should be less than softwood.)

Specifically looking for VOC hardwood emission factors for green hammermills, wood dryers, dry
hammermills, and pellet mills/coolers.

A Tony Pendola, NC Department of Environmental Quality: 9/6/2024
If your client is a member of https://www.ncasi.org/, they may be able to get
proprietary emission factors from them.

Q Jennifer Feyerherm, WI Department of Natural Resources: 7/22/2024
Does anyone know of federal regulations that require foundries to submit data about their
energy use?
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Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 6/10/2024

Has anyone developed a short overview of requirements for different types of Oil and Gas wells from the
EPA Small Business Guidance? I’ve looked on a few states and haven’t necessarily seen one so far.
Mostly looking at really small wells, such as individual level owners that have a gas well that might
supply NG directly to their house.

Q Lee Ann Briggs, PA University of Pittsburgh Small Business Development Center: 5/24/2024

I have a client that uses HVLP gun(s) and filtration in their paint spray booth. Several of their primers
contain strontium chromate (Cr), which is a HAP. These are MIL-SPEC paints. The local regulatory
agency’s “Air Toxics Review” guidance provides that “for hazardous air pollutant (HAP) metals the de
minimis level is 20 lbs per year total. In other words anything over 20 Ibs would require an operating
permit. Would transfer efficiencies of the HVLP gun and/or paint booth filtration apply for this HAP?

A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/24/2024

As a surface coating of metal parts, would this fall under the 6H rule? Many states would require
an operating permit if a facility is subject to a Federal rule, regardless of local requirements.
Transfer efficiency and filtration is not usually taken into account in relation to volatiles. Those
would affect particulates. As strontium chromate would not be in the volatile section of the
coating, an argument can be made for the transfer efficiency and filtration to be applied towards
this particular HAP. However, most air programs might also ask for the worst case scenario that
does not include reductions via filtration. Overall, Cr is about 25.53% of SrCro4. So, the SrCrO4
can just under 0.4% of the overall coating and not be subject to 6H or similar rules (I can’t
remember if military spec has an exception... it may). This may be a question to pose to your air
regulatory group or look back on other assistances to see if and how they apply filtration to
HAPs in the particulates as opposed to volatile faction of a coating.

A Belinda Breidenbach, ID Small Business Development Center: 6/4/2024

We always think of NESHAP 6H but if this coating is being used in the aerospace Industry also
check the applicability of NESHAP GG.

Spray application of coatings containing compounds of chromium (Cr), lead (Pb), manganese
(Mn), nickel (Ni), or cadmium (Cd), collectively referred to as the target HAP to any part or
product made of metal or plastic, or combinations of metal and plastic that are not motor
vehicles or mobile equipment.

Target HAP containing coating means a spray-applied coating that contains any individual
target HAP that is a carcinogen at a concentration greater than 0.1 percent by mass, or greater
than 1.0 percent by mass for any other individual target HAP compound.

Q Sara Johnson, NH Department of Environmental Services: 4/02/2024

Does anyone have a State SBEAP/SBO mission? Goals? Strategic Plan?

I create an annual workplan. I have a fact sheet on the basic overview of SBTAP. I collect all sorts of data
for annual reports. [ have standards of operations. What I don't have is a document that clearly states the
Program's mission or goals. For example, I could say 1 goal is outreach, 2 partnerships/networking, 3
sector projects. Then list the various tasks under each goal. Administrator is asking me to create a
document to control mission creep and to deter other programs trying to task me with new projects.
Please share some examples.

A Nancy Larson, KS Pollution Prevention Institute: 4/2/2024

From https://www.sbeap.org/about

Vision: The Pollution Prevention Institute's vision is for a healthy Kansas environment that
fosters equitable environmental sustainability and economic growth.



https://www.sbeap.org/about

Mission: The Pollution Prevention Institute's mission is to protect public health and promote
sustainability through environmental education and services to industry, institutions, and
communities.

The Small Business Environmental Assistance Program's mission is to help Kansas small
businesses comply with environmental regulations and identify pollution prevention
opportunities.

Statement of Environmental Commitment

- https://www.sbeap.org/sites/sbeap/files/publications/tools/2023 _PPI_Stmt EnvironmentalCom
mittment.pdf

K-State utilizes annual workplans and SOPs (examples attached). Our SBEAP goals vary based
on our state negotiated contract to complete specific outreach, training, tool development and
technical assistance projects.

A Tony Pendola, NC Department of Environmental Quality: 4/4/2024

Mission: To assist small businesses with air quality and other regulatory requirements,
encouraging environmental compliance and stewardship.

What We Do: As part of Section 507 of the Clean Air Act Amendments, as amended in 1990
(CAAA), the U.S. Congress mandated that each state/territory establish a Small Business
Stationary Source Technical and Environmental Compliance Assistance Program (SBTCP) to
assist small businesses in complying with the requirements of this Act through state operated
programs. Each SBTCP, also commonly referred to as "Section 507 programs," is required to
include the following components: Small Business Ombudsman (SBO), Small Business
Assistance Program (SBAP)

Small Business Ombudsman (SBO): The state/territory SBOs serve as the small business
community's representative where small businesses are impacted by the CAA. The SBO's key
responsibilities may include: Review and provide recommendations to EPA and state/local air
pollution control authorities regarding development and implementation of regulations
impacting small businesses. Assist in dissemination of information about upcoming air
regulations, control requirements, and other matters relevant to small businesses. Refer small
businesses to appropriate specialists for help with specific needs. Conduct studies to evaluate the
effects of the CAA on state and local economies, and on small businesses generally.

Small Business Assistance Program (SBAP): The SBAPs should provide sufficient
communications with small businesses through the collection and dissemination of information
to the small businesses on matters of: Determining applicable requirements under the Act and
permit issuance. The rights of small businesses under the Act. Compliance methods and
acceptable control technologies. Pollution prevention and accidental release prevention and
detection. Audit programs.
https://www.deq.nc.gov/about/divisions/environmental-assistance-and-customer-service/small-
business-environmental-assistance/ombudsman-assistance-program

A Gina Gambacorto, NJ Department of Environmental Protection: 4/4/2024

The only mission statement NJ's program has is from the Bureau of Sustainability we are housed
under: "Sustainability is the nexus of environmental, economic and social responsibility, and
nowhere is that need more important than in energy usage and resource conservation. How we
use energy and manage our resources affects everyone, and has far reaching impacts on our
public and private economy, our environment and our social conscience. The mission of the
Bureau of Sustainability is to create opportunities to promote and implement sustainability
principles and programs that support New Jersey's communities and businesses. These
sustainability efforts work toward achieving the State's legislatively mandated reduction of
greenhouse gas emissions by 80% from their 2006 levels by 2050, as well as reaching the 60%
total solid waste recycling goal and its 50% municipal solid waste recycling goal."
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From there the information we have hosted specifically about NJ SBEAP is: Small Business
Assistance Program: The Small Business Assistance Program (SBAP) helps New Jersey's small
businesses understand the complex world of environmental regulation. The services that we
provide include the following:

Consultations: Provides consultations on the phone, by e-mail or on-site, where we discuss how
State and Federal environmental rules and permits may apply to your particular situation.
Referrals: Has access to engineers, scientists and environmental specialist who can help you
with your environmental questions or concerns.

Guidance Documents: Develops and distributes guidance documents to help small business
comply with environmental regulations and permits.

Education & Outreach: Provides seminars, workshops, and on-site training, on a range of
regulatory topics that help small businesses stay-in and go beyond compliance.

Fostering Innovation: Supports innovative ideas which help small businesses improve energy
efficiency, resource conservation, pollution prevention, and sustainability.

The SBAP was created by the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, which also established a
Small Business Ombudsman, and a Small Business Compliance Advisory Panel.

Q Belinda Breidenbach, ID Small Business Development Center: 4/1/2024
Are any SBEAPs co-located or collaborating with your state Manufacturing Extension Partnerships?
https://www.nist.gov/mep/centers

A Nancy Larson, KS Pollution Prevention Institute: 4/1/2024

Kansas is not collocated and although we have collaborated with the MEPs in the past, I see the
location is now in KC, KS area and we should reach out and learn more about their current work
going forward.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 4/1/2024

The Indiana MEP is affiliated with Purdue University - https://mep.purdue.edu/ - and are
engaged in a variety of activities including training. A subset of their training catalog includes
sustainability and energy efficiency. One of the four offerings is ‘Waste Stream Mapping.’
Closely affiliated with the Indiana MEP is the Purdue Technical Assistance Program (TAP)

- https://tap.purdue.edu/. The Purdue TAP offers aspiring students the opportunity to engage in
problem solving and design. I do not believe that the Indiana MEP/Purdue TAP engages in
environmental compliance assistance. However, CTAP (Compliance & Technical Assistance
Program) has engaged with the Indiana MEP to take the three-day ISO 14001:2015 internal
auditor training.

A Eleanor Divver, UT Small Business Assistance: 4/1/2024
Utah collaborates with our MEP extension. Utah MEP. Steve Black coordinates the program.

A Bonnie Rouse, MT Department of Environmental Quality: 4/1/2024

Montana’s MEP is located at MSU-Bozeman and DEQ is in Helena, so we’re not co-located.
We do work with our MEP pretty often and are currently partnered on a DOE grant for “Smart
Manufacturing Montana.” The grant will provide outreach and training on technologies available
to improve manufacturing processes and will also seed a workforce development program at
Highlands College in Butte. https://news.mt.gov/Department-of-Environmental-
Quality/Montana-Awarded-Federal-Grant-to-Assist-Manufacturers-with-Advanced-
Technologies-to-Improve-Facility-Operations-and-Efficiency

A Michelle Jacobs, DE Department of Natural Resources and Environmental Control: 4/2/2024
Delaware’s SBEAP is not co-located with the Delaware MEP that operates through the
Delaware Technical Community College, and during my time as SBO, we have not yet
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collaborated on any projects. Some of the MEP field staff and I occasionally attend the same
outreach events so we do know each other. I wouldn’t really call it ‘collaborating,” but I can
think of a few times over the years where we have referenced each other’s program to a business
that we were working with.

R Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 4/2/2024

It seems that as MEP (https://www.nist.gov/mep/centers) is related to NIST that IAC
(https://iac.university/) is related to DOE and both the MEP and IAC may be doing similar, but
not identical work

Q Jennifer Feyerherm, WI Department of Natural Resources: 2/1/2024

I’'m looking for some other examples of annual reports or summaries. Wisconsin uses the National
SBEAP annual report as a template to put out our own one-page summary/annual report each year. I just
ran into one from NH in our files. Does your state put out any short (1-2 page) summary of the services
you have provided (separate from what you provide for the National Annual Report)? If so, might you be
willing to send the most recent along? I would find them useful for a project I am working on, and I will
also share with the National Metrics work group because I know we would find them useful as well.

A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/1/2024

TN has ours posted on our front page of the website section we have our information on. Scroll
down a little and it is in the center box. We’re probably needing to revise the front page to make
that information more visible. https://www.tn.gov/environment/sbeap.html

Q Jennifer Feyerherm, WI Department of Natural Resources: 1/25/2024

Our wastewater program asked if I could see if anyone in other states is familiar with a product called
EutroSORB WC: Our program is working through a request to use EutroSORB WC for in-stream
phosphorus inactivation. Link below. This is a new product and has been used in some other states. We
are in the first steps of our process, but I’d like to be prepared should we pass through the first step.
EutroSORB WC | Water Column Phosphorus Inactivator

If you or any of the water folks you work with have any familiarity with this product, could you please let
me know?

Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 11/14/2023
Has anyone had to determine emissions from an electric smokehouse? If so, could you let me know what
emission factors you used and the process?

A David Stroh, ND Department of Air Quality: 11/15/2023

Maybe a place to start: AP 42, Fifth Edition, Volume I Chapter 9: Food and Agricultural
Industries https://www.epa.gov/air-emissions-factors-and-quantification/ap-42-fifth-edition-
volume-i-chapter-9-food-and-0 9.5.2 Meat Smokehouses
https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2020-10/documents/c9s05-2.pdf

Q Belinda Breidenbach, ID Small Business Development Center: 11/14/2023

Does anyone have resources with more current test results of spray paint transfer efficiency?

I am looking for data for more accurate transfer efficiencies for spray painting. My current project is with
a high efficiency airless spray gun. The AP42 transfer efficiencies were determined back in the 1970s.
The HVLP and high efficiency airless did not exist at that time. Spray guns have dramatically improved
efficiency. The manufacturer gives the difficult to use information that they are 55% higher transfer
efficiency then the old product.

A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program. 11/14/2023
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I think MI or MN had a good document that was more recent on their website. HVLP is typically
about 65% transfer efficiency according to that.

Here’s one that I found which was referenced by MI
https://www.agmd.gov/home/permits/spray-equipment-transfer-efficiency

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 11/14/2023

With regards to Indiana’s RACT rule for automobile refinishing, application equipment is
limited to electrostatic, HVLP and HVLP equivalent. Equivalency is based on achieving at least
65% transfer efficiency. It seems that the SC AQMD standard is 65% or better and assumes that
HVLP adheres to this minimum. None of the approval letters state how much better.

R Belinda Breidenbach, 1D Small Business Development Center: 11/14/2023

I have two studies that specifically used HVLP spray guns. One had a range of transfer
efficiencies between 84% and 98%. The higher the transfer efficiency the closer the gun was to
the part. The other had a transfer efficiency between 82% and 97%. One study was in 2000, the
other in 2002. Both of these exceed the 65% that we default to. High efficiency airless sprayers
are lacking in data. I cannot find a different study or get access to that one journal reference.

R Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program. 11/14/2023

It is older information from paintcenter.org ask the expert (Ron Joseph)
https://www.paintcenter.org/rj/apr04c¢%202.php and https://www.paintcenter.org/rj/augl10a%202
.php are some examples when searching using the terms “transfer

efficiency.” https://www.paintcenter.org/msr.php

R Nancy Larson, KS Pollution Prevention Institute: 11/15/2023
Jennifer Wittenburg with lowa may be able to connect you with the Star painter training
program the DOD uses. They should have data.

Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/26/2023

Had a question come up in a meeting if anyone has some technical resources relating to the conversion of
an internal combustion engine in a vehicle to an electric engine. Overall, not sure what the regulations
might be or if there are even are any, what standards there may be, or similar. So, if anyone has resources
or had this question come up, please let us know!

Q Lee Ann Briggs, PA Institute for Entrepreneurial Excellence: 9/8/2023

Looking for some help with plasma cutter emissions. I use the “Swedish Institute of Production
Engineering Research Study”. The study is very old and not very precise. Wondering if anyone is aware
of any more recent studies related to emission factors? Or suggestions for more accurately calculating
emissions? Is anyone aware of any acceptable reductions for indoor cutting with plasma cutters?

A Leena Devakar, KS Pollution Prevention Institute: 9/8/2023

Attached is the PTE calculation from Thurston Manufacturing Company and they follow
Broman B. et al, the explanations are good though. The document shows how to calculate PM,
NOx and Mn emissions from plasma cutting.
https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2016-02/documents/tsd_appendix_pte-
ei_thurston _mfg co.pdf

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 9/11/2023

Upon searching https://www.in.gov/idem/legal/public-records/virtual-file-cabinet/ and clicking
the ‘Virtual File Cabinet’ link at the center of the page, then using “plasma” in the “full-text
search” box, then clicking on search, one can obtain a large number of results which can be
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pared down using the filter categories towards the top of the page — OAQ within the “Program
drop down menu” then Permit within the “IDEM Document Type” drop down menu.
Unfortunately, there does not seem to be a means of sorting document dates from newest to
oldest and supporting documentation seems to be included as well which means opening and
closing out of several documents before reaching a permit with the desired information.

One of the links is to an MSOP (Minor Source Operating Permit) Significant Permit Revision
issued December 21, 2022 to Kloeckner Metals Corporation - 83406164.

On page 41 of 52 of the document, which is also page 3 of 10 of the technical support document,
are the potential to emit calculations for metal cutting including plasma cutting. The calculation
methodology is noted on the page as well as references.

A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 9/11/2023

Here is a spreadsheet for plasma and laser cutting from KS I believe. Would need to select type
of cutter, type of metal (a few choices given so select closest), include kerf, and speed of cut and
it will calculate the PM emissions.

Potential to Emit (PTE) Calculation Spreadsheets | SBEAP

R Belinda Breidenbach, ID Small Business Development Center: 9/13/2023

I've been using that same plasma cutting spreadsheet. Our environmental intern, Pia, has been
working on the spreadsheet. It would be great to incorporate the new data. The spreadsheet only
calculates for PM.

Q Nancy Larson, KS Pollution Prevention Institute: 8/4/2023
Has your program or state created a recent guidance document for standby generator UST guidance
document? If yes, can you please share?

Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 8/3/2023
Has any state created a general permit or other options for Air Curtain Incinerators/Destructors that make
it easier or otherwise collect the five or so rules that affect ACIs?

A Jennifer Lipkin, NV Department of Environment and Sustainability: 8/3/2023

Clark County NV has two, recently constructed ACIs that “only combust 100% wood waste,
100% clean lumber, 100% yard waste, and/or a mixture of only these three constituents.”

The issued permits only reference 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart CCCC.

Because of the material being combusted and the fact that the sources were constructed in the
last 10 years, they are not subject to DDDD, EEEE, or FFFF. Since there are only two of these
minor Part 70 sources, the department hasn’t created a general permit for this category.

R Anne Keller, NE Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 8/3/2023

I’'m not entirely sure what you’re asking. Do you want to know if a state has developed some
type of a guidance document for assisting ACIs with federal reporting requirements? Or are you
looking for some type of a sheet that summarizes the federal requirements for ACIs? Or
something else?

R Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 8/3/2023

I believe I am mostly looking at if a state has developed something aside from standard
permitting of AClIs. In TN we are deep in the discussion of such because of a municipality. The
issue is that Subpart AAAA for AClIs does not allow for the combustion of clean wood due to it
not fitting into the definition of yard waste. And because of that, they should be subject to all the
requirements of AAAA rather than just the ACI section. However, Subparts CCCC and EEEE
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do include wood waste in their ACIs, but both require an ACI to be a Title V source, which is
usually construed to mean a major source and the fee difference is significant.

Neither being subject to all AAAA requirements when the other two rules allow for wood waste,
nor being a Title V source under CCCC or EEEE when AAAA does not require Title V permits
is ideal.

A Eleanor Divver, UT Small Business Assistance: 8/3/2023

I am working with a small business that is trying to get an air curtain burner up and

running. Because it is an incinerator it is being considered a Title V permit.

Costs from our AQ Division are: $2300 for 20 hours of work for a review fee and a filing fee of
$500; however, if the source is a major PSD source, the filing fee is $5,000. In addition, if the
source is being permitted due to unpermitted equipment through compliance, the filing fee is
$1,500.

A Tony Pendola, NC Department of Environmental Quality: 8/3/2023

We have a general permit and charge only 10% of the normal fee.
https://www.deq.nc.gov/environmental-assistance-and-customer-service/permit-handbook-
documents/2016-revisions/dag-general-title-v-aci-air-permit/download

A Nancy Larson, KS Pollution Prevention Institute: 8/3/2023
As an FYI - Here is an archive (pg 14) of a similar discussion about air curtain incinerators
from 2021.

Q Christine Paulson, IA Small Business Air Quality Liaison: 7/27/2023

Does anyone know where I can find the definition of "small business concern" as referenced in the CAA
section 507, which refers to the definition in the U.S. Small Business Act? On our lowa DNR website, we
had a link to the Small Business Administration page that provided a link to the Small Business Act. This
link is now apparently broken. I did a search on the Administration's website and came up empty.

A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 7/27/2023

One issue with the SBA definition is that it is variable. I found this page that provides a table of
size standards which is either the number of employees or annual receipts that represents the
largest size a business can be to still remain a small business for SBA and Federal contracting
purposes: https://www.sba.gov/document/support-table-size-standards. As the SBA notes, the
definition varies by industry. This page also had a like to the Electronic Code of Federal
Regulations, which sounds like the link that you may have had. Here is the link to the eCFR:
https://www.ectr.gov/current/title-13/chapter-I/part-121#121.201
https://www.govregs.com/uscode/15/632

A Christopher Lynch, NE Business Environmental Program: 7/27/2023

I don’t recall that section 507 actually refers to the US SBA small business definitions. One of the
things I’ve always found a bit confusing is that the Clean Air Act uses its own definition of
“small business stationary source” in section 507 which is different from US SBA definitions.
See attached link to the statutory language and review subsection (c)(1):
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/42/7661f.

A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 7/27/2023

There is a reference in (C) Eligibility (1)(B). However, their definitions are so different from the
Section 507 of 100 employees and 50 tons/year or less of a single regulated pollutant and 75
tons/year or less of all regulated pollutants that it would really only come into effect for those that
are monetary based. For example, a grape vineyard that makes over $4 million/year due to
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perhaps tourism or winery sales (though that might be in another section), yet only has 20 or so
employees. That would meet our definitions under 507, but be a large business under SBA.

There is also the issue that (c)(1) says both not a major stationary source and also 50 tons/year of
a single pollutant and 75 tons/year combined. That is fairly redundant as a major source would
typically be 100 tons/year and above. It may have been included for those Conditional Major
sources, but that seems to be splitting hairs some.

I feel the clearest way and easiest for most businesses to determine is 100 employees or less and
not a major source of emissions (I also tack on not a Large Quantity Generator of hazardous
waste, though that is not in the 507 definition).

A Jeremy Hancher, PA Small Business Development Center: 7/27/2023

I found this which seems pretty good at explaining small business size definitions and what a
small business concern is. https://home.treasury.gov/system/files/271/SBA-Small-Business-
Compliance.pdf It seems like a handy reference guide even though it's listed on the treasury's
website. Looks like Donovan already provided a link to the CFR definition which the guide also
mentions.

Q Kari Clevenger, IN Department of Environmental Management: 6/15/2023

Does anyone have experience what emissions are potential for thermal battery testing facilities? Looking
for potential emissions and source of emissions. The facility in our state has indoor testing and would like
to expand to outdoor testing.

Q Cris Brazil, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/17/2023

K-State's PPI at Region 7 is organizing EJ community events that will take place at the end of the year,
and we were wondering if anyone has done this type of event before. If yes, would you mind sharing what
worked and what didn't, and if you could share the agenda you had for the event, that would be great.

O Renee Bashel, WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator: 5/5/2023

Since 1-bromopropane became a federal HAP, how have states been reaching out to small businesses to
learn whether they have 1-BP emissions? Have you created targeted industry lists for outreach, or created
tools for 1-bp calculations for specific industries? Wisconsin only found 2 sources through our annual
emissions inventory reporting, so the air program has asked for help to see if we’re missing any small
business with emissions they should be reporting but don’t realize. Anything at all that you’ve done
related to 1-bp would be helpful information.

R Renee Bashel, WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator: 5/23/2023

So I’ve only had one response, and they were also curious about other states’ efforts on
outreach. By the lack of responses, should I take it that no one has focused on 1-BP outreach at
this point? If you have not done any outreach, a quick reply of “nothing” would be helpful. If
you have done some outreach, a simple list of which industries you have targeted for outreach
would be sufficient.

A Renee Bashel, WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator: 5/25/2023
Of 12 responses:
e 1o outreach done in these states/areas - Clark County (NV), MS, NH, AZ, MI, IN, NC,
CO, AK, PA, TIA, and MT
e MN - plan to collect emissions in next inventory (collect toxics reports every 3 yrs.),
suggested focus on degreasing facilities for outreach
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e GA - contacted 4 facilities reporting 1-bp to TRI, not enough emissions there to change
source status for any of them

e ID - wrote a newsletter article; an SBDC contact worked with 1 business to
switch/replace 1-bp containing solvents w/o problem

Q Christine Hoefler, CO Small Business Assistance Program: 5/3/23

I am working with a company that will be shredding clothing and outdoor equipment (tents, backpacks,
etc...). I am trying to figure out what process would have similar emission factors to use for determining
their emissions. Does anyone have suggestions on what emission factors I could use?

R Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/8/23
I would have them pay CLOSE attention to PFAS in these materials.

Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/3/2023

The TN Office of Sustainable Practices, which our SBEAP is part of and also houses our P2 programs, is
interested in learning more about regulatory flexibility or relief benefit offerings in other states, especially
for participants in voluntary environmental leadership program or other voluntary program, and if benefits
of this nature are offered, how those benefits are structured. An example of a program we are aware of is
IDEM’s Environmental Stewardship Program (ESP), which offers some regulatory flexibility for
participants. Right now, we are just gathering information about what is out there in terms of what other

states offer and if you are willing to offer any insight into such, please do so. Some of the structure
questions could involve:
1. Reduction in inspections
2. Greater flexibility in doing supplemental environmental projects to offset fines or as pollution
prevention/pollution offset
Expedited permitting for participants
Do you have a tiered system
Benefits of being in a voluntary environmental leadership program
Do you utilize outside consultants
How does regulatory divisions view the leadership program

XN kW

Overall, we are interested in hearing about other state voluntary environmental leadership programs and
how do they benefit the participants.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 5/3/2023

The National P2 Roundtable held a Microsoft Teams meeting on February 16, 2023 on the topic
of ‘Leadership & Voluntary Programs.” I do not recall how many or who participated except that
I do recall a person with the Texas Manufacturing Extension Partnership whose name I am
drawing a blank.

Meghann Quinn, VA DEQ is a contact referenced in the attached e-mail.
Meghann.Quinn@DEQ.Virginia.gov

I also believe that someone with the North Carolina Environmental Stewardship Initiative might
have been participating as well.

A Vanessa Kohrs, AR Department of Energy & Environment: 5/3/2023

NStEP is Arkansas’ version of a voluntary environmental stewardship program and operates on a
four-tiered system: Bronze, Silver, Gold, and Platinum. The program is open to all Arkansas
businesses that maintain twenty or more full-time employees, which opens the possibility of
adding consultants to the program. Because of this, we’re able to accept members from the
consulting world that can assist and provide information to other NStEP members.
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Here’s a list of what incentives NStEP offers to members of the program:

Notice of rule-making initiatives

Permitting & compliance technical assistance
Expedited permit modifications and renewals
Assigned the same permit writer and inspector
One-stop multi-media inspections

Public recognition and marketing opportunities

We also offer an annual member’s meeting for current and potential members to meet and discuss
their experiences in the program along with any sustainability initiatives going on at their facility.

O Belinda Breidenbach, ID Small Business Development Center: 4/4/2023

Does your SBEAP program have a good working relationship with inspectors?

Or

Is your SBEAP program restricted from working with businesses that have been inspected?

There was some discussion at the annual training that many inspectors refer businesses to the SBEAP
program. Yet, there are other states where the SBEAP program is restricted from working with a business



once they are inspected. As I understand, these states have a view that a business could have contacted the
SBEAP in the past but once an inspector visits it's an enforcement action.

Our EPA ombudsman, Paula Hoag, is going to look into this for us. We need to know how many states
have restrictions once a business is inspected.

Summary of responses (Good relationship _): Alabama, Alaska, Arizona, Arkansas, California
Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Hawaii, [dahe, Illinois, -, Iowa, Kansas,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine (See Julie Churchill’s response on email thread), Maryland, Massachusetts
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, New Jersey
i, New York, North Carolina, North Dakota, Ohig, Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, [exas, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, Washington, West
Virginia, Wisconsin, Wyoming

A Nancy Herb, PA Department of Environmental Protection: 4/4/2023

Does your SBEAP program have a good working relationship with inspectors?

YES, our inspectors regularly refer small businesses to EMAP for assistance. For PA, our SBO
and the administrative/logistical support for the Small Business Assistance Program and our
Small Business Compliance Advisory Committee are provided by staff in our central office in
Harrisburg, PA. Our inspection, enforcement and facility permitting staff work out of 6 regional
offices located throughout the state. The inspectors and permit engineers know that EMAP is
available to offer free, confidential compliance assistance services to small businesses and they
do make referrals to EMAP as appropriate. As there is typically significant turnover in those
positions, we (DEP central office staff involved in coordinating the program) look for
opportunities to connect EMAP staff with our DEP regional inspection and permitting staff (for
example, invite EMAP to attend staff meetings or present on EMAP services.) This way new
DEP staff learn about the program, understand what EMAP offers and know to refer businesses
that could benefit from compliance assistance services. Our shared goal is for companies to be
achieve and maintain compliance with the Air Quality and other requirements that apply to them.

Is your SBEAP program restricted from working with businesses that have been inspected?

NO, EMAP can work with businesses that have been inspected and help them to resolve
compliance issues. This does not preclude further enforcement action by DEP, which depends on
the specifics of each situation.

A Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/4/2023
NH SBTAP networks with inspectors and complaint managers from Air and Waste Divisions. If

can solve the complaint with assistance, the compliance inspectors will not get involved. This is
my role as SBEAP.

After an enforcement action (letter of deficiency) has been issued, I can still receive a referral
from enforcement. If the small business does come into compliance with SBTAP assistance,
enforcement may reduce or eliminate fines/fees. This is my role as SBO.

NH’s 1-FTE is SBEAP and SBO.

A Emilie Eskridge, OH EPA: 4/4/2023

In Ohio we are housed in Ohio EPA and have a good relationship with our district office
inspectors. Many businesses are referred to us by them, but we are a non-regulatory and
confidential service separate from the regulatory divisions.




Facilities are inspected on a schedule for compliance depending on the regulatory program. Their
inspection status does not impact our ability to provide assistance to the facility, and we do assist
facilities in complying with notices of violation when appropriate. However we typically do not
provide assistance to facilities in enforcement since the issues at that point have escalated to legal
action by the agency.

A Sherry Waldon, GA Environmental Protection Division: 4/4/2023

Does your SBEAP program have a good working relationship with inspectors?

Typically our District offices encounter our smallest businesses and routinely refer the small
businesses that need assistance coming into compliance to the program. These typically might
need a permit and they need someone to figure out if they do or not, or they need guidance to
mitigate circumstances that resulted in a citizen complaint regarding that business. Often this
results in material substitutions to avoid regulatory or permit applicability, so it works well to
lessen everyone's load. Working with the program does not prevent enforcement, but will provide
any extra time needed, and will stop escalated enforcement in most cases. However, when a small
business stops cooperating with the SBEAP, (not routine, but it has happened) they are referred
back to the inspectors for pursuing additional enforcement or giving deadlines which, if missed,
could trigger additional enforcement.

We do not offer confidentiality with regard to enforcement matters but we offer greater
enforcement discretion in pursuing companies that first contact SBEAP with a compliance
problem, unless the company is not a small business or will trigger certain MACTs, synthetic
minor permitting or Title V.

Is your SBEAP program restricted from working with businesses that have been inspected?
No

A Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program. 4/4/2023

In Kansas, we have a good working relationship. Our inspectors refer clients to us and we get
invite to participate in and sometimes present at their “all-inspector” meetings, call air field staff
meetings.

A Jennifer Lipkin, NV Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/4/2023

In Clark County, Nevada, the air quality Small Business Assistance Program (SBAP) in housed
within the regulatory agency. We have a separate supervisor and are confidential. Compliance
and permitting staff, supervisors, and managers are very respectful of our confidentiality. They
understand the more open and comfortable sources are with SBAP the more compliant they will
be. We work closely with permitting and compliance, we even attend some of their staff
meetings. It works out great because we know their processes, standards, and expectations. The
inspectors and permit writers refer sources to us all the time and can refer us at any point in the
inspection and permit or enforcement process.

The department has 2 FT SBAP staff and 10 stationary source inspectors (major and minor) and 9
permit writers (major and minor). SBAP has monthly, virtual workshops on various topics
(Permitting 101, Preparing for an Inspection, GDO Self-inspections, Annual Billing, Compliance
Bootcamp, Annual Reporting) and inspectors handout flyers during every inspection for
upcoming workshops. If SBA has been involved, the inspections, compliance, and permit
applications are significantly better so inspectors and permit writers are motivated to promote our
services.

A Renee Bashel, WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator: 4/4/2023




In Wisconsin, a good portion of our referrals from air program inspectors come after a site
visit/inspection and they realize the facility will need more help than they have time to spend with
them. When we had more minor source inspectors, they might offer a bit of assistance before
referring them, but now they don’t have the time so we get more referrals. Because they are low
on staff for minor sources, they don’t have the time to go the enforcement route for all the ones
lacking records or other minor issues.

Most of the other air referrals come from an initial contact where the facility doesn’t know what
applies, and the air staff want us to help sort out permit and/or regulatory applicability before they
spend inspector time on the facility.

We don’t get many referrals from the other programs yet.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 4/4/2023

In Indiana, we do not attempt to help a regulated entity during the enforcement process. Once the
process is complete, we can help that entity, if they so desire, to avoid repeating the violation(s)
which led to enforcement.

New employees hired by IDEM and older employees that retire or change employment lead to a
disconnect between staff who administer permitting, inspection and sampling programs. That is,
they may not know we exist. There are ten of us out of 800 IDEM employees. I sometimes think
of CTAP being like the stepchild.

Referrals had come from air & RCRA inspectors on an infrequent basis.

Much like Wisconsin, air inspectors are obligated to complete x number of inspections a year,
evaluate entities that should have received air permits and address complaints. They are less
likely to provide assistance to a regulated entity and might refer such an entity to CTAP for the
sole purpose of calculating potential to emit as in the case of processing polymers, there is a large
information gap regarding emission factors covering the plethora of polymers that exist today and
will exist in the future.

We try to work with members of our recognition programs, e.g., Partners for Pollution
Prevention, Environmental Stewardship Program (based on ISO 14001), and the Governor’s
Awards for Environmental Excellence as they all have their own geographical spheres of
influence and my know of local entities that could benefit from our help.

A Anne Keller, NM Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/5/23
NM SBEAP is restricted from working with small businesses that have been inspected.
Thanks for posing the question.

A Bob Randolph, MO Department of Natural Resources: 4/5/2023

Does your SBEAP program have a good working relationship with inspectors?

Yes, Missouri’s SBEAP has a good working relationship with regional office air inspectors,
including situations involving Notices of Violation or Letters of Warning associated with air
inspections or referrals from staff in the Air Pollution Control Program. Missouri’s SBEAP is
housed in the Air Pollution Control Program.

Is your SBEAP program restricted from working with businesses that have been inspected?



No, there are no restrictions limiting Missouri’s SBEAP from providing assistance &/or working
with businesses that have been inspected. In all situations, SBEAP is tasked with assisting small
businesses with action items needed to demonstrate compliance.

A Linda Piper, LA Department of Environmental Quality: 4/5/2023

Louisiana has a good working relationship with our inspectors. We often receive referrals from
Enforcement and Surveillance. Realizing compliance is the main goal, some small facilities are
just not aware of their permit conditions and cannot afford the services of environmental
consultants. We also operate under a confidentiality clause that if we discover other compliance
issues while working with a small business, it’s kept in confidence and we work with that small
business to resolve all issues. We also occasionally receive referrals from permit staff as well.

A Eleanor Divver, UT Small Business Assistance: 4/5/2023

Utah does not have restrictions about working with businesses that have been inspected. If
SBEAP can assist - we do. We usually are involved on the front/beginning end of the business
starting.

DNR is also good about referring businesses to us.

A Jennifer Wittenburg, 1A Air Emissions Assistance Program: 4/5/2023

As is the case in many other states, [owa SBEAP also has a great working relationship with the
DNR inspectors. We get many referrals from them, answer questions they may have, and
participate in the joint meetings involving DNR central and the field office inspectors. With that
said, we do have the following statement in our contract related to criteria for which businesses
we can conduct site visits at: Have not been inspected within the last three months by DNR,
unless a referral from a DNR inspector justifies a site visit.

A Julie Churchill, ME Small Business Ombudsman. 4/6/2023

This is a regulatory framework question so it depends if the inspection led to formal enforcement
actions such as a Notice of Violation (NOV) or Consent Agreement. It's not that assistance by our
office is restricted; it’s whether they have entered into a legal enforcement action.

I have had businesses contact me after an inspection and ask for assistance. My standard response
is inquiring about the status of the inspection and whether they received formal enforcement
actions such as a NOV/CA and are working on their corrective actions (I also check with our
compliance staff). I let the business know once they complete their corrective actions and should
they wish to engage in beyond compliance measures then we can assist. We just need to ensure
there are no legal actions on the table.

So for Maine we follow the legal regulatory framework protocols following inspections. However
if contacted I always encourage businesses to work on their corrective actions and stay in active
communications with our inspectors.

Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/4/2023

So, I just received an interesting response from our Air Pollution Control that asked a question of the
Regional EPA. This response is dealing with a small tree service company that is also planning to offer to
incinerate the municipal wood waste in addition to wood waste removed from clients. In particular, the
item about the proposed OSWI rule amendment removing Title V requirements for ACls that burn wood
waste caught my eye, especially as the NSC offered comments supporting that change. Why these
amendments haven’t been finalized, I don’t know. But once they do, it may allow some relief for smaller
ACls, especially if they have a contract with a municipality to incinerate wood waste for them and thus be
able to be classed as an OSWI:




After getting some initial feedback from EPA Headquarters we believe that perhaps the cleaner route to
pursue for this ACI scenario instead of Subpart AAAA may be Subpart EEEE (under OSWI).

e  Would the capacity of the ACI in question meet the VSMWC (very small municipal waste
combustor) definition of less than 35 tons per day?

I think the main difficulty in trying to rely entirely on Subpart AAAA (as you’ve pointed out) is that the
Yard waste definition does not technically include “tree limbs” but the Wood waste definition does. (See
screenshots below from the final OSWI rule of 2005).

If the capacity for the ACI unit does align with VSMWC, and OSWI can apply to the ACI, then of course
there is the Title V permitting requirement.

e Do you think Title V will be problematic for the company?

You may or may not be aware, but the Proposed OSWI rule amendment (issued back in August 2020)
which removes the Title V requirement for ACIs (burning clean lumber, yard waste, or wood waste) has
yet to be finalized by EPA.

Please let me know about the ACI’s unit capacity and whether you concur that OSWI might better apply;
given the strict wording for the ACI exemption in SMWC Subpart AAAA limited to 100% Yard Waste,
... mixing any other types of wood wastes or clean lumber would then nullify the ACI limited exemption
and make the unit subject to the full regulatory requirements for SMWCs under Subpart AAAA.

Failing inclusion under OSWI I would then have to have some further internal discussions in finding any
other remedy, since segregating “tree limbs” from the yard waste seems both impractical and most likely
prohibitive by the company

Q Arthur Fink, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/8/2023

I’'m working on a project looking trying to identify problems/solutions to small town and rural meat
processors and the management of their wastewater here in Kansas...especially in areas that use two or
three cell lagoons (instead of mechanically aerated wastewater treatment plants) for municipal wastewater
treatment. Do other states have any technical guidance documents for small town and rural meat
processing facilities and management of their wastewater?

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 3/9/2023
There is probably an organization in your state which helps to provide education to both
industrial & municipal wastewater treatment operators which includes how to be certified as well
as information on the various types of wastewater treatment.

Technical guidance on the siting, design and operation of a wastewater treatment facility will
entail a large number of considerations, some of which are referenced below.

The NPDES permit will take into consideration the receiving stream as well as the discharge
point into that receiving stream. Typically, the state environmental program governing that site
will take into account the water quality upstream of the discharge point to make certain that
additional pollutants entering at that point do not upset the water quality balance and enable it to
be maintained which includes how the discharge will acclimate into the stream, e.g., immediate
and downstream impacts on dissolved oxygen.



The strength/concentration of the wastewater constituents, e.g., BODS5 will make the design of an
effective wastewater treatment system challenging.

Additionally, the discharge limits will be governed by Q7, 10 flow (minimum flow of a stream
over a consecutive seven-day period that has a statistical frequency of recurrence of once in ten
years). A large Q7, 10 flow along with copious acreage might cause one to consider a controlled
discharge method of wastewater treatment - https://www?3.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/faclagon.pdf.
Conversely, a zero Q7, 10 flow along with reduced acreage might require mechanical treatment.
In the former, sludge management requires periodic removal of accumulation within a lagoon
cell. In the latter, sludge may accumulate more rapidly and may need to be removed and
managed more frequently.

References:
American Water Works Association - https://www.awwa.org/

USDA Rural Development — Water & Environmental Programs -
https://www.rd.usda.gov/programs-services/water-environmental-programs

NPDES permitting is site specific — Chapter 2 Planning, Feasibility Assessment & Site Selection
- https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2014-09/documents/lagoon-pond-treatment-201 1.pdf
“...A number of factors must be considered, including but not limited to, required effluent
quality, effluent discharge point, site topography, soils, geology, climate and groundwater
conditions. Specific information is needed related to geotechnical characteristics, such as surface
and groundwater hydrology, proximity to surface water for discharge, site permeability and lining
requirements, feasibility of siting the ponds within or outside a flood plain, and presence of
bedrock or groundwater within the depth of excavation (Crites et al., 2006).”

Point source discharge - https://www.in.gov/idem/cleanwater/wastewater-permitting/national-
pollutant-discharge-elimination-system-npdes/

“The purpose of the NPDES permit is to control the point source discharge of pollutants into the
waters of the State such that the quality of the water of the State is maintained in accordance with
the standards contained in 327 IAC 2. The NPDES permit requirements must ensure that, at a
minimum, any new or existing point source must comply with technology-based treatment
requirements that are contained in 327 IAC 5-5-2. According to 327 IAC 5-2-2, "Any discharge
of pollutants into waters of the State as a point source discharge, except for exclusions made in
327 IAC 5-2-4, is prohibited unless in conformity with a valid NPDES permit obtained prior to
discharge." This is the most basic principle of the NPDES permit program.”

Meat Processing & Butchering Operations - IDEM, IDOH (Indiana Department of Health) &
BOAH (Board of Animal Health) fact sheet,
https://www.in.gov/idem/files/factsheet owq meat processing.pdf

Wastewater Treatment of Meat Processors - https://www.nichemeatprocessing.org/wastewater-
treatment-for-meat-processors/

Slaughterhouse wastewater characteristics, treatment, and management in the meat processing
industry: A review on trends and advances - https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26197423/

Meat and Poultry Products Effluent Guidelines (As announced in Preliminary Effluent Guidelines
Program Plan 15 (September 2021), EPA has completed a detailed study of the MPP category and


https://www.awwa.org/
https://www.rd.usda.gov/programs-services/water-environmental-programs
https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2014-09/documents/lagoon-pond-treatment-2011.pdf
https://www.in.gov/idem/cleanwater/wastewater-permitting/national-pollutant-discharge-elimination-system-npdes/
https://www.in.gov/idem/cleanwater/wastewater-permitting/national-pollutant-discharge-elimination-system-npdes/
https://www.in.gov/idem/files/factsheet_owq_meat_processing.pdf
https://www.nichemeatprocessing.org/wastewater-treatment-for-meat-processors/
https://www.nichemeatprocessing.org/wastewater-treatment-for-meat-processors/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26197423/

is preparing a rulemaking to revise the 2004 regulation) - https://www.epa.gov/eg/meat-and-
poultry-products-effluent-guidelines

Water & Wastewater Management in Food Processing - https://p2infohouse.org/ref/07/06625.pdf

Characterization of Slaughterhouse Wastewater and Development of Treatment Techniques: A
Review - https://www.mdpi.com/2227-9717/10/7/1300

When compared to medium strength municipal wastewater, average SWW characteristics can be
3.9 times higher for TOC, 6.3 times higher for BODS, 9.8 times higher for COD, 10.7 times
higher for TN, 5.5 times higher for TSS, and 7.1 times higher for TP [4,7].

Q Leena Divakar, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/17/2023
This is my first time working with an Ethanol plant and I was wondering if you could share any tools you
have for the reporting requirements.

1. The facility has two natural gas boilers subject to NSPS Subpart Dc. This requires monthly fuel
combustion records to be kept for the amount of natural gas combusted in the boilers. I guess this
can be done with fuel supplier records or meter tracking. Do you have a tracking tool for monthly
fuel combustion from the boilers?

2. The facility has a gasoline storage tank subject to MACT 6C. This again requires records of
monthly throughput of the gasoline storage tank to determine what level of emission prevention
is required of the facility. Do you have any tool for this?

3. Is there any tool to calculate VOC and HAP from equipment leaks?

O Timothy Kirchgraber, Empire State Development Environmental Assistance: 2/9/2023

We are doing some research in New York. Are there states that provide financial assistance to small
businesses so that they may come into compliance with environmental regulations? This could include
capital for equipment purchases and installations as well as money for consulting services. If there are
states that provide such assistance, how are the programs managed — in-house or third party? Are grants
offered? Are they awarded competitively? How is ownership of purchased equipment handled? Has your
state considered financial assistance for compliance as an option? Are there barriers to implementing
such a program?

Q Jennifer Theodore, MN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/8/2023

Is anyone aware of a way for aggregate processing facilities to ‘self-test” for moisture-content?
Minnesota’s Nonmetallic Mineral Processing General Air Permit requires facilities to demonstrate
moisture content is 1.5% or more. One method is benchmark testing using American Society for Testing
and Materials (ASTM) method D2216-92 or D4643-93 (or equivalent). An owner is wondering if he can
avoid hiring an outside company and do it himself.

R James Plosay, AK Air Permits Program Manager: 2/8/2023

Alaska has no requirement for “testing” for moisture content because it is standard practice here
to water the fines and aggregate stock piles to reduce fugitives. Plus it rains a lot in most areas.
Testing for moisture content would be superfluous.

A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/8/2023
They should be able to. In fact, I found a video from the Minnesota DOT explaining how to do
moisture tests on aggregate: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DIMBPFjuc7k

A Kenya Stump, KY Department for Energy Development & Independence: 2/8/2023



https://www.epa.gov/eg/meat-and-poultry-products-effluent-guidelines
https://www.epa.gov/eg/meat-and-poultry-products-effluent-guidelines
https://p2infohouse.org/ref/07/06625.pdf
https://www.mdpi.com/2227-9717/10/7/1300
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=D9MBPFjuc7k

I know the Bourbon industry in Kentucky tests for moisture on the spot at it relates to incoming
grains. Maybe the same technology could be applied.

A Sydney Boogaard, Maricopa County AZ Air Quality Department: 2/9/2023
In Maricopa County soil moisture testing for crushing and screening operations is to be conducted
in accordance with ASTM C566-97 (2004), or sites may use the Speedy Moisture Meter with

written approval. Here is a link to the associated rule and you’ll want to look at §312, specifically
§312(b).

Q Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/24/2023

I am looking for a publication or guidance document when a small business closes. What does the
business owner need to do with environmental permits, registration, waste? Is there a checklist or short
summary?

This issue comes up occasionally. I have a small business and he is retiring, so we are trying to connect
him with HW transporters, air permits contact names changes, contact the local wastewater treatment
facility, etc. He is selling the business and needs his name off and the new owner on.

Similar situation: the person leasing property leaves and the property owner needs to figure out what to do
with HW left behind, who to contact at Environmental Services, deactivate site ID, change names on
documentation, etc.

NH has information/requirements scattered throughout our rules, but nothing in a checklist or summary to
guide them. I am hoping one of the SBDC has some sort of list for their clients.

A Belinda Breidenbach, ID Small Business Development Center: 1/24/23
Also have them contact their Small Business Development Center. Selling a business is in their
realm. They provide no cost confidential counseling.

A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/24/23
TN does not have a checklist, but that is a good idea. Here is what I do know about changing of
owner:

Air: An email/letter providing the new contact information and an agreement that they will accept
all conditions of the existing permit. This should be done within 30 days of ownership change per
General Condition #1 of air permits. For those that might have a Permit-by-Rule, there is a check
point on that form for change of ownership.

UST: There is a full packet for both seller and buyer. The seller packet is much smaller and the
buyer has to go through the packet almost as if opening a new location.

HW activity: simple notification and $150 fee. I think they assume the ID number and any other
conditions.

Water: A new Notice of Intent within 5 days from the new owner BEFORE the facility is sold or
transferred.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 1/24/23
Indiana - https:/www.in.gov/idem/ctap/how-to-notify-idem-that-your-business-is-closing/



https://www.maricopa.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5378/Rule-316---Nonmetallic-Mineral-Processing-PDF?bidId
https://www.in.gov/idem/ctap/how-to-notify-idem-that-your-business-is-closing/

Other somewhat related information: https://www.in.gov/idem/airpermit/information-
about/revocation-due-to-inactivity-abandonment-andor-nonpayment/

Immediate Removals Program - https://www.in.gov/idem/cleanups/how-this-affects-
you/immediate-removals-program/

“The Immediate Removals Program provides time-critical removal of pollutants that are
considered an imminent and substantial threat to human health and/or the environment. For
immediate removal purposes, time critical means the action must be initiated within six
months....”

IC 13-11-2-191 “Responsible party”

IC 13-11-2-192 “Responsible person”

IC 13-20-14: Disposal of waste tires; IC 13-20-14-7 Removal and remedial actions — “...compel a
person responsible for the improper disposal....”

IC 13-14-10 General emergency procedures; IC 13-14-10-3 Emergency assistance — “...any
person responsible for abatement or remedying the emergency: cannot be determined or located;
or has refused or failed to take prompt and effective action to abate or remedy the emergency....”
IC 13-25-4 Hazardous substances response trust fund

IC 13-24-1 Petroleum releases — “ If the commissioner determines that the removal or remedial
action will be done properly and promptly by the owner, operator, or responsible person, the
commissioner may enter into an agreed order with the owner, operator, or responsible person to
implement necessary removal or remedial action. If the commissioner and the owner or operator
or the responsible party fail to agree on the appropriate and necessary removal or remedial action
to be taken, the dispute shall be resolved under IC 4-21.5.”

Due Diligence

It is generally in the best interest of the buyer and seller or the lessor (landlord) and lessee
(tenant) to have a definitive understanding (written contract or lease using explicit terms) of
expectations when the property is transferred, prior to a lease agreement or termination of a lease
agreement. With the lease agreement, that might include periodic inspections of the property
especially if hazardous waste is being generated and managed [improperly].

I like the resources that the Wisconsin DNR provides including “Prior to property changing
hands, all parties involved should conduct proper due diligence in order to understand the
environmental condition.” https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/SmallBusiness/PurchaseSpills.html

A Renee Bashel, WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator: 1/24/2023
That is a great question. It is one we worked on in Wisconsin a few years ago. It differs by
program/permit types so it can be a bit complicated.

We created a webpage to highlight what each of our regulatory programs needs when a business
is making some sort of property transaction, whether selling or closing completely.
https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/SmallBusiness/PropertyTransfers.html.

Alternatively, we have a page that directs someone purchasing a property — whether Greenfield or
existing operation - to all the likely rules and permits they need to know about:
https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/SmallBusiness/PurchaseProperty.html.



https://www.in.gov/idem/airpermit/information-about/revocation-due-to-inactivity-abandonment-andor-nonpayment/
https://www.in.gov/idem/airpermit/information-about/revocation-due-to-inactivity-abandonment-andor-nonpayment/
https://www.in.gov/idem/cleanups/how-this-affects-you/immediate-removals-program/
https://www.in.gov/idem/cleanups/how-this-affects-you/immediate-removals-program/
https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/SmallBusiness/PurchaseSpills.html
https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/SmallBusiness/PropertyTransfers.html
https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/SmallBusiness/PurchaseProperty.html

A Emily Ohde, MN Pollution Control Agency Resource Management & Assistance Division:
1/24/2023

MPCA used to have a webpage for administrative changes such as these but it was removed
during a recent revamp. Therefore, SBEAP created a fact sheet
(https://www.pca.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/p-sbap5-44.pdf) with the information. It is
accessible via web and provided to facilities in these scenarios.

O Mary Yesko, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/23/2023

Is anyone planning on attending the National Environmental Justice Conference held March 7-9" this
year? If so, do you have information on their agenda?

If not, are there any other environmental justice conferences that you would recommend attending in
place of the NEJC?

A Jenifer Dixon, MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program. 1/24/2023

I am not attending, but we do have someone from our Agency going, so I could potentially get
some feedback and information to share after. We have our Michigan Environmental Justice
Conference this summer. It is our second one. Our last one was really good (I thought!) we had
around 2000 people from across the county attend, but it was virtual. This one is going to be in-
person in Detroit. I think it is going to be another good one based on the agenda and abstracts we
have gotten. Check it out, if you want - 2023 Michigan Environmental Justice Conference

Q Jacob Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 12/21/2022
I’m looking for sustainability resources for small animal veterinary practices. The best resource I’ve
found so far that is applicable to US businesses is the Veterinary Compliance Assistance group.

Does anyone know of other resources for veterinarians, such as case studies or organizations?

A Crystal Warren, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 12/21/2022

The Nashville Veterinary Services has a strong commitment to sustainability. You can read about
some of the investments they've made around sustainability as well as their environmental
commitment on this page: https://www.nashvillevetspecialists.com/about-us. It’s not exactly a
small veterinarian clinic but may be a resource for the vet practice seeking help.

Q Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/31/2022
Are others dealing with client inquiries about HW incinerator backlogs? See the 2021 EPA memo

at https://rcrapublic.epa.gov/files/14939.pdf. What are your states advising for clients that are SQGs and
bumping up on their 270 day time limit?

A Jennifer Theodore, MN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/31/2022
Minnesota has seen requests from haz waste generators who are having trouble meeting their
accumulation limits. SQGs can request a 30-day extension from the MPCA or their metro county
and may exceed their maximum on-site accumulation volume limit during the extended time
period. This factsheet describes how to request an extension: Hazardous waste accumulation
extensions (state.mn.us)

R Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/31/2022
Thank you. The 30-day request is how KS is handling it too.



https://www.pca.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/p-sbap5-44.pdf
https://thenejc.org/
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Q Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 10/24/2022

How are regulated entities in your state managing unused surplus hand sanitizer? As hazardous waste, a
hazardous secondary material, repurposed, analyzed & reformulated or returned to the manufacturer to be
analyzed and reformulated assuming that a FIFRA requirement would not prevent reformulation? I would
presume that unused surplus hand sanitizer is not currently being incinerated based on its heat capacity
and also due to the limits on incineration capacity.

CDC recommended the use of a hand sanitizer with a minimum alcohol (EtOH or IPA) content of 60 %
wt. The presumption is that below 60 % wt. alcohol, the efficacy of the hand sanitizer has diminished to
the extent that it might not disinfect fully. If the alcohol content is diminished sufficiently, it may no
longer be considered an ignitable hazardous waste. Have entities conduct testing to ascertain whether the
unused surplus hand sanitizer would be considered RCRA ignitable — D001?

Managing unused hand sanitizer might be more problematic if stored in containers smaller than 55-
gallons due to logistical issues of receiving and unpackaging the material.

The main ingredients are primarily alcohol, followed by water with smaller percentages of H>O»,
Glycerin/Glycerol and possibly other ingredients such as Aloe, etc.

A Debra Jacobson, IL lllinois Sustainable Technology Center: 10/24/2022
I had this question come up a few months back. Here’s what I was able to pull together for the
company.

If you have the material tested by an independent testing laboratory to verify the alcohol content,
you can re-label the containers with a new expiration date of 3 years from the date of the test. If
you still have material on hand after the 3 year extension you will need to get the material tested
again, and once again extend the expiration date for another 3 years.

If at some point you do not want to continue to store this material (in a fire safe storage area —
obviously), then you have the option to work out an arrangement with an ethanol blending
facility. This would avoid the material being considered “hazardous waste” and the associated
regulatory aspects would not apply.

https://www.fda.gov/drugs/information-drug-class/qa-consumers-hand-sanitizers-and-covid-19
Q. Do hand sanitizers have an expiration date? Are they still effective after the expiration
date?

A. OTC drug products generally must list an expiration date unless they have data showing that
they are stable for more than 3 years. FDA does not have information on the stability or
effectiveness of drug products past their expiration date (See 21 CFR 211.137). Hand sanitizer
produced under the temporary policies for hand sanitizer production and compounding may not
have an expiration date listed because they are expected to be used during this public health
emergency' .

https://www.fda.gov/drugs/coronavirus-covid- 19-drugs/hand-sanitizers-covid-19

CDC recommendations of at least 60% ethanol or

70% IPA (isopropanol) content (see FDA’s 1994 TFM and the CDC Statement for Healthcare
Personnel on Hand Hygiene

during the Response to the International Emergence of COVID-19).

What Is the Expiration Date of Most Solvents?


https://www.fda.gov/drugs/information-drug-class/qa-consumers-hand-sanitizers-and-covid-19
https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=3b398241f716ab135330d6fa91a22d11&mc=true&node=pt21.4.211&rgn=div5&se21.4.211_1137
https://www.fda.gov/drugs/coronavirus-covid-19-drugs/hand-sanitizers-covid-19

“Most solvents in their pure state have an indefinite shelf life if stored in unopened containers
under proper conditions.” “...Since many industries require expiration dating as part of their
protocols and since Pharmco has only carried out verification to three years, expiration dates for
most common solvents are three years from the date of manufacture on the certificate of analysis.
This includes almost all solvents in our catalog such as Acetone, Methanol, Reagent Alcohol, IPA
(2-propanol), Ethyl Acetate etc. Only certain solvents have shorter shelf lives. Most but not all
specially denatured alcohol formulations have a shelf life of up to five years.” — Pharmco Tech
Library

Can I use Expired Isopropyl Alcohol?

Most, but not all isopropyl alcohol packaging includes an expiration or retest date. Assuming
adequate storage conditions over the lifetime of the product, IPA is generally a very stable
chemical. Use good judgment and consider the risk.

In manufacturing operations, proper labeling, inventory tracking, and use-by dates have important
implications on supply chain and product outcomes. In the case that a relatively large batch of
IPA is unlabeled or falls beyond the use date, retesting ensures the solution is still safe for use.

https://www.fda.gov/media/136390/download
Temporary Policy for Manufacture of Alcohol for Incorporation Into Alcohol-Based Hand
Sanitizer Products During the Public Health Emergency (COVID-19) Guidance for Industry

Q Lee Ann Briggs, PA University of Pittsburgh Small Business Development Center: 10/21/2022
[Non chrome plating — electroless nickel plating] I know some time ago Lynelle Ladd had a similar
posting that never really picked up any steam. I am currently working with a client seeking assistance
with calculating PTE for his plating shop. Note he does no hard chrome plating. He offers electroless
nickel plating, as well as zinc, tin, nickel chrome and zinc/nickel electroplating. Any suggestions for
developing PTE calculations would be greatly appreciated.

A Joseph Neuklis 10/24/2022
If it involves plating ask Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program:.

O Richard Fiddyment, IL. Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/19/2022

I was contacted today by a guy intending to start a small business in a rural Illinois county (so not
Chicago area or Metro East) spray applying Cerakote to sheet metal parts. This is the first I’ve ever heard
of Cerakote. The manufacturer of Cerakote says that it needs to be spray applied with an HVLP gun in a
paint spray booth after degreasing and sandblasting of the surfaces to which it is to be applied. This stuff
is toxic so full protective gear must be worn including clothing, gloves, goggles and respirator. The client
reports they have a spray booth in waiting. The SDS for Cerakote says that it is VOC exempt in all 50
states and the client reports that the formulation they intend to use contains no HAPs. Would this mean
that the client is exempt from the requirements of the 6H NESHAP for Paint Stripping and Miscellaneous
Surface Coating Operations? Must they petition for exemption? Would they have to submit an Initial
Notification? Or am I crazy?

A Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program. 10/20/2022

If the coating doesn’t have any of the five metal HAPs and they are not using MeCl, then Subpart
HHHHHH does not apply and the client is required to file a petition for exemption. Per standard,
make sure the company keeps a record of the paperwork, including the SDS.

I grabbed a SDS for Cerakote and it looks like this is a two part coating, Cerakote being the
catalyst (part B), but the ingredients are 100% proprietary. That makes it challenging.



https://www.fda.gov/media/136390/download
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-40/chapter-I/subchapter-C/part-63/subpart-HHHHHH
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-40/chapter-I/subchapter-C/part-63/subpart-HHHHHH
https://images.nicindustries.com/cerakote/documents/122/h-series-and-elite-part-b-catalyst-dt2020011500571603.pdf

As an SBEAP I always ask to see the SDSs for the coatings to make sure the client is reading
them correctly, so if you haven’t seen the part A you may want to ask for that. As far as toxicity,
what is the client basing that off of?

Remember, you can always use the 6H regulatory navigation tool to help you determine
applicability.

A Jayme Csonka, KY Small Business Environmental Compliance Assistance Coordinator:
10/20/2022

I recently finished preparing an application for a facility here in Louisville, KY that is installing a
system to apply Cerakote to titanium weapons components for both civilian and military use. It
was a learning process for me too. The facility is a machine shop, and the Cerakote application is
a side project of theirs, so they only anticipate using 1 gallon per week of a single color in the C-
series. They appear to be the only facility using Cerakote here in Louisville Metro, and I am at a
local agency that independently enforces air quality regulations separately from the rest of
Kentucky. I have heard hearsay that there is another facility that uses Cerakote in Shelbyville,
which is in the next county east of Louisville, and of another facility just across the river from us
in Jeffersonville, Indiana. I had to reach out to the manufacturer directly to get detailed
information not included on the SDS. Of note, be very concise about what you need when
contacting them because they are very concise with their replies. They were, however, very
timely.

Not all colors in the C-series are subject to 6H, but there was also no mention of 6H applicability
on any of their SDS documents. I have a list of the 6H exempt colors from the manufacturer, so
let me know if you’d like a copy of that. The color my client is planning to use is subject to 6H. It
contains 0.3 g/LL VOCs and 4.95% Cr(III), none of which was mentioned in the SDS. The client
did end up submitting an initial notification for 6H, and I supplied them with compliance and
curriculum materials/information. We had them apply for a minor source permit, but ultimately
determined that they could easily accept a production limit of 1000 lbs/year of HAPs, which
made them eligible for a registration instead of a minor source permit. Their final document was
issued just yesterday! I’d be happy to share materials. I had considered asking the same question
here when [ was trying to figure out Cerakote.

About the process: The facility will be using an abrasive blast cabinet with aluminum oxide grit
to clean products, followed by a cleaning in a vacuum parts washer using a solvent called
Metalnox, and then a wipe-down with acetone before they do the actual coating. The liquid
Cerakote is pre-mixed and does not require any blending at the facility. The coating is done with
a HVLP spray gun fitted with a 0.8mm tip size inside a fully enclosed spray booth. The materials
dry inside the booth at ambient temperature. No ovens are needed for curing.

R Genine Rosa, NV Washoe County Health District: 10/20/2022

I’m following this from Reno...we have a facility that uses this product. If you could share that
list of 6H exempt colors that would be much appreciated. I don’t think I have anything further to
offer, Jayme covered it well!

A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/20/2022
Good research, Jayme. Interesting to note that not all colors would contain target metal HAPs that
would make a facility subject to 6H. I think that list would be useful to us in general (might be
added to the 6H page where paint lists are) and Richard in particular.



https://regnav.app.cloud.gov/6h/6HExemptionStorylineoutput/story_html5.html
https://nationalsbeap.org/compliance/petition

Richard, if possible, I would try to request an Environmental Data Sheet as those are often more
detailed than SDS which are primarily designed for safety and not environmental work. However,
as SDS are required to be supplied to end users, those are often what we start with. An EDS may
be able to show whether there is a target metal HAP in the particular Cerakote being used.

Nancy, please correct me if inaccurate, but I was under the impression that only auto body shops
needed to submit a petition for opting out if not subject (63.11170 (a)(2)). As the facility Richard
is working with is coating sheet metal and not motor vehicles or mobile equipment, a simple
determination if subject or not would determine the next step and an opt-out petition is not
needed. Following that determination, the facility may still be subject to general VOC or other
emission permitted requirements for the state, but if not subject to 6H, an Initial Notification and
Notification of Compliance Status would not be required. If they are subject to 6H, then yes, the
Initial Notification and Notification of Compliance Status report would be needed per 6H.

A Renee Bashel, WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator: 10/20/2022

Since they are not an autobody shop they would not need to petition out of 6H. Also, if they are
not subject to 6H you should check to see if they are still subject to 6X, the metal
fabrication and finishing rule. Being subject to 6X seems more likely as they are doing
some of the other metal fabrication processes mentioned in 6X...but the SIC/NAICS list
subject to 6X is limited so they may fall out there too.

A Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/20/2022

With regard to applicably of 6H being “autobody,” remember it applies to mobile vehicle
equipment/parts, so trucks, airplane parts, trailer parts, etc.... In Kansas and other states, the
petition exemption requirement is no longer limited to autobody, so check with your state.

What Donovan describes with regard to the petition for exemption, makes sense, but about three
years ago, I recall having a discussion about this topic with Tony, Dan and others. We tried to
argue the petition shouldn’t apply to our airplane parts manufactures, but in Kansas they rejected
the argument.

6X is a great suggestion, especially since they are blasting metal (or welding) which may contain
one of the 5 metal HAPs.

A Jayme Csonka, KY Small Business Environmental Compliance Assistance Coordinator:
10/20/2022

I have attached a document I received directly from the manufacturer of Cerakote that is a list of
Cerakote coatings/colors from the C-series with formulations that will not be subject to 6H. Note,
this is only for the C-series, they have a few other series in the Cerakote product line. The C-
series is a premixed liquid ceramic coating. There are around 50 total color options in the C-
series, of which 22 are on the attached list.

In addition to the SDS documents for each individual coating, there are also technical data sheets
available that I recall providing more information on the physical and chemical properties. The
TDS’ have a statement towards the bottom:
o “All Cerakote coatings are VOC compliant under the EPA and have low to no VOC
content. To find out the VOC content of an individual coating please
contact sds@nicindustries.com for more information.”
o This is also the address I contacted about 6H regulated metals content
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A Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program. 10/21/2022
If a non-autobody client doesn’t use target HAPs, then they are exempt from 6H and required to
do nothing beyond keeping records to prove it.

Some regulators may misinterpret this and want a petition. 6H was originally 3 rules that were
combined. The stripping and miscellaneous portions are not “guilty until proven innocent.” The
petition for exemption is only for “autobody shops” and required of every single one that spray
applies coatings on motor vehicles or mobile equipment with a few caveats.

A Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/21/2022
The only place in the rule that mentions the petition is clearly ONLY for autobody shops under
63.11170 (a)(2). Miscellaneous metal and plastic parts are covered under section (a)(3). See
below.
§ 63.11170 Am I subject to this subpart?
(a) You are subject to this subpart if you operate an area source of HAP as defined in paragraph
(b) of this section, including sources that are part of a tribal, local, State, or Federal facility and
you perform one or more of the activities in paragraphs (a)(1) through (3) of this section:
(1) Perform paint stripping using MeCl for the removal of dried paint (including, but not
limited to, paint, enamel, varnish, shellac, and lacquer) from wood, metal, plastic, and other
substrates.
(2) Perform spray application of coatings, as defined in § 63.11180, to motor vehicles and
mobile equipment including operations that are located in stationary structures at fixed
locations, and mobile repair and refinishing operations that travel to the customer's location,
except spray coating applications that meet the definition of facility maintenance in §
63.11180. However, if you are the owner or operator of a motor vehicle or mobile equipment
surface coating operation, you may petition the Administrator for an exemption from this
subpart if you can demonstrate, to the satisfaction of the Administrator, that you spray apply
no coatings that contain the target HAP, as defined in § 63.11180. Petitions must include a
description of the coatings that you spray apply and your certification that you do not spray
apply any coatings containing the target HAP. If circumstances change such that you intend
to spray apply coatings containing the target HAP, you must submit the initial notification
required by 63.11175 and comply with the requirements of this subpart.
(3) Perform spray application of coatings that contain the target HAP, as defined in §
63.11180, to a plastic and/or metal substrate on a part or product, except spray coating
applications that meet the definition of facility maintenance or space vehicle in § 63.11180.
This is why the Reg Nav Tool specifies that it only applies when these definitions are met. I
vetted this through the OAQPS rule contact. See below.
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6H Exemption

Definitions:

Please note that this only applies to collision repair facilities that spray apply
coatings to motor vehicles and mobile equipment!

Motor Vehicle means any self-propelled vehicle, including, but not limited
to, automobiles, light duty trucks, golf carts, vans, and motorcycles.

Mobile Equipment means any device that may be drawn and/or driven
on a roadway including, but not limited to, heavy-duty trucks, truck
trailers, fleet delivery trucks, buses, mobile cranes, bulldozers, street
cleaners, agriculture equipment, motor homes, and other recreational
vehicles (including camping trailers and fifth wheels).
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It would be great if Kansas or one of these other states would submit an Applicability
Determination request to the EPA Regional Office.

Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/6/2022

I’'m working on a assistance that has me puzzled. It’s a facility that makes pre-cooked sausages using
natural gas ovens. The oven emissions aren’t an issue and easy enough to calculate. However, the cooking
of the sausages is an issue as I can’t really find decent emission factors relating to that. Closest I found
was a MN permit for a Hormel pre-cooked bacon process that allowed for up to 0.3 grains/dscf in
particulate emissions. While I could use that, our state may put a max limit of 0.25 grains/dscf on such a
process and that only really relates to the airflow volume and not the process itself. I went through our
regs and didn’t see any exemption relating to large scale cooking of meats (there were exemptions for
smaller scale like BBQ pits), so this would indicate this is above the exemption levels.

Primary reason to try and find emission factors would be there have already been complaints about the
smoke generated from the facility. While I could suggest a mist suppressant system (noted on the Hormel
facility) as a good neighbor action, that still doesn’t give an indication of what the emissions were in the
first place and the level of control that may be needed.

Anyone have experience with this or ideas?

A Renee Bashel, WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator: 10/6/2022




The Oscar Mayer facility in Madison WI had a permit with oxidizers to control the emissions
from the smokehouses. They have been closed for a while now but I will see what I can find in
the records for the old permits.

A Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/6/2022
JAWMA has an article with EFs. “The PM2.5 rates for charbroiling meats ranged from 4.4 to
11.6 g/kg of uncooked meat in this study.”
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10473289.2003.10466141

Q Leena Divakar, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 9/28/2022

We are working with a Fertilizer Manufacturing (Mixing only) facility (NAICS Code: 325314) and are
looking for some help in calculating the PTE for different equipment used in bagging and material
handling. I would like to know if anyone has a similar experience and has resources to share.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 9/29/2022
It appears that SIC code 2875 is associated with Fertilizers, Mixing Only.

One can search the IDEM (Indiana) Air Quality Permit Status Search. By SIC Number is one of
the options. https://www.in.gov/apps/idem/caats/ There are five entities based on this search
which includes Gypsoil Blendable (Fair Oaks, IN) — They were issued a Minor Source Operating
Permit on November 15, 2018 - https://permits.air.idem.in.gov/38968f.pdf - technical support
document starts on page 26 of 43. Emission calculations start on page 35 of 43. Unit Granulation
Services was issued an exemption letter on August 9, 2013. Emission calculations start on page 9
of 17. https://permits.air.idem.in.gov/33260f.pdf Or you may prefer to view the other three
entities.

Q Richard Fiddyment, IL. Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 9/26/2022

I’ve been contacted by someone from a Chicago area firm that manufactures coatings and mastics for
professional building contractors. He is not sure how to do emissions calculations for this and so I asked
him to send me details about what they manufacture, what material inputs are used and how they
manufacture their products. He responded with the following.

We manufacture silicones and adhesives mainly. All we do is mix the raw materials
(solvent's, acrylics, pigments, epoxies) in a mixer and then we pack the product. Our air
emissions come mainly from the mixing process. We can calculate the total air emissions
by subtracting the final weight from the initial weight minus an estimated number of solid
waste weight. However, I am not sure if that is permissible.

Even from my ignorant perspective, this seems a bit short of details to be of much use in assisting him. Is
there anyone out there familiar with this type of business who might be able to tell me how I should
follow up with him, what questions I should be asking? Or, if he has provided enough information, could
you point me in the direction of an emissions calculator that would work for him?

A Debra Jacobson, IL Illinois Sustainable Technology Center: 9/26/2022

Having worked with a similar type of manufacturing company, they probably have bulk storage
tanks for their solvents. In addition to air permitting calculations from their batch processing,
they would likely need to permit the tanks (state permit).

If they are in Cook County, they will need to obtain an air permit for their activities and the tanks
from the City of Chicago or Cook County in addition to the state permit. And bulk solvent
storage tanks require a permit from the State Fire Marshall.
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The way I approached it was to begin preparing a mass balance to estimate their actual
emissions. I did this by getting their annual purchase records of solvent and other VOC
containing ingredients and their total volume produced (sold). Then had them measure the
percentage of VOC retained in the product, and the % by volume of waste material per year (per
batch).

Note — In addition to emissions from batch processing, they will have emissions from equipment
clean up and batch/color change over. So the total purchase of solvent vs. solvent laden waste
disposed is important to know.

Q Richard Fiddyment, IL. Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 8/4/2022

I am attempting to assist a consultant who queried me today regarding a facility the refines metals for the
jewelry industry. Part of the process involves bathing the metals in a nitric acid bath with an anode to
increase the purity of the metals. Vapors are piped to a tank with a base to neutralize before being
emitted into the atmosphere, thereby preventing acid rain. Does anyone have a recommendation for
estimating emissions?

Q Phyllis Copeland, SC Department of Health & Environmental Control: Copeland 8/3/2022
Looking for factors along with the background on the factors for air curtain incinerators.

A Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 8/8/2022
I did not work on it, but we do have a PTE calculator for Kansas air curtains incinerators here
- https://www.sbeap.org/air-quality/tools/pte-calc.

O Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 6/15/2022

Yesterday on the SBAR pre-panel for the Air Emissions Reporting Requirements, the question was asked
what are the general insignificant or de minimis levels that different states use to determine if a source is
required to receive a permit. For this purpose, the more general levels are requested. For example, in TN,
if a source has a PTE of 5 tons/year of criteria pollutants or less or has a PTE of 1,000 pounds/ year or
less of any single HAP, they are considered an insignificant source of air emissions unless they are
subject to a Federal rule. If the state contact for each state could email me their state information directly,
I would appreciate it. I’ll share more information at today’s NSC call, but in general the AERR proposal
may have a large impact on small businesses and state permitting, so the information will be helpful in
developing comments at this pre-panel stage.

R Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 6/20/2022

I want to thank those that have provided me with insignificant or de minimus level required for
permitting in their state. I've received information from 11 states to help provide substantiation of
comments being developed for the pre-proposed Air Emissions Reporting Requirements (AERR).

One item that was brought up by some states is that their AERR may be separate from any
required permitting. And after discussion within TN, we reached the conclusion that a Federal
requirement to report would not necessarily require permitting of sources that are below
insignificant source thresholds for permitting. In talking with those states where reporting is
separate from permitting, they require reporting even if the facility does not require a permit.

As such, I have a follow up question for the states:
What are the air emissions reporting requirement thresholds for your state? Do you only require
major sources to report? Or is reporting required for any facility above a certain threshold?


https://www.sbeap.org/air-quality/tools/pte-calc

O Richard Fiddyment IL, Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 6/13/2022

[ am trying to assist a scrap metal recycler that recently received a violation notice from the Illinois EPA
for operating a metal processing shears without an air permit. Among other things, they are going to need
to submit to IEPA calculations of potential and actual emissions for this unit and they have no idea how to
do this. They have told me that their material throughput consists of metals only, mainly from demolition
sites. Some coatings involved on the metals so perhaps some HAPs/VOCs in their emissions as well as
PM of various sizes presumably, correct? I’'m looking for help calculating emissions from this type of
source. Better still, does anyone know of any “plug-and-play” emissions calculators out there for this sort
of thing? Something a small business with little or no experience (and even an Illinois SBEAP staffer ---
ME) could use? When answering, best to assume that the client and myself are almost entirely

ignorant. You won’t be far off and you won’t hurt my feelings.

Q Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/20/2022
Question from the NH P2 Program — They also sent this question to the NEWMOA, NPPR and P2 Hub.

A New Hampshire based window and door company asked for assistance finding a way to recycle or
reclaim vinyl dust, shavings and scraps that are less than 8 inches in size. The manufacturer of the vinyl
product will take back pieces that are 8 inches or larger but will not accept any small scraps or anything
that comes from the welding/cutting machines or from the floor. The window company is generating
approximately 115 pounds of vinyl dust a day (~29,900 pounds of vinyl dust a year). This is a low
estimate. The company representative has done a lot of research into this issue over the years and has
exhausted all the avenues available to him so I am reaching out to several group/lists hoping to find a
solution to this problem.

The SDS is attached — the product contains titanium dioxide (Titanium (IV) Oxide), Bis (2-
ethylhexylthioglycolate) dimethyltin (DMT (EHTG)), vinyl chloride monomer (VCM) (Chlorothene;
VCM).

From the company:

They are disposed of daily, multiple time per day. We clean as we go. Yes, 30k + Ibs of it annually is a
lot. That is why I am trying to find a way to not dispose of it. Currently, the process is we place them in
the dumpster. The dumpster is picked up by our vendor and taken to a waste facility. I know that the
dumpsters have been take to the Wheelabrator plant in N. Andover Mass for incineration. Whether they
all go there every time, that I can’t answer, so I suppose, it is possible it gets to a landfill, but I don’t
know that for sure.

They do have an air permit for the bag house.
Any responses will be shared with the P2 Program.
A Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/31/2022

We have a company in NC that uses HDPE and wood flour to make outdoor furniture. Others use
HIPS. I’'m betting these vinyl windows are PVC. I don’t know if that can be made into furniture.

O Phyllis Copeland, SC Department of Health & Environmental Control: Copeland 7/11/2022
Has anyone calculated emissions for this type of process [Solidification Pit VOC/HAP
emissions]? Particularly, how do you account for the variability in daily volume and liquid
content.




A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 7/11/2022

No, this a new one for me. Could you provide some more details as to what constitutes a
solidification pit? Is it essentially an open air area for evaporation of VOCs and HAPs to allow a
volatile liquid to volatilize until only the solids are left behind?

And are there any level of controls for this? It really sounds like this would relate to things like
open-container prohibitions (per programs such as Hazardous Waste and Dry Cleaner programs).

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 7/12/2022

I searched the IDEM (Indiana Department of Environmental Management) virtual file cabinet

- https://vfe.idem.in.gov/DocumentSearch.aspx - using OAQ as the program area (drop down
menu) and “solidification pit” in the full text search. I could probably have simplified the search
by using on “solidification.”

There were 95 results in 5 pages. Unfortunately, the result cannot be reordered for searched
further to reduce the number.

Three of the results below from the first page seem to apply to your situation.

83178922 e-mail correspondence regarding the review of an administrative amendment to a Title
V air permit for CGS Services Inc. (Waste Management which includes a landfill located in
Morristown, IN) — pp. 20 & 32 of 136

82952965 The administrative amendment to the Title V was issued to CGS Services on April 21,
2020.

83231004 Title V issued to Lehigh Cement (Logansport, IN) which includes a copy of 40 CFR
63, Subpart DD — Off-Site Waste and Recovery Operations, starting on page 309 of 754 and a
definition of “waste stabilization process” which also includes “waste stabilization.”

R Phyllis Copeland, SC Department of Health & Environmental Control: Copeland 7/12/2022
Facility operations comprise preparing non-hazardous waste for landfill disposal. Generators of
material sent to ABM must complete a Waste Profile Form prior to facility acceptance. The
Waste Profile Form includes basic generator information including company contact information,
waste description, and waste characteristics. Waste characteristics include physical state (solid,
liquid, or sludge); viscosity (low, medium, or high); any layering present; BTUs per pound, if
applicable; speciflc gravity; flash point and pH. The acceptance process includes, but is not
limited to: Waste Profile Sheets, Safety Data Sheets, Analytical Reports, Generator Knowledge or
TCLP, and any Shipping Information regarding shipments to previous disposal facilities. The
Waste Profile Form is reviewed by an ABM employee prior to waste acceptance.

The primary operation at the facility involves mixing sawdust with non-hazardous waste material
to make it acceptable for landfill disposal. The facility receives both liquid and solid non-
hazardous waste material. Potential particulate emissions result from handling and mixing of the
sawdust. Potential evaporative emissions of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and hazardous
and toxic air pollutants (HAPs) occur during the mixing process.

Once the waste material is accepted, it is either stored inside the facility warehouse or placed in
the steel-lined pit used for mixing that has a shell volume capacity of 9600 gallons. Sufficient
sawdust is then added to reduce the moisture content of the mixed material such that it is
acceptable for landflll disposal. A large backhoe is used to load and mix the material and
sawdust.

All air emissions from the facility are fugitive and uncontrolled.
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Potential VOC/HAP emissions occur after the liquid waste is loaded into the pit for blending with
sawdust and volatilize if their respective vapor pressure is sufficient, Each batch is assumed to
comprise 50% liquid and 50% sawdust.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program. 7/12/2022

From what little I understand, most or perhaps all solid waste disposal facilities, e.g., landfill, are
prohibited from disposing of free liquids into a landfill cell/unit which solidification helps to
prevent.

Liquids could include wastewater, VSQG waste, and non VSQG waste, e.g., contaminated rain
water removed from secondary containment.

My colleague, Tracy Barnes, may have more to add to this discussion considering her background
in solid waste and hazardous waste.

A Chrystal Wagner, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 7/12/2022
Regarding waste solidification pits:

Here is an air permit example from Rumpke Indiana landfill with attached spreadsheet and
TVOP.

Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/13/2022

Got a question that came in from a foreign country asking about waste trading regulations and
requirements. [’'m not entirely sure what they mean by waste trading and it sounds like it may be a Federal
matter due to potential cross state border or even country lines. Anyone out there hear about this and can
give some additional insight?

A Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/14/2022

I worked with a few countries in eastern Europe on pollution prevention and regulatory
compliance for small businesses. They had questions on how to implement those strategies into
regulations and environmental assistance programs.

My experience of waste trading for those countries was pollution prevention. One business had
“clean” waste solvent, could they sell their “waste” to be used as “product” to another
manufacturer.

I worked with the Economic Resources Division. They discussed trade ports from US to other
countries. Portsmouth, NH has a port and it was one of the reasons those countries wanted to
work with NH rather than a larger port on the East Coast.

Can anyone from a SBDC help Donovan? I recall our NH SBDC was part of our group.

R Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/15/2022
Not “waste,” but maybe they mean “material exchange”? That is likely feasible cross borders.

A Lynelle Ladd, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/16/2022

Agree with Nancy, but [ will say that when it comes to “waste” and how a government (whether
it is US or state, or foreign) defines “waste” is important. “Inherently waste-like” versus
“secondary-use” or “reuse/recycling” is going to be material specific. Some “waste” materials
would be deemed hazardous and, in the US, they would be prohibited to be treated or reused
without authorization or pre-approval.




Here is an example you may have heard recently. In China a company was prosecuted for
harvesting “gutter oil” to use as cooking

oil. https://www.thebeijinger.com/blog/2020/07/19/xiaolongkan-exposed-selling-2-tons-gutter-
oil-over-two-years. This is an example of why laws exist to prevent secondary use of materials in
certain processes or ways.

I am certain that Federal laws apply to the import of waste materials into the US from outside the
country and this is not something states or local jurisdictions would be in charge of

deciding. You might consider talking to someone at EPA and possibly referring the person to
EPA.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 5/16/2022
In the past and perhaps present, some locations lacking facilities to incinerate or entomb their
solid waste would pay for its transport to another location for that purpose.

For those enterprising entrepreneurs who thought they could obtain byproducts from air pollution
control devices at power plants consuming coal then process it and sell it as a potential ingredient
for wallboard, the markets for such products may have dampened their enthusiasm.

Some entrepreneurs claim to be able to process waste polymers into a fuel product more cheaply
than a fuel obtained from a refinery.

IDEM makes use of the ‘Legitimate Use Approval Application Checklist’
(https://forms.in.gov/Download.aspx?id=15040) which includes a menu of typical solid waste
and potential uses along with the ‘other’ category.

Buying and selling solid waste may be more risky than buying and selling on the stock market.

A Lynelle Ladd, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/16/2022
The shortage of many materials and ongoing supply chain issues has led to profiteers across the
globe looking for nefarious, quick money-making ways to fill those gaps.

For example, we have a dangerously low supply of baby formula right now. The last thing
American mothers and fathers need is some nefarious company from overseas selling a “waste
whey product” as a safe infant formula supplement and sickening or even killing infants. Folks
may think that is farfetched but look at what happened at our own US FDA-monitored infant
formula facility Michigan that was forced to close. Not enough inspections are occurring at our
own manufacturing facilities. Who knows what is happening in other countries that could be
similar or worse?

While I think as part of our work, we want to encourage “circular economics” and reuse, we need
to be careful that we are not encouraging reuse that could ultimately increase employee or
consumer exposures to toxic chemicals or organisms, or result in a release into the environment
via other modes.

I got to say I was a little confused by a recent webinar that was encouraging the use of Creosote
railroad ties as fuel. Here in Kansas those could only be burned in a unit, such as hazardous
waste-derived fuel burning cement kilns or coal-fired EGUs, that have substantial air pollution
control technologies.
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Q Jennifer Theodore, MN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/4/2022

Does anyone have knowledge about emission factors for laser coding on packaging? I'm working with a
business that makes frozen food and they do laser coding on cases. The printing emission info I’ve found
is for older styles of printing.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 5/4/2022

I would presume there are none. I would also presume that testing to ascertain emissions from
this process has not been conducted. If testing has been conducted, I would anticipate emissions
to be very low. I need to better understand what is laser coding.

There are a few different ways laser coders can mark a surface, two of them being ablation and
engraving. Ablation is when a layer of material is removed, such as a layer of ink on a printed
package. The amount removed is dependent on the energy the laser emits and is done without
engraving into the surface. This type of marking is typically done with CO2 laser coding systems.
Engraving uses a beam of energy from the laser to etch or melt a fine groove into the substrate.
CO2 and fiber laser systems both produce a permanent and clean mark on a variety of
substrates. https://www.squidink.com/news/blog/laser-coding-
101/#:~:text=Laser%20coding%20technology%20is%20a.printing%20systems%20are%20not%2
Opractical.

Laser coding versus inkjet coding - https://www.foodmag.com.au/laser-coding-vs-inkjet-coding-
whats-the-difference/

The environmental benefits of laser engraving/marking - https://www.needhamlaser.com/blog/4-
reasons-why-lasers-are-great-for-the-environment

A Debra Jacobson, IL Illinois Sustainable Technology Center: 5/4/2022
Are they using inkjet printers? This is the most common type of printing technology for this type
of application.

R Jennifer Theodore, MN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/5/2022

Thanks for your response! Yes, it looks like there isn’t emissions data. This is a nice visual
example: Videojet Laser Coding & Marking System live in action - YouTube; you can see what
looks like a puff of smoke while coding cardboard cases. This mentions a fume extraction
system: ss-preventive-maintenance-laser-coding-and-marking-us.pdf (videojet.com)

R Jennifer Theodore, MN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/5/2022
They do laser coding on cases and “ink coding” for carton labels (they make popsicles). I should
clarify with them, but my interpretation was they’re doing inkjet printing for the carton labels.

A Lynelle Ladd, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/5/2022

I recently

used https://nationalsbeap.org/files/nationalsbeap/EnvCompliance/WIHeatsetPMCalc.xIsx becau
se a Printing facility’s new Canon ProStream 1800 inkjet press had exceeded 20% opacity,
validate by a method 9 performed by a KDHE inspector. Not shown in the sales image, the unit is
required to be vented outside via a stack. I went to look at the operations, after reviewing inks,
which were low-VOC because I thought it must be steam from building heat (it was winter) rather
than actual emissions, however, I also observed a bluish haze smoke that downwashed from the
stack due to inappropriate stack height and stack cap. The electric drying and speed of the press
was likely causing PM emissions. I used the calculation methodology in the Wisconsin
spreadsheet as a worst case calculation for the PM emissions without any other methodology I
could find at the time. I’d be interested if anyone has a better calculation methodology
specifically for digital inkjet printing operations. Please share. Thank you!
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Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/25/2022
Following our comments to the EPA, they have asked for any information we have on the number of
3" generation perchloroethylene dry cleaning machines still in use and where they are located. If you
have that information, please provide to Jennifer and I and we can pass that on to the EPA lead Jenn
Alexander.

R Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/28/2022
Wanted to follow up on a clarification of this. While EPA may request location information, I and
several others that have asked me about this have noted that we should only provide numbers per
state and not identifiable locations or facilities. If states wish to pass me information on the
numbers found in their states that can be identified as 3™ generation machines, that would suffice
and I can pass it on to EPA as support for our comments on the Subpart M rule changes.

R Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/29/2022
Wanted to share this resource that may help

out: https://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/air_pdf/232approvedmachines.pdf. I’ve been trying to go
through our permitted dry cleaners and it is often not clear what generation machine it is.
However, I often do find the information on what the model is. I have since found the above
linked listing of NY State approved dry cleaning machines that does list them by model from
multiple manufacturer and indicates that they are 4™ generation. This may provide a means of
checking whether an older machine is still a 4™ generation machine or not if you have no other
information to go off of aside from a model name.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 3/29/2022

I reached out to our air inspectors regarding observations made during inspections of dry cleaning
businesses that the resumed last year. They have inspected 31 such businesses. Part of their
inspection calls for them to inquire whether a Perc machine was installed after December 21,
2005. I am waiting on permission to share this information which may be in the form of a
spreadsheet.

R Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/30/2022
Wanted to share this as it would form the basis for the TN information on dry cleaner generations
requested by EPA in relation to the NSC comments on the proposed changes to the Subpart M
Dry Cleaner rule. As noted, it pretty much only covers the basics of information in terms of
generation and also age. For further clarification, EPA is proposing that all 3" generation
machines would be phased out of service within 180 days following promulgation of Subpart M
(proposed changes finalized potentially later this year). The comment on the proposed rule that a
longer period of time should be allowed because of the expense and supply chain issues and that
180 days is a significantly shorter time than previous rule changes had allowed. For example, the
previous change relating to co-located dry cleaners allowed for 10 years before compliance was
required. The proposed time frame was 3 years, which is in keeping with many other NESHAPs.

If you are able, additional information could be helpful. For example:

There are approximately 195 dry cleaners in TN. Of those, 69 are perchloroethylene dry cleaners.
64 are permitted by the State of TN and 4 were positively identified as 3" generation machines
with another 14 unable to be determined. It was also found that the majority of dry cleaning
machines in TN were older than 15 years (84%). Based on this research, between 6% and 28% of
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perchloroethylene facilities in TN could be affected by the proposed changes and require them to
replace their dry cleaning machines.

R Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/5/2022
Sending this out again to hopefully prompt some input. Please send me data on the population of
3" generation perc dry cleaning machines in your state if possible. It can be as simple as so many
facilities have been inspected in 2022. Of those, so many had 3™ generation perc dry cleaning
machines. Or it can be a little more involved such as of so many registered facilities based on the
state DCERP, so many facilities X had 3w generation machines, Y had 4t gen, and Z could not be
identified. And also, X were younger than 15 and Y were older than 15. I would like to be able
to supply this generalized date without facility identifying information (at best state
identifying) to the EPA rulewriter contact by next Thursday.

Q Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/11/2022

Our Florida P2 partner is asking a question about less toxic car wash solution. Please respond directly to
Aimee at Aimee.Krivan@ocfl.net.

Hello

I’'m looking for suggestions of an environmentally-friendly soap that can be used at commercial car wash
facilities. I was responding to a complaint and when I asked to see what kind of soap they were using they
showed me this bucket. Not sure if you can read it clearly, “Warning: Contains petroleum distillates”. The
wash water from this particular car wash flows directly to the storm drain.

A Belinda Breidenbach, ID Small Business Development Center.: 3/14/2022
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All T have is a possible resource. https://mistercarwash.com/sustainability/ This company has a
good reputation. They don't list their products but Florida could contact them.

A Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/14/2022

I emailed the company to see if they could provide me a list of the products they use to determine
if any of those products contain PFAS/PFOS. I asked them to share the environmental data
sheets. Maybe they will respond, but they probably won’t since they don’t have any
locations in NH. Maybe another state who have Mister Car Wash locations could ask?

A Jennifer Collins, IN Department of Environmental Management: 3/14/2022
Here is a search on EPA’s Safer Choice website for Car Care Products.
https://www.epa.gov/saferchoice/products

Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/11/2022

Has anyone worked on particulate emissions from an auto shredder or wire granulation process? Do you
have calculation formula that you used? The most detailed one I have found so far was for one in
Minnesota I think, but haven’t been able to figure out the formula used to determine emission factors.
Right now, I am looking at using process weight tables for lack of a better option. Plus, in researching
this, some late 2021 documents have noted that EPA is looking more closely at emissions from such
operations in terms of VOC amounts. So, that might be something coming up.

A Samira Deeb, OH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/11/2022
I wrote an air permit for an auto shredder many years ago — and the following emissions factor is
the one I adapted at the time.

Auto Shredding:

The potential to emit (controlled) is estimated using an emission factor of 0.012 lbs PE/ton of
metal (after water/foam spray), which was adapted from the Institute of Scrap Recycling
Industries, Inc. (ISRI) “Title V Applicability Workbook” (Appendix D, Table D10.A).

I found another permit in our database that adapted the following:

Shredder Emission Factor 0.00514 PE/ton was adapted from Institute of Scrap Recycling
Industries, Inc. (ISRI) "Title V Applicability Workbook," Appendix D, Table D-10F: Emission
Test for Mill Defumer with No Controls. A 100% compliance margin was conservatively added.
Conservatively no reduction or control efficiency was applied for foam suppression

A Sean Taylor, GA Department of Natural Resources: 3/11/2022

EPA is definitely looking at different/higher emission factors for PM and VOC at car shredding
facilities. In fact, Region 4 conducted a couple of inspections at facilities near Atlanta yesterday
and had previously conducted other inspections in the past couple of years for this initiative. I’'m
not entirely sure what the status is of trying to implement the new factors, but I know that one of
the facilities inspected yesterday is being required to revise their permit before another company,
who is aware of those factors, will purchase the site. I believe the purchasing company is the
primary source of those new emission factors. The new factors will cause them to go from a true
minor source to a synthetic minor source.

O Lynelle Ladd, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/11/2022

I was talking with one of our Kansas inspectors yesterday about a new source of complaints in our Kansas
City metro area related to Cure-In-Place-Pipe (CIPP) process used in the repair of residential underground
pipes for sewer and drinking water. I have attached some information the inspector provided to me on
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what KDHE has been looking at and it was indicated that this issue is a problem elsewhere and was
discussed recently at a NACAA meeting. [ don’t get to attend those because I am not with our KDHE
state agency. Do we have anyone in the NSBEAP NSC attending NACAA meetings and reporting
back? I just never see updates on that maybe and that is my fault.

Anyway, here in Kansas we don’t have any air rules to enforce on mobile sources like this. Do any other
states regulate this activity under their air rules, and if yes, could you point me to your air regulations that
cover this type of activity? Here is some info on the CIPP process. Here is a description of the potential
issues, Cured-in-Place-Pipe (CIPP): Inhalation and Dermal Exposure Risks Associated with Sanitary
Sewer, Storm Sewer, and Drinking Water Pipe Repairs | Blogs | CDC

Q Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/8/2022

Does your program create an annual report that you submit to a Commissioner/Secretary, Legislature,
etc., or post to a web page that highlights completed activities? I submit my annual data to NSC, but I do
not create a NH specific report to be used as a flyer or promotional handout. Now my Commissioner
would like an annual report and I am hoping to review other programs for ideas and suggestions.
Specifically do you include data, like number of site visits, number of phone calls/emails responded to,
presentation given, attendance. Is it “pretty” to be shared with others outside your agency?

In addition, do you include non-small business support in those reports. For example, I am on the NHDES
Lean Team, requires monthly meetings and tasks that I track and are not included in the NSC report.
However, I do spend time/resources working on this team and is important for my internal networking at
my agency. Data would be 12 meetings, 12 social media posts, 2 lean events, and 5S system contest
coordination. While not directly supporting small businesses, it is a chunk of time I spend on these
activities. Please help me and potentially other programs by sharing your reports.

R Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/8/2022

Would you please consider this request from a Promo Subcmte member for a draft tweet to share
on any accomplishment you choose or at a minimum the success of using your social media
account to put eyes on that document? Pic appreciated as well.

A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/8/2022
Ooops! I forgot to post on our social media about our Annual Report for our state. Good reminder
to do that.

TN has been doing an annual report modeled after the National SBEAP report per the initial
design idea that it could be used for individual states. It is posted on our website’s front page
along with number of annual assistances. Most of this data is prepared for the National report, so
it is easy enough to put it into a flyer style report which is used during events to tell about how we
help small businesses. I’ve attached our Annual Report flyer as an example.

We also prepare a much more in-depth report for our CAP. This report goes into much finer
details of our activities, again with the data prepared for the National annual report. This may be a
better model for internal reporting as we have used something akin to this for reports to our
Commissioner on SBEAP activities. I’ve attached that report as well. Hope this helps give you an
idea, Sara and Tony.

Q Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/21/2022

Friday afternoon and I need some inspiration: I need a “cool” name of a SBEAP/SBTAP newsletter.

If you have a newsletter, what did you name it? If you don’t have a newsletter, what would you name it?
Small Business Environmental Assistance Newsletter....is long and a little boring. The newsletter will be
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a multi-media/pollution prevention/energy efficiency/hot topic one article per month. May increase
frequency as needed. Have some fun with it, please and thank you

A Annette Fulgenzi, IL Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/21/2022
We had Clean Air Clips. Hi SBEAP friends!

A Lynelle Ladd, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program. 1/24/2022

I'love these kind of problems: Air News Now; The Air Observer; Air Regular; Air Almanac;
Air Bulletin; Air Minutes; What’s Up In Air; Pollution Particulars; Clear the Air; In the Air; Air
Adpvice; Air Leaks; Emission Expose; Emission Report

A Belinda Breidenbach, ID Small Business Development Center. 1/24/2022

I'm looking forward to creative responses. Mine is titled Environmental Assistance Newsletter,
shorter yet still boring. I have read to not use the word "newsletter" to boost engagement, but I
continue to use it.

A Jim Plosay, AK Manager of Air Permits Program: 1/24/2022
The Breeze.

A Beatriz Milne, CT Office of Planning and Program Development: 1/24/2022
How about Small Biz View or Small Biz Connection?

Q Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/14/2022

Did anyone do an e-mail or mail outreach to their perc dry cleaners related to the proposed perc NESHAP
technology change? I see the comment period has been moved back to Feb. 22. If you did an outreach can
you please share the language used?

A Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/14/2022

DLI says that there are extremely few 3" generation machines still out there. The NC association
believes there are none here and possibly one in SC. Because of this, we are not planning on any
broad outreach.

R Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/14/2022
Right, so these proposed requirements would impact area or major sources that were constructed
before Dec. 21, 2005. In Kansas, we actually have a handful of these old machines.

R John Podolinksy, MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/14/2022

I probably should have mentioned the PERC rule change in my recent “drycleaners who use
PERC newsletter” here’s a link to the newsletter

fyi... https://content.govdelivery.com/accounts/MTDEQ/bulletins/2fe6270?reqfrom=share
You may have to click on the blank screen to have the newsletter appear....

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 1/18/2022

A phone survey was conducted, primarily from January to June 2021, not in response to any
proposed changes to Subpart M by EPA, but at the request of the IDEM Office of Air Quality
(OAQ) in July 2019. They had conducted some inspections around 2008 to 2010 tapering off to
very few inspections conducted by one person. One purpose for the phone survey was to
ascertain who was still using Perchloroethylene for drycleaning using available data — OAQ
(many obsolete addresses), IDEM virtual file cabinet and the Indiana Business Directory (paper
copy; no electronic file).
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In 2012, an outreach was conducted regarding separator water disposal through the sanitary
sewer. The concerns raised by the IDEM cleanup programs concerned the potential for a release
of Perchloroethylene during this transit through the sewer. There were approximately 250
drycleaners at that time. As of June 2021, there are approximately 48 drycleaners that still use
Perchloroethylene. It took from January to June 2021 to reduce the number of obsolete addresses
to something a little more manageable. During this time frame, many repeat phone calls were
made which included busy signals and constant phone ringing. If a person was reached who was
willing to talk, many times they were uncertain whether they still used Perchloroethylene and less
so as to the age (generation) of their machine(s).

When a person was will to talk and who was also the owner/operator and also confirmed that they
used Perchloroethylene, I asked when they were last inspected by OAQ, their understanding of
Subpart M and whether any help was desired. I explained that they would likely be receiving a
visit by an air inspector possibly within the next two to three years making an educated guess as
to the time frame.

In a few cases, language was a barrier to understanding the person responding to a phone call.
The Covid-19 pandemic had interfered with the complete transition from Perchloroethylene to an
alternative solvent based on an inability to obtain a new machine. During the phone survey,
several entities ceased to operate as businesses or as a drycleaner. In the case of the latter,
becoming a drop off store.

Many of the entities were motivated to cease using Perchloroethylene due in part to the
approaching culmination of ongoing remediation efforts. It seems that liability insurance that
covered the cost of the remediation would cease to be effective once a ‘no further action letter’
was received by the covered entity. Some owners were reluctant to change machines/solvents due
to usage demands being low who were also nearing retirement. They suspected that they would
either be able to sell their business or that it would close and customers would be required to
travel further should they require drycleaning services.

In a few cases, visits were made to be able to speak with someone to confirm the use of
Perchloroethylene. In a few other cases, had I not been able to invoke some past relationship, e.g.,
having spoken to a father of a current owner, I would have been ignored.

O Renee Bashel, WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator: 12/14/2021

Have any of you been directly involved in an Exchange Network grant project for your state

agency? These are IT project related, but it might have been something involving streamlining of permits
or regulatory reporting systems. If you were involved, are you able to share your grant proposal? I’'m
looking for examples for a potential project.

Q Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 11/19/2021

Has anyone out there worked with a closed system polyurethane foam fabricator? We are working with a
facility that uses a closed process drawing a vacuum to create uniform blocks of polyurethane foam. I’ve
come across another facility that referenced an EPA study title Developing a National Emissions
Inventory for 4, 4-Methylene Diphenyl Diisocyanate, however, I haven’t been able to figure out a
formula to use from it. The estimated emissions for a foam producer seems to only be 3 1bs./year
according to Table 5, though it gives no context on emissions as a function of production. I do agree that
the use of vapor pressure is a good one and relates to the development of the Unified Emission Factors for
styrene. Just can’t figure out the formula being used.




Q Lee Ann Briggs, PA University of Pittsburgh Small Business Development Center: 11/8/2021
I’'m looking for some guidance/suggestions related to the shredding of wires and the recovery of copper
from the shredded wires. I have a small business I’'m assisting with an Air Permit and I’'m trying to find
emission factors relevant to wire shredding.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 11/9/2021

Versatile Processing’s minor source operating permit was renewed on September 25, 2019. It
seems that business was not going well and they requested a revocation of their permit which was
issued July 14, 2021. There were no other examples that I could find.

Page 42 of 47 of their permit renewal, https://permits.air.idem.in.gov/41456f.pdf, shows that the
air permit reviewer used a mass balance methodology for determining potential emissions of
particulate matter.

I find that a process that involves shredding, granulation, grinding, mincing, cutting, abrading,
etc. (anything that creates a particle of any size) relies on a mass balance approach or is based on
the capacity of the downstream emissions control unit, e.g., baghouse.

Sometimes a shredding/grinding process is followed by a separation process using a cyclone to
separate material based on specific gravity which is then followed by an emissions control
device. As the cyclone could be construed to be part of the production process, potential
emissions would be dependent on the capability of the cyclone.

Q John Podolinksy, MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/14/2021

Montana has seen an uptick in discovering PCE releases from drycleaners; most of them are historical
releases to the ground and groundwater. In response, I plan on writing a newsletter to drycleaners across
Montana emphasizing proper chemical handling practices to avoid releases and offering pollution
prevention assistance. Rather than re-inventing the wheel, I'm looking for related articles to poach. If you
have such an article, feel free to share it with me.

A Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/14/2021
This is quite old but may be helpful. We find that almost all drycleaners can be VSQGs.

A Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/15/2021
You may need to consider PFAS as well.

HOW ARE DRY CLEANERS INVOLVED?

I’m sure that you all know better than I do, the whole host of products that have been available
through the years to make textiles, rugs, and leathers waterproof and stain-resistant. Clearly, these
are the primary connection between the dry-cleaning industry and PFAS, although there has been
some discussion regarding detergents and other additives during the cleaning process. The theory
is that during the cleaning process, some of the PFAS enter the waste solvent solution. As such,
anywhere there has been an environmental release of dry-cleaning solvent to the subsurface, the
presence of PFAS is also possible because materials treated with related products may have been
cleaned at the facility. The dry-cleaning operations that actually performed waterproofing would
be the most at risk.

https://www.enviroforensics.com/blog/emerging-contaminant-alert-for-dry-cleaners-pfas-is-the-
new-bad-guy-in-town/
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https://floridadep.gov/waste/waste-cleanup/content/drycleaning-solvent-cleanup-program-state-
funded-pfas-sampling-efforts

https://www4.des.state.nh.us/IISProxy/IISProxy.dl1?Content]d=4823559

A Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/18/2021
Here is an article we developed on Perc dry cleaners — it is dated Feb. of 2021.

A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/18/2021

I had provided the attached document (April 2014) as an article in a newsletter published by the
Midwest Drycleaning & Laundry Institute (Indiana & Kentucky at that time). It was a means of
refreshing the memories of this particular industry sector that CTAP does offer and provide
confidential compliance assistance. However, the members of this association tended to be more
proactive and less in need of help than the non-members.

O Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 10/4/2021

What does your state require of a testing facility with respect to adhering to current state and/or federal
environmental regulations if the facility wishes to engage in the testing of certain batteries, primarily
Lithium based, which might cause explosions and/or fire? Would that include issuing an air permit? If
yes, what conditions would be added to the permit? How would the residue or byproduct of testing be
managed? Testing might include the following: Mechanical (penetration, crush, impact,
immersion), thermal (over temperature, propagation, calorimetry) and electrical (overcharge, short
circuit, over discharge)

O Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/1/2021
We are putting together an article for the ASBO newsletter on voluntary disclosure processes.
Does your state have a state-specific process or do you use EPAs?

R Clovis Steib, US EPA Region 6: 10/1/2021
I’'m afraid I’'m unfamiliar with the Voluntary Disclosure Process in general and am unable to give
you an informed answer to your question.

A Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 10/3/2021
https://www.in.gov/idem/ctap/self-disclosure-and-environmental-audit-policy/

A Anita K. Singh, MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/4/2021
Information on Michigan’s Environmental Audit Privilege & Immunity
Program: https://www.michigan.gov/egle/0,9429,7-135-3307 3666 _4135---,00.html.

A Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/4/2021

TN mirrors the EPA voluntary disclosure process. Here is a link to the TN Self-Disclosure Policy
and form for requesting a monetary penalty waiver: https://www.tn.gov/environment/program-
areas/sbeap-small-business-environmental-assistance/sbeap-additional-information/sbeap-
additional-information/tdec-self-disclosure-policy.html. I will note that working with the SBEAP
is one of the options that can be checked for requesting the monetary penalty waiver.

A Alexis Andrews, OH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/5/2021
Here is a presentation our Legal team at Ohio EPA did about our Voluntary Disclosure/Audit
Process: https://www.epa.state.oh.us/Portals/0/general%20pdfs/ComplianceConference/LegalPrio
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rities_presentation.pdf (the VAD info starts on slide 24). More info can be found
here: https://www.epa.state.oh.us/Portals/0/general%20pdfs/audit.pdf.

Q Jennifer Wittenburg, IA Air Emissions Assistance Program: 9/15/2021

We are looking to develop a self-audit/inspection ready guide for small businesses related to air quality
requirements. Has your state created something similar that they would be willing to share with us? It
does not need to be air focused as we are looking for ideas for formatting and functionality as well.

Q Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/19/2021

At our last regional meeting there was a discussion about CAPs. We heard the familiar refrain that the CAP
was inactive due to the trouble of getting the required appointments. That got me thinking. We could use a
work around other than to call trade association contacts a CAP alternative? | know we are all sensitive to
the power and influence of the people who are supposed to make the appointments. But if we could
ameliorate the issue without insulting them or taking away their rightful power it would be a win-win. My
proposal is to send the letters asking for the appointments which often include a list of potential candidates,
but also include the name of an appropriate candidate that will automatically fill the slot in an acting position
at a date in the certain future (maybe 120 days) until and unless they appoint someone else. That way they
are still in control, but we are covered in the event of inaction. Has this ever been tried? What are the pros
and cons?

A Melissa McGee-Collier MS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/20/2021
To my knowledge this has not been tried in MS. I am thinking that it would probably require a
change in the regulations.

A Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/20/2021

Yes, I have submitted in writing many potential candidates to our state officials to serve as CAP
members. This does work. However, that is not my problem. My problem is finding volunteers
from the “general public” who don’t represent small business. | have tried environmental non-
profits, NH Dept Env Svs retirees, etc. I can’t seem to find anyone to volunteer to be part of the
CAP. Finding a small business owner to dedicate time to the CAP is another issue. Now that we
have some remote capabilities, that might help.

A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/20/2021

I agree with Sara that submitting lists does help. If there are several contacts that you have that
might be willing to be on the CAP, that helps the appointing person in the event that they don’t
have a contact or idea of someone. I’ve usually not submitted a list initially. If the appointing person
doesn’t respond, then I try to develop a list. For my list, [ usually have a few association contacts,
ask amongst the current CAP members, or reach out to our External Affairs as well as Office of
Policy and Sustainable Practices which now manages some of the acknowledgement award
programs such as our Green Stars. As for the providing a time limit prior to an automatic
appointment... I’m not as sure about that. You should run that by your Office of General Counsel
or similar to check as to what they say. With the other boards that a department has a stake in, there
may be some precedent or there may not. But as Melissa said, it may require a change in the
regulations or a policy at a State level and depending on how they interpret the Federal level.

Q Jenifer Dixon MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/17/2021

In Michigan we are starting to work on the additional measures we may need for ozone attainment
reclassifications. I know many states are or have been in the same boat. We are looking at some potential
changes - one being updating our current Reasonably Available Control Technology (RACT) rules. While
working through some of the coating categories (e.g., automobile and light-duty truck assembly coatings;




paper, film, and foil coatings; and miscellaneous metal and plastic parts coatings) our workgroup has
expressed interest in adding additional language beyond the CTG to provide more flexibility for facilities
to meet “RACT”, especially small businesses which may be more affected by these changes. Below are a
few of the ideas we had:

e Examples of rule language that provides an option to allow facilities to propose alternate RACT.

o Interested in what is required of the facilities to submit, as well as, any additional language
or demonstration the State agency had to provide in order to get this option approved by
EPA.

e Examples of rule language that allows facilities to indicate a recent BACT demonstration could be
considered equivalent to RACT.

o Again, interested in what facilities had to submit to make this type of demonstration and
any demonstration State’s had to make to EPA to prove this was a viable option for RACT
in their SIP submittal.

e Examples of rule language which incorporated applicable NESHAP/NSPS/federal regulations for
their coating RACT rules.
Have any other states have incorporated similar options or other innovative things into their RACT rules?
Are there other rules states have added or changed to help deal with this?

A Michelle Spitznagel MA Office of Technical Assistance 8/17/2021
This and very similar language occurs throughout the Massachusetts RACT regs. [ believe the EU’s
REACH regulations also have a similar component of giving extra compliance time in exchange
for a pollution prevention solution.
(c) Extensions. Any person subject to 310 CMR 7.18(3)(a)2. may apply in writing to the
Department for a nonrenewable extension of the implementation deadline in 310 CMR 7.18(3)(a)2.
by complying with 310 CMR 7.18(3)(g). The Department will consider a nonrenewable extension
of the deadline in 310 CMR 7.18(3)(a)2. for persons applying under 310 CMR 7.18(3)(c) until no
later than March 9, 2021, provided the emission control plan submitted for approval under 310
CMR 7.18(20) meets the following criteria in addition to those of 310 CMR 7.18(20):
1. a Toxics Use Reduction Plan or a Resource Conservation Plan completed for the facility
in accordance with 310 CMR 50.40 through 50.48 is submitted as part of the emission control
plan;
2. the Toxics Use Reduction Plan or Resource Conservation Plan was certified by a Toxics
Use Reduction Planner certified under M.G.L. c. 211, and 310 CMR 50.50 through 50.63;
3. the emission control plan proposes to reduce emissions or natural asset use, from the
process or elsewhere in the facility, more than otherwise required pursuant to an applicable
regulation or approval of the Department, through toxics use reduction techniques or resource
conservation actions as defined in M.G.L. ¢. 211; and

4. implementation of the emission control plan meets the emission limitations of 310 CMR
7.18(3)(d).

A Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/17/2021
I would take a hard look at which counties may be limited in their capability to produce ozone by
the amount of NOx emitted due to a plethora of VOCs that appear to be largely biogenic in much
of Michigan. If, like North Carolina, Michigan is “NOx-limited”, cutting VOC emissions may not
reduce ozone emissions because there will still be too many VOCs and not enough NOx to combine
with them to form ozone. That could reduce the need for VOC-based RACT rules.

O Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 7/28/2021
Does anyone have experience with permits/permit exemptions for digital presses and/or hybrid-digital/flexo
presses? We are learning more about them with the printing industry’s help as more printers add them to
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their operations in Wisconsin, but I would like to learn whether any of you have worked on permitting or
exemptions of them in your state. Most of them we see have been categorized as “insignificant” with limited
emissions information provided. If you have worked with them, can you send examples of calculations or
related information?

A Jennifer Lipkin NV Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/28/2021

The department has several printing operations permitted in Clark County. The department includes
the VOC emissions for solvents, cleaners, etc. at 100% for gallons proposed. They also include the
VOC in the inks proposed but give a 95% default retention factor. I attached a recently issued
permit and TSD. The local minor source permitting threshold is 5 tpy for VOC.

A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/28/2021

I’ve helped printers source-reduce solvent use to reduce VOCs and HAP to comply or avoid air
permits, but not worked with exemptions. There can be major reductions by identifying,
documenting and distributing only prescribed solvent quantities; this includes securing access to
the solvent, so only the crib manager has access. Gary Jones of the PIA is an awesome resource
(Mareci too) if you have not already worked with them.

R Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 7/29/2021
Yes, I am working with Gary and Marci but wanted to track down any digital presses out there that
may not be reaching the level of needing their help to get exemptions or permits.

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 7/29/2021

I have been collecting information from a variety of information sources including Gary Jones to

prepare a presentation on sustainability and pollution prevention in the graphic arts/printing

industry to be delivered to graphic arts students attending Ball State University in September. Gary

and I spoke for a couple of hours last month and I was busy scribbling down information while he

spoke. It seems that air permit writers like to make all printing lithography although a few have

identified specific information identifying a type of printing or graphic arts operation or a type of

ink. Attached is a list of regulated entities engaged in printing/graphic arts, many of which, have a

sustainability focus and are moving towards more digital, HP indigo, short run digital, UV,

nanography, etc. Additionally, I attempted to capture emission calculations from PDF documents

of which I may be drawing from to show the current state of what such entities are using and

potentially emitting. However, there are entities that are using digital and/or UV whose emissions

are low enough to make them exempt from air permitting.

It seems that the IDEM Office of Air Quality Permits Branch has a narrow focus concerning

printing that they sometimes refer to as surface coating. They will reference fountain solutions,

low VOC inks, lithography, [web & sheetfed] offset, heatset & non-heatset. I have conducted a

cursory search of the IDEM virtual file cabinet for the term “digital press” as well as the air

permitting database when I have obtained the name of a business

e  Georgia-Pacific Corrugated air permit, pg 77 of 85 (emission calculations—digital press 1)

e Cenveo Worldwide Limited air permit, pg 35 of 55 (emission calculations - four digital presses,
HP image oil (indigo ink))

e American Fuji Seal air permit, pg 46 of 55 (emission calculations — HP digital press)

e LSC Communications Kendallville Digital — Source Specific Operating Agreement which
limits pollutants, volatile organic compounds in this case, to less than twenty percent of a Title
V threshold (100tpy or 10/25 if the VOC is also a HAP)

e LSC Communications (Crawfordsville, IN) air permit, pg 282 of 287 (emission calculations —
HP Indigo (imaging oil) 7600)

e Premier Packaging air exemption status, pg 11 of 15 (emission calculations — water-based inks)
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e Bomarko air permit, pg 48 of 56 (emission calculations— low %wt. VOC inks; rotogravure
process)

e Essentra air exemption status, pg 16 of 24 (emission calculations — UV Ink/roller wash)

I am hoping that Jennifer Collins and myself can possibly engage with Gary Jones later this year

or next to ascertain what we can do to better help Indiana printers/graphic arts entities understand

their environmental obligations and how to comply.

O Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 7/20/2021

Has anyone evaluated the emissions from this franchise operation? The process description we have
identified so far is:

Alloy Wheel Repair Specialists performs repair services on aluminum wheels which may include stripping
existing coating from wheel, straightening bends and coating refinishing. Site activities can be separated
into surface prep and surface refinishing.

Surface Prep: After the tire is dismounted, the wheel is spun to check for bends. If bent, the wheel is
straightened using a Zetamak RSM 2600 Wheel Straightener. Next, the finish is stripped using Greensolv
Wheelstrip 273WL in one of three heated dip tanks followed by cleaning with Dawn detergent. Surface
repairs are done using TIG welding with ER5356 aluminum rod and sanding using assorted hand sanders
and/or grinder.

Surface Refinishing: Three types of wheel finishes are provided: powder coated, machined and polished.
Powder coat primer is applied in an open face booth with a wall filter and exhaust fan followed by curing.
Next the colored powder coating is applied and cured. For a powder coat finished wheel, the powder coat
clear coat is applied to complete the job. For a machined finish, the wheel is CNC machined prior to
application of the powder coat clear coat. For the polished finish, the wheel is polished in a vibratory
polished using ceramic beads and a liquid polish and water mixture prior to application of the powder coat
clear coat. Small amounts of wet paint are applied as needed.

O Lee Ann Briggs PA University of Pittsburgh Small Business Development Center 7/13/2021
Looking for any suggestions you may in finding an emission factor OR another way to calculate emissions
for methyl methacrylate (MMA) for a resin “manual” application process. The unified emission factors for
open molding of composites (July 23, 2001) provides a factor for “gel coat” application only (0.75 x %
MMA).

Q Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 7/13/2021

I would like to learn what sort of training resources other states rely on for their asbestos inspectors. We
have a bunch of new ones coming in and our air program asked if I was aware of anything. I do help
organize a training for contractors in Wisconsin, but that doesn’t have the level of regulatory detail the
inspectors need.

A John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/13/2021

Most states rely on the AHERA (asbestos hazard emergency response act) inspector coursework
guidelines found in appendix C of the AHERA regs, also called the Model Accreditation Plan
(MAP). Here’s a link to the MAP, please see page 904 for what an asbestos training course provider
would teach someone who wants to become an asbestos inspector. Bear in mind AHERA was
written in the late 80s and re-written in the early 90s; it was groundbreaking stuff back then; much
has changed in the asbestos industry since then. You probably know all this stuff, but the initial
inspector class is a 24-hour class. Such training, plus a license (accreditation, from the state in
which you want to do asbestos inspections) allows one to inspect for asbestos in schools and other
public/commercial buildings. EPA used to accredit individuals, but it got out of that business years
ago. Now most states license asbestos personnel (worker, contractor/supervisor, inspector,
management planner, project designer, project monitor) who work in a particular state. Becoming
an accredited asbestos inspector not only allows one to conduct asbestos inspections and 3-year re-
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inspections in schools, but also building demolition and renovation activities for asbestos per the
asbestos NESHAP (40 CFR Part 61, subpart M). Interestingly, OSHA doesn’t require accreditation
to inspect for asbestos prior to doing asbestos construction work, (29 CFR 1926.1101) but one must
be trained (certified) in accordance with AHERA MAP.

Asbestos training course providers are also usually licensed by the state in which they teach. The
best ones have been in the business for a while and have much experience; new ones have a steep
learning curve. Montana is restricted by our “stringency laws” in requiring more than what the
MAP requires; state regs aren’t allowed to be more stringent than federal requirements. As such,
the bar isn’t very high. I would hope to think Wisconsin is steps ahead in terms of training course
requirements. Alas, training courses are notoriously boring and many simply regurgitate the same
information from year to year. When I ran Montana’s asbestos control program, we encouraged
TCPers to bring in health experts, attorneys, and others who were savvy about asbestos. We
encouraged TCPers to make their trainings more interesting.

If you’re interested here’s a link to an AHERA 101 presentation I gave in the Spring: The first 15
minutes is devoted to school safety then I address AHERA basics.

A Trayce Moore-Thomas MS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program Technical
Assistance Coordinator 7/20/2021

Here in MS our asbestos inspectors are trained through the MS State University Extension Center
Anyone wishing to receive Asbestos Inspector Certification in the state must go through them.
Let me know if you need more specific details. I'll be glad to get them for you.

A Jennifer Lipkin NV Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/21/2021

According to the Clark County asbestos inspectors:

In Nevada, you must receive your training/refreshers through an EPA approved training provider
like The Asbestos Institute or equivalent. Then, you must submit your certifications to NV OSHA
for review. Medical surveillance and respirator fit testing is also required. NV OSHA will then
issue an asbestos inspector license if everything checks out. See Nevada Administrative Code
(NAC) NAC 618.910 through NAC 618.948.

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 7/21/2021
https://www.in.gov/idem/asbestos/training-and-licensing/
https://mylicense.in.gov/everification/Search.aspx ?facility=Y

search criteria drop down menus:

Profession: Asbestos

License Type: Asbestos Training Course Provider

Using the search criteria and paring it down to include only active and pending, attached is a list of
asbestos training course providers.

O Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/6/2021
How many of you are working with oil and gas producers (small businesses) who are or have installed
crude oil storage tanks, produced water tanks, oil/gas separators, flares, engines, etc. and also have the
means to calculate the emissions from these processes, particularly emissions from crude oil storage tanks,
water storage tanks and oil/gas separators?
If you can please take the time to answer the following questions, I would greatly appreciate it:
e How many small oil and gas companies have you assisted with initial air permitting of oil/gas
extraction activities?
e Have you assisted small oil and gas companies with PTE or actual emission evaluations of
ongoing operations?
e  What methods are you using to calculate the crude tank, water tank and oil/gas separator
emissions?
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o If you are using emission calculation tools developed by a consulting firm, what are the
costs of use licensing for those tools?

o Ifyou are not using emission calculation tools developed by a consulting firm, has your air
pollution control agency developed emission calculation tools/methods for VOL storage
tank emissions and for oil/gas separator emissions?

If anyone from EPA is reading this, has EPA evaluated the tools and data needed by State agencies,
particularly by SBEAPs, to assist small businesses establish or evaluate PTE, and maintain compliance with
current rules for oil and gas extraction?

e E.g., Kansas pollution control agency has not purchased licensing to use emission calculator
tools or apps that are used by consulting firms to determine oil and gas extraction emissions,
tank emissions (since EPA’s Tanks 409.d is no longer supported and has not been updated or
errors fixed), or oil/gas separator emissions — to be able to validate or independently calculate
emissions for permitting actions or reassessments.

o Does EPA plan to address this gap in technical capabilities between consulting/engineering
firms and SBEAPs (or state agencies)?

e s this technology gap (lack of tools or easy methodology to calculate emissions for this
industry type) something that needs to be addressed via this advocacy panel? Potential SBAR
Panel: Review of the Oil and Natural Gas New Source Performance Standards | Regulatory
Flexibility for Small Entities | US EPA As providers to small businesses, can NSBEAP write up
something in response and support as well as ask EPA to evaluate the emission calculation
methodologies and expense to small business when most of the methods are under the licensing
and control of consultant firms, and not easy access to small business (or even government
entities or SBEAPs to assist the small business)?

A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/6/2021

In TN, we have not worked directly with oil and gas producers as of yet. Closest has been some gasoline
bulk storage/marketers in relation to 6B and 6C NESHAPs. As such, we have not developed any tools
or outreach items on this subject. At best, we may use TANKS 409.d for any requests to calculate
storage tank emissions. I did request a list of oil and gas producers in the state from our Division of
Geology as a preliminary step towards any potential outreach. From that list, there are somewhat over
200 O&G producers in TN that may be affected by any new O&G rules.

Q Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 7/2/2021

Looking for any emission factors and determinations used for cutting metal using an oxypropane torch.
Unable to find any "torch cutting" emission factors and only factors found are for "scarfing" when
encountering torch cutting processes in AP-42 Section 12.5-12. We have a small facility cutting down large
chunks for metal prior to selling it as scrap.

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 7/2/2021

I searched this database using ‘oxypropane’ in the ‘full text search’ field finding 33 results, two of
which are included below (web links to permits) where the air permit writers differed on their
approach, one using the emission factors for ‘oxyacetylene’ and the other using emission factors
for ‘oyxmethane’ (attached spreadsheet). The former results in greater emissions than the latter.
83160314 page 60 of 68

83151056 page 23 of 33

Q Crystal Warren TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 7/1/2021

Tennessee has had a recent surge in establishment of small-scale meat processors. Many are in rural areas
that do not have access to a municipal wastewater treatment plant. Because of this, the facilities end up
discharging into septic systems. TN staff are currently trying to determine which is the best permitting route
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for the process wastewater, which may or may not be septic systems. Since the TN SBEAP receives so
many assistance requests from the small-scale meat processors, I’d like to learn:
1. How do other states permit wastewater discharge from small scale meat processors?
2. How is the amount of process wastewater determined per head? Are all animals calculated the
same, or are there different amounts determined per animal? For example, deer = 50 gal/head, and
cattle = 450 gal/head. How were these numbers obtained?

A Carol Paden OK Department of Environmental Quality 7/6/2021

This first link is a list of frequently asked questions that we developed when the phone started ringing
off the hook. This second link is our application form for such a facility. This third link is our general
permit and fact sheet for the general permit this type of operation would fall under. Your first line of
defense is screens on all the drains. These screens should be sized such that they will catch most scraps
and they should be cleaned at least daily. (More often if they clog up.) Your second line of defense is
a septic tank. It must be cleaned as often as necessary to keep oil and grease out of the impoundment.
The final treatment unit in most of our facilities is an impoundment. Estimating the amount of water
such a facility is going to use is difficult because it varies a great deal. Some facilities say 100 gallons
per cow, but that is going to vary a lot.

Q Eleanor Divver UT Small Business Assistance 4/15/2021

Wondering if any of you have ideas/suggestions of other states' SBEAP successes during National Small
Business Week May 2-8, 2021. [ am meeting with our PIO's to discuss what Utah's SBEAP program would
like to focus on to assist small businesses.

Q John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/14/2021

I’'m working with an auto repair shop on the purchasing of AC refrigerant. I understand there are certain
restrictions and requirements per EPA. I’m trying to locate someone at EPA but have yet to find a contact.
Does anyone have such a contact?

A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/14/2021

I think Margaret Sheppard (Tel. 202-343-9163, Email sheppard.margaret@epa.gov) who spoke
to the NSC Technical Subcommittee in February on the Significant New Alternatives Policy
(SNAP) would be a good contact to start with. SNAP is focused on changes to refrigerants,
including those in motor vehicles, and so even if she isn’t the actual person to answer the question,
should be close enough to know who can. This EPA page may also help.

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 4/14/2021
Do you mean R134a/HFC-134a? Excerpted from this EPA page.

Unacceptable as of Model Year (MY) 2021, except
where allowed under a narrowed use limit through MY

ll\/ISa_rch 2025.[1]

Tor Acceptable, subject to narrowed use limits, for vehicles
HFC- 1994; . o . oy
1342 R/N || 0| L1430 | Al Tul exported to countries with insufficient servicing

EY infrastructure to support other alternatives, for MY

%’15 2021 through MY 2025. [1]

Unacceptable for all newly manufactured vehicles as
of MY 2026. [1] Detailed conditions apply - see rule.

Margaret would probably be a good contact to ask questions. Also, this EPA page.

A Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 4/14/2021
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Information on the certification required to purchase refrigerants can be found here.

Q Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/30/2021

Does anyone have any calculation tools related to bulk liquid fertilizer loadout? I have a client that loads
liquid fertilizers into tankers from bulk tank storage. I didn’t want to use calculations related to gasoline
bulk loadout, like you’d find at a refinery, so I was hoping in some of the midwestern states someone has
dealt with these? Also, does anyone have a good methodology for calculating liquid fertilizer mixing
operations?

Q Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/29/2021

As part of our project work for our state agency funder, KS SBEAP has developed a new emission
calculation spreadsheet and a companion guidance document for the Hemp Processing industry (scroll to
the bottom of this webpage to view). While the summary results will identify permitting triggers for Kansas
processors under our rules, the tool could be used by anyone to obtain emissions from their operations. You
will see familiar equipment processes and this tool was designed to be a “one-stop shop”. We tried to
incorporate processes that we believe we would see in these types of operations, considering most new
owners/operators in Kansas are people with little to no knowledge about air quality rules in Kansas or under
EPA. Going forward, as the use of hemp products expand beyond CBD and into bioplastics and other
manufacturing uses for hemp, we may update, or would calculate the additional emission processes
separately.

R Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/30/2021

I had a couple of good questions about the tool that I thought I’d share with everyone.

Currently, the dryer emissions in the excel are based strictly on AP-42 combustion emissions and
AP-42, Section 9.9.4 Alfalfa Dehydrating — dryers.

In Kansas, we do not have current stack testing emission data to begin to formulate VOC emissions
from Hemp. We see this as a similar situation to when we experienced the ethanol boom in Kansas
and had no sufficient emission data for distillers’ grain dryers and VOC emissions. So, the closest
we can get right now, we believed, is a similar process: drying alfalfa. Although it is obvious that
the cannabinoids in Hemp will vary greatly on species, here in Kansas our current legal hemp is
restricted on THC content, aka industrial hemp is all that is allowed to be grown, harvested,
processed, distributed, etc. Once we start seeing trends in emissions from dryers, the changes to the
spreadsheet can be made to update for new emission factors.

R Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/30/2021

I am on a conference this morning for Hemp in Kansas. Shout out to Kentucky, Hemp Wood, a
company in Kentucky making wood products from hemp, is being highlighted in this meeting.
Although our current tool does not address the multiple ways hemp can be used in manufacturing,
we are likely to see similar processes, similar chemicals used for holding fibers together to make
solid substrates (e.g., plywood manufacturing) and treatment. This is where we already have
knowledge and expertise of emissions from related processes (e.g., instead of it being from trees or
other plant products, same potential emissions from using hemp to make a product.)

The main focus of the tool is to help the small owner/operator to understand that there are some
basic emission units or activities they may be using that are regulated under the EPA and Kansas
air regulations, regardless of the industry-type. &

Anyway, [ am a little frustrated right now however because they are highlighting hemp plastics and
STILL talking about how these products will breakdown in the LANDFILL! Ugh! Can’t we
compost those? I would like to think that is a better option for disposal if possible. Are any other
states looking at hemp plastics and composting of the hemp plastic waste?
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Michelle Gillham AR Department of Energy and Environment 3/23/2021

For any who conduct trainings, I was wondering if you might be able to help a colleague who is conducting
a bit of research. She has just a few questions:

1.

2.
3.
4,

What system do you use to assign, deliver, track, and assess training for your employees and/or
publics? For instance, do you use a software system, such as a learning management system (LMS)
or learning experience platform (LXP)? If so, is this a purchased system (which one) or something
developed internally?

What do you like about the system you use?

What do you wish you could change about the system you use?

If available and willing to share: how many users and cost of system?

Q Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 3/22/2021

Are new portable units, for example Air Burner S220 Roll-off, exempt from CISWI?

A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/22/2021

An ACI should be subject to CISWI rules (40 CFR 60 Subpart CCCC Standards of
Performance for Commercial and Industrial Solid Waste Incineration Units (Sections
60.2242 and 60.2245 through 60.2260). They also appear in 40 CFR 60 Subpart 4D (CISWI
Emissions Guidelines and Compliance times), 4F (OSWI before 2004), 4E (OSWI after 2004
and NSC commented on. Proposed amendments have not been implemented yet in a final
rule), and Eb (Large Municipal Waste Combustors after 1994) I have found out that our APC
is permitting ACI on a per case basis as to whether Title V (major source) permitting or area
source permitting applies, especially in relation to municipality-controlled sources.

A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/22/2021

In Kansas, too. NSPS CCCC for units not owned by municipalities or county government and NSPS
DDDD for those operated by municipalities and county government. All had to go through Title
V permitting in Kansas. We tried to permit them initially under FESOPs, but our EPA
region said “no, the rule requires Title V”. However, prior to EPA cramping down on
Kansas about this, we were permitting them under our simple “open burning”
authorizations and that all went through the local fire departments and our air control
inspectors in their respective district offices!

A Christine Paulson IA Small Business Air Quality Liaison 3/22/2021

I believe that EPA proposed rule changes to OSWI (which I think may also affect CISWI) that
would exempt ACI units that burn only landscape waste and clean lumber from getting a Title V
Permit. Not sure where that proposal is now with the new administration. I am sure it is being
reviewed. Portable or temporary ACI or other incinerators have never been exempted from CISWI
or any of the other incinerator NSPS and Emission Guidelines solely because they are temporary
or portable.

A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/22/2021

Jim in Alaska has provided additional comments to EPA concerning portable/temporary ACIs.
Especially a particular unit that is essentially a burn barrel, but includes I think a venturi air inlet
that enables it to function as an ACI. He shared Alaska’s comments and information with SBEAP
main at about the same time the NSC was submitting comments in support of EPA removing ACls
that only burn landscape waste and clean lumber from the OSWI rule. Hopefully EPA makes
additional changes based on the Alaska comments.

A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 3/22/2021




Those rule changes were finalized April 16, 2019. I think that puts it outside the timing for
automatic reconsideration by the new administration. ACIs are no longer automatically Title V
sources.

A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/22/2021

The NSC commented on 40 CFR 60 Subpart EEEE which is the OSWI rules. The CISWI rules are
similar, though applicable to somewhat different sources. In the FR that you included, Section
60.2242 states that: “Yes. Each CISWI and ACI subject to standards under this subpart must operate
pursuant to a permit issued under Section 129(e) and Title V of the Clean Air Act.” In section
60.2245(b), an ACI that burns only 100% wood waste, clean lumber, or yard waste, are required to
meet the requirements under 60.2242 (above) and 60.2245-2260. This indicates that they should be
Title V sources. I would rather they not be and why we commented on the OSWI to support that
change.

Here is also the relevant section from the commentary that indicates, at least for the 4C CISWI rule,
they are automatically Title V sources. Pursuant to CAA section 502(a), sources subject to
standards or regulations under CAA section 111 must obtain a title V permit; therefore, ACIs are
required to obtain a title V permit. As commenters note, the EPA may exempt minor and area
sources from the requirement to obtain a title V permit, but the EPA must first determine that
compliance with title V requirements is ‘‘impracticable, infeasible, or unnecessarily burdensome’’
for the sources before exempting them (CAA section 502(a)). The EPA has not made the necessary
finding pursuant to CAA section 502(a) for AClIs in any of the CAA section 129 rulemakings, and
we believe that ACIs exist at CAA section 129 facilities other than at the commercial and industrial
facilities subject to this final rule. Because we think it is important to treat all ACIs in the same
manner, we decline to consider a title V exemption for minor and area source ACls at commercial
and industrial facilities.

As the record demonstrates, the EPA determined that ACIs located at commercial and industrial
facilities are CISWI-affected sources that must be included in state plans and regulated consistent
with the final CISWI standards applicable to such units. To address the uncertainty created by the
CISWI rule, the EPA is clarifying the affected source status of ACIs by revising the regulations to
make clear that “air curtain incinerators’’” do not need to meet the definition of a *‘CISWI unit”’ to
be subject to the CISWI rule (40 CFR 60.2010 of the NSPS and 40 CFR 60.2500 and 60.2550 of
the EG).

A Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/26/2021

I’'m not sure this helps, but this is what Rhonda sent us in August:

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, considering 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:




e 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.

o 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:

o revised regulatory provisions related to emissions during periods of startup, shutdown and
malfunction; and

e 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.

Q Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/19/2021

Had a question come from a resident yesterday asking about how to check on the credentials for someone
claiming to be a registered industrial hygienist or someone claiming to be certified to clean mold or do any
other environmental activities on a residence. I haven’t been able to find it at a state level so are there
national registry lists or associations that I might be able to try looking into? Anyone else have ideas on
how to double check on certifications or registrations for industrial hygienists?

A Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/19/2021
AIHA link at the bottom of our website

A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/22/2021

To obtain the certification for industrial hygienist (CIH) a person has to meet minimum education
and years of on-the-job IH experience requirements before a person can sit for examination to
obtain CIH credentials (requirements). CIH credentials are obtained in a similar fashion as persons
who seek to obtain their Professional Engineering license.

A person calling themselves a CIH without the credentials is as fraudulent as an engineer claiming
PE status without taking the exam.

Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/8/2021
Have any states created or know of existing short videos that help small businesses identify which engine
regulation applies?

Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/25/2021

Has your state ever done a survey of all small businesses, asking them if they have or need environment
permits and need or have used SBEAPS? I know most of us just survey our own clients, but what about
statewide questionnaires of small business?

A Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 2/25/2021
SC has not.

A Belinda Fowler NE Department of Environmental Quality 2/25/2021

We did a general public survey regarding outreach and assistance in 2018. I don’t think we asked
those questions specifically but did ask if they needed help or support. I can send on if interested
the beginning part of next week.

A John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/25/2021



https://epi.ncpublichealth.com/oee/mold/consultant.html
http://www.abih.org/about-abih/cih-caih

Montana has not that I'm aware of.

Q Belinda Breidenbach ID Small Business Development Center 2/11/2021

I'm putting together a permit and realized my auto coating spreadsheets aren’t handling bed liners correctly.
I noticed the issues when I was trying to determine how many gallons of bed liner my client spray to remain
under the EPA HAP limit. Bed liners are tricky since there is a part A combined with part B. How much
isocyanate MDI is bound in the bed liner and what percent is actually emitted? I can’t find an emission
factor. I have a client that is using a new bedliner that has zero VOCs. Part A is 100% solids with 57% MDI
isocyanate. This product is now widely used in the industry so I’'m hoping someone has done calculations.

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 2/11/2021
You may find the Title V permit issued to R3 Composites Corp. issued December 29, 2015, of
benefit. I am able to search using Google and the search parameter “site: permits.air.idem.in.gov
isocyanate.” However, results seem to be displayed in a random order. More recently issued
permits will have a larger permit number, e.g., 2015 — 36349. Page 94 of 100 (page 12 of 15 of
Appendix A) — door line — MDI Emissions MDI emissions calculated pursuant to "MDI Emissions
Reporting Guidelines for the Polyurethane Industry".
American Chemistry Council - Center for the Polyurethane Industry. May 2012. Pgs. 5-1 & 5-2.
MDI = methylene diphenyl diisocyanate (a HAP and VOC). According the MSDSs provided by
the source, laminating glue is 100% solids, with MDI as only VOC/HAP emitted.
W =25.4* VPair * (MW/Tproc) * u0.78 * SA * t{TF

W = the evaporation losses from the open process (g/day)

25.4=mmHg in 1 inch Hg

VPair = the vapor pressure of MDI (atm @ process temperature)

MW = molecular weight of MDI (g/mole)

Tproc = the process temperature (K)

u = the airflow speed (m/sec) = ventilation rate

Flow rate(acfm) * 1 min/60 sec / roller surface area (ft2) * 0.3048 m/ft

Sa = the exposed surface area (m2)

tTF = the tack-free time (sec)

Q Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/4/2021

Had a question about emission factors for injection molding of plastic parts. I have a facility that does
polypropylene, polyethylene, polycarbonate, and ABS (acrylonitrile butadiene styrene). The closest I have
found so far is a permit in Indiana (Berry Plastics) that has some factors for polypropylene. Our state rules
do note that injection molding that can be shown to be insignificant or not emit HAPs can be left off a major
source permit, but that isn’t exactly an exemption or determination of insignificance. I also couldn’t find
factors in WebFIRE. If you know of a source that your state has permitted and developed emission factors
for, I would be happy for the information.

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 2/5/2021

I find that searching Google for Indiana/IDEM air permits can be helpful, e.g.,, “site:
permits.air.idem.in.gov  Acrylonitrile Butadiene” or “site:permits.air.idem.in.gov injection
molding” though the results seem to be displayed in a random non-chronological order. If you can
identify a company name, you can search this database for air permits under that name. First time
and renewal permits as well as significant revisions will generally include emission calculations in
the appendices. You may want to view the permits issued to American Plastic Molding located in
Scottsburg, IN and D & W Fine Pack located in Fort Wayne, IN.

I also collect information that I deem may be valuable to me in the future which includes the
attached documents. AWMA has been referenced in some of the permits issued. If you find a
company name and can provide me with a permit number, I can review a permits folder which



https://permits.air.idem.in.gov/36349f.pdf

generally includes the excel spreadsheet for emission calculations assuming that I still have
permission to do so. Permit writers have had a tendency in the past to oversimplify a typically
complicated process given the myriad number of organic chemicals, aka polymers, which can be
processed in a vast number of ways not including other ingredients to the process or the potential
for malfunctions, e.g., overheating.

R Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/5/2021

Renee also sent me the spreadsheet from AWMA, and I used those emission factors. They were
exactly what was needed and covered all areas necessary. Luckily, even using the highest factors,
I was able to show the source PTE was under the TN insignificant source threshold. My only
concern about them needing a permit would be in relation to an aluminum and steel
brushing/buffing operation that may fall subject to 6X.

A Jenifer Dixon MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/8/2021

I get asked for these about once a week from folks across the nation. I was not around for the
development of these, but apparently, they are very helpful. The “DEQ” branded document is
currently archived for us, meaning it is no longer available on the web as it has not been updated.
That does not mean the information is wrong or bad, just that it has not been looked at in a while.

Q Christine Hoefler CO Small Business Assistance Program 1/27/2021

I am working with Police Departments here in Colorado to help them obtain permits for their small
incineration units. Colorado requires that all incinerators, no matter what size, obtain a permit. The
incinerators the police are using are generally burn barrels such as the product seen here. This
company specifically claims that this incinerator can be used for prescription drug take back events. It was
my understanding that the EPA has specifically stated these types of units are not to be used for drug take
back event based upon the fact that these units do not provide enough emissions controls when burning
pharmaceuticals. My question to the group is if anyone has seen the approval for the use of these types of
units for drug take back events in your state? I have also attached a memo from the EPA on this topic.

A Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 1/27/2021

SC will only allow use of these types of units by law enforcement for confiscated/contraband drug
disposal. We require the individual agencies to submit a request with documentation on the unit to
our office and we review on a case-by-case basis. Attached is a copy of our approval letter. To
muddy the waters, we will also allow government-owned animal crematories to burn the
confiscated/contraband drugs, if requested.

A Jim Plosay AK Manager of Air Permits Program 1/27/2021

That Elastec unit is a cyclonic burn barrel that Alaska is fighting with EPA to get exempted from
the recent proposed OSWI rulemaking that would require a TV permit for a “burn barrel” that
Alaska finds simply ludicrous. No other State supported Alaska in our comments to EPA on the
proposed rulemaking including NACAA. Alaska does not require a permit for these units because
we have thousands of them in remote areas of the state, not just for drug/evidence destruction but
as remote camp incinerators, oil spill cleanup temporary incinerators, and individual residential or
small business incinerators.

A Christine Grossman MI Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy 1/27/2021

It has been my understanding that RCRA Subpart P limits (or will limit upon adoption in the various
states) the CAA permitted units that can be used to incinerate household pharmaceuticals collected
via a takeback program to the following units under 40 CFR § 266.506 (see page 5945 of the FR
notice):



https://www.drugterminator.com/
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2019-02-22/pdf/2019-01298.pdf

e A permitted large municipal waste combustor, subject to 40 CFR part 62 subpart FFF or
applicable state plan for existing large municipal waste combustors, or 40 CFR part 60 subparts
EDb for new large municipal waste combustors.

e A permitted small municipal waste combustor, subject to 40 CFR part 62 subpart JJJ or
applicable state plan for existing small municipal waste combustors, or 40 CFR part 60 subparts
AAAA for new small municipal waste combustors.

e A permitted hospital, medical and infectious waste incinerator, subject to 40 CFR part 62
subpart HHH or applicable state plan for existing hospital, medical and infectious waste
incinerators, or 40 CFR part 60 subpart Ec for new hospital, medical and infectious waste
incinerators.

e A permitted commercial and industrial solid waste incinerator, subject to 40 CFR part 62
subpart III or applicable state plan for existing commercial and industrial solid waste
incinerators, or 40 CFR part 60 subpart CCCC for new commercial and industrial solid waste
incinerators.

e A permitted hazardous waste combustor subject to 40 CFR part 63 subpart EEE.

Subpart P became effective on 8/21/19 nationally for its sewer ban provisions and has been adopted

by some states, but not in Michigan yet. Also, EPA has some FAQs specific to Subpart P and

pharmaceutical take-backs that would be good to review/consider when working with drug
takeback programs. They also publish this map as to where Subpart P is in effect. I’d recommend
reaching out to Kristin Fitzgerald or Brian Knieser, the EPA contacts on the rulemaking, if you

have questions on these provisions. Kristin can be reached at Fitzgerald.Kristin@epa.gov or 703-

308-8286 and Brian can be reached at knieser.brian@epa.gov or 703-347-8769. I’d be interested

in hearing an update if you learn more on when 40 § 266.506 is expected to take effect in the states.

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Programl/27/2021

I believe the following memorandums issued by EPA more or less go along with what Christine
stated in her earlier message: Recommendation on the Disposal of Household Pharmaceutical
Collected by Take-Back Events . . ., September 26, 2012 and more recently, Management of
Household Pharmaceuticals Collected by Law Enforcement During Take-Back Events . . . ,
September 11, 2018

A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/27/2021
Around 2008 or 2009, R7 EPA office required Kansas to permit air curtain incinerators under Title
V due to CISWI. KDHE attempted to obtain exemption for those units, but that effort failed.

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Programli/27/2021

A colleague of mine responded. Her response included an e-mail (March 10, 2017) from a Mr.
Perry who oversees air inspections in Indiana. An excerpt of his:

We are aware that few local law enforcement agencies have purchased The ELASTEC Drug
Terminator, but those units do not meet the incineration requirements in 326 IAC 4-2 & 9-1-2,
possibly the permit requirements in 326 IAC 2, and the federal Other Solid Waste Incinerators
(OSWI): 40 CFR part 60 Subpart EEEE for new OSWis or 40 CFR part 60 Subpart FFFF for
existing OSWis. The ELASTEC Drug Terminator units are acceptable for burning marijuana under
the open burning rule 326 IAC 4, but not other drugs or medications. Federal, state, and local law
enforcement offices do not require approval to burn marijuana pursuant t0326 IAC 4-1, but must
follow the open burning requirements in the rule. The rule citations 326 IAC 4-1-3(b) and 326 IAC
4-1-3(C)(5) can be found here. Only marijuana is allowed to be open burned.

Otherwise, nothing new going on in the State of Indiana.

A John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/27/2021



https://www.epa.gov/hwgenerators/frequent-questions-about-management-standards-hazardous-waste-pharmaceuticals-and#pharms
https://www.epa.gov/hwgenerators/frequent-questions-about-management-standards-hazardous-waste-pharmaceuticals-and#pharms
https://www.epa.gov/hwgenerators/where-are-management-standards-hazardous-waste-pharmaceuticals-and-amendment-p075#tab-1
mailto:Fitzgerald.Kristin@epa.gov
mailto:knieser.brian@epa.gov
https://rcrapublic.epa.gov/files/14833.pdf
https://rcrapublic.epa.gov/files/14833.pdf
https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2018-09/documents/signedwheeler_barnes_pharmaceuticaltakebacks.pdf
https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2018-09/documents/signedwheeler_barnes_pharmaceuticaltakebacks.pdf
https://www.drugterminator.com/
https://www.drugterminator.com/
http://www.in.gov/legislative/iac/T03260/A00040.PDF

Just forwarding info on incinerating drugs in Montana from Ed Warner, one of our permit writers.
MCA stands for Montana Code Annotated, Montana law.

“We do regulate incinerating drugs in the same manner as all incinerators; MCA requires that any
incinerator obtain an MAQP and it sounds like CAPCD has a similar law. Montana Highway Patrol
permitted some portable incineration units several years ago dedicated to this purpose; however, |
believe they have discontinued using them due to operational issues. I can look to see if their
permits are still active if you would like? I looked at the items linked by CAPCD email and I don't
think these are similar to the MHP permitted units. The MHP units were multichamber style units
like the crematoriums and offal incinerators we have discussed, but on a smaller scale. The units
linked to by CAPCD appear more similar to air curtain incinerators used in forestry applications to
burn slash. These don't use the secondary chamber with afterburner, but rather a "curtain" of air
which circulates the flue gases back into the main combustion zone to burn off the PM entrained in
the exhaust. I'm honestly not certain if we would approve an application for this kind of unit in
Montana, we have always required multi-chamber incinerators.

Interestingly, while permitting these portable units, we also inquired about the "Contraband
Exclusion" from MACT regulations as described in the EPA memo you attached. MHP provided
a Cascade County judge's opinion that the collected pharmaceuticals are contraband/prohibited
goods because they are no longer in the possession of the person to whom they were prescribed and
therefore illegal for anyone else to possess. In addition, these incineration units are owned by a
government agency which is another element of that exclusion if memory serves.

And regarding the EPA memo's comments on crematoria, these units are regulated in Montana
based on the MCA incinerator requirements as I've noted. Law enforcement agencies have been
utilizing state crematoriums for years to carry out similar practices to destroy contraband and even
out-of-circulation dollars. We try to structure our MAQP for crematoriums to allow the source to
incinerate items other than bodies on a case-by-case basis with Department approval. This is
usually an exchange of correspondence for each requested burn. This seems like it happens several
times a year throughout the state.”

A Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/27/2021
Interesting discussion. Several years ago, KS communities wanted to use these as part of local, not
current DEA, drug take-back days, but DEA and our regulators did not allow the incineration to
move forward because of requirements to handle some of these legal and illicit drugs as controlled-
substances and in a few cases hazardous waste. When DEA hosts their drug take-back days, they
have limited incinerators that can accept the collected pharms for this very reason.

O Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/27/2021

One of our projects is to update some existing presentations we have on “AQ 101”. Has your SBEAP or
Agency recorded any training recently on AQ to better educate industry or the public? If yes, can you share
the link to those with me? I’d like to view how others are presenting basic AQ information.

A John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/27/2021
Environmental Education for Regulated Entities- You will need to scroll down to Available E101
Module Materials which includes E101 — Air Modules (pre-2019/2020 updates). As the manual is
82 pages and the presentation 207 pages/slides, you might construe this to be an E101+ module.

Q John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/26/2021

I'm assisting a business which plans on opening a facility to recycle used motor oil. The recycling system
the company proposes is a "closed" system and purports its only wastes will be water and calcium sulfate.
MT DEQ regulates used oil under its Haz waste rules and I would imagine the county health department
has applicability as well; I've shared those contacts with the business. I'm curious if any of you have worked
with such facilities, whether other regs apply, and looking for applicable resources.


https://www.deadiversion.usdoj.gov/drug_disposal/takeback/
https://www.in.gov/idem/ctap/2471.htm

A Christine Hoefler CO Small Business Assistance Program 1/26/2021

I haven't worked with a used oil recycling facility, only companies that recycle it themselves.
Other than air and hazardous waste I would think they could have stormwater issues if they have
any of their process outside, or if they store anything outside?

A Jenifer Dixon MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/27/2021

We just issued the following. Although not all of it will likely apply to your facilities in MT, it

may be a good resource. | have copied my waste counterpart on this to see if she has any other

thoughts or information on your specific situation.

New used oil checklist available for performing self-audits

The Michigan Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy (EGLE) is committed to

providing businesses with tools that help ensure compliance and keep people and our

environment safe. Recently, EGLE’s Materials Management Division partnered with the Water

Resources Division, Air Quality Division, and Environmental Support Division to produce a self-

audit checklist that allows used oil generators to quickly evaluate if they are properly managing

their used oil to meet the waste, air, water, and emergency response regulations.

The new checklist is ideal for auto repair shops, quick oil change shops, fleet maintenance garages,

automotive retailer stores, and primary metal manufacturers.

In addition to the checklist, the new tool provides:

e An editable emergency response poster that can be customized to help employees and
emergency response staff react to a spill

e Labels that can be used for containers or tanks of used oil and used oil filters.

Check out the Used Oil Common Violations Checklist and take advantage of these new

resources. For questions related to the new tool, contact your local district office or Ms. Christine

Grossman at grossmanc@michigan.gov or 517-285-5637.

R Christine Grossman MI Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy

The new used oil checklist is targeted for used oil generators. Used oil processors are more akin to

a hazardous waste treatment and storage facilities, but they don’t require a hazardous waste permit

or license. They definitely need to have a robust waste analysis plan to ensure they’re not accepting

used oil that is a presumed hazardous waste (discussed in detail in the last resource highlighted

below). I’d recommend seeing if any of the following resources are helpful, some of which are in

the process of being updated:

e Use Oil Processors and Re-refiners Inspection Checklist for our hazardous waste inspectors to
use when evaluating compliance at these facilities.

e Used Oil Overview for gaining a general understanding of Michigan’s used oil regulations.

e Used Oil Biennial Reporting Guide

e Waste Characterization Reference Book, Chapter 9 for understanding when used oil is
presumed to be a hazardous waste and should not be accepted by a used oil processor.

Michigan’s hazardous waste program is a bit unique in that we don’t adopt the federal regulations

verbatim, and instead implement our own rules which are mostly consistent with RCRA. As you’ll

see from the overview guidance, we have additional state specific regulations that apply to these

facilities too.

Sue Brauer is the best contact from EPA on the used oil regulations. She can be reached at 312-

353-6134 or brauer.sue(@epa.gov. I believe she’s been working with the used oil regulations for

over 25 years and may have helped script the federal rules. This contact list for SPCC and this page

for Centralized Waste Treatment Effluent Guidelines may be helpful too for understanding the

federal CWA regulations a used oil processor would need to meet. In Michigan we have additional

water regulations than SPCC that they’d need to meet too.



https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.michigan.gov%2Fdocuments%2Fdeq%2Fdeq-UsedOilChecklistwithEmergencyPosting_493577_7.pdf&data=04%7C01%7CGROSSMANC%40michigan.gov%7Ca84d6f2fc5174f0155ec08d8c2c27b74%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637473487839457395%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=LoEvEbYNZWNrsB1taBRgbPQNbzYW1ODxZCu3tgV%2BCFU%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.michigan.gov%2Fegle%2F0%2C9429%2C7-135-3306_3329-12306--%2C00.html&data=04%7C01%7CGROSSMANC%40michigan.gov%7Ca84d6f2fc5174f0155ec08d8c2c27b74%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637473487839467349%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=1w%2FoZsle44dmdIK2QxWdYpddROUIjQoUrtU%2BAcCEKAc%3D&reserved=0
mailto:grossmanc@michigan.gov
http://astswmo.org/files/policies/Hazardous_Waste/WAP_Guidance_Summary_October_2016.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/documents/deq/deq-whm-hwp-eqp5183_248890_7.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/documents/deq/deq-ead-tas-usedoil_320882_7.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/documents/deq/deq-ess-p2tas-usedoilreport_225479_7.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/documents/deq/deq-oea-wastecharacterization-ch9_498093_7.pdf
https://cfpub.epa.gov/si/si_public_record_Report.cfm?Lab=ORA&dirEntryID=74740
mailto:brauer.sue@epa.gov
https://www.epa.gov/oil-spills-prevention-and-preparedness-regulations/contact-us-about-oil-spill-prevention-and
https://www.epa.gov/eg/centralized-waste-treatment-effluent-guidelines

I’d be glad to discuss more if you’d like to chat. Just let me know when works best and I’ll set up
a teams call for discussion.

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 1/27/2021

This entity may need to consider SPCC (Spill Prevention Control & Countermeasure) applicability
if storing oil (fuel, oil refuse, oil mixed with waste or water, fats, greases, vegetable oils, synthetic
oils, mineral oils, etc.) greater than 1,320 gallons counting tanks and equipment, each with a
capacity of 55 gallons or greater and if there is reasonable potential that a spill/release could
negatively impact waters of the US. Additionally, your state might have more stringent
requirements, but might be more generic, e.g., secondary containment requirements for the storage
of hazardous materials above a certain threshold. If this entity is subject to SPCC and above ground
storage is less than 5,000 gallons for any tank, total capacity less than 10,000 gallons and no single
oil discharge greater than 1,000 gallons or two discharges of 42 gallons within any 12-month period,
the entity could qualify as a Tier I/Il qualified facility and self-certify (not required to use a
professional engineer). EPA provides a couple of template examples on their web page, one of
which includes an automotive service garage.

R John Podolinsky MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/27/2021
Along with my litany of potentially applicable requirements and regulations, I did mention SPCC
and fire code requirements and that's when I sensed the info bucket was overfilling!

A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 2/1/2021

I asked our used oil expert to see what she has run into along these lines. One question/concern she
would have is that their waste is probably not just water and calcium sulfate. From her experience
they are precipitating out the contaminants in the oil with the calcium sulfate, so there is likely a
sludge that needs to be managed and a waste determination made. That waste stream is probably
variable too, if their source for the used oil is not consistent. In Wisconsin, there are different rules
depending on whether they are a used oil transfer facility vs a used oil processor. The processor
stores the oil on site longer than the transfer facility. Here are our fact sheets on used oil:

Used Oil Management

Used Oil Management Addendum — Satisfying the Rebuttal Presumption

If it is an oily wastewater, hence the water coming out as waste, they might be considered a
wastewater treatment facility. Just a thought as that will trigger a host of other rules/permits.

O Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 1/21/2021

How does your state handle portable and temporary crushers/screeners/conveyors, in particular the unit
pictured above, from an air permitting perspective? For example, Company A is a equipment rental
company that owns crushers, screeners, and conveyors and rents them out to Company B to operate for a
very short duration (a few weeks) to crush up some old concrete from a construction site. Company A does
not operate the temporary/portable equipment and only rents it out. We currently permit the owner of the
equipment but are running into issues from the owners that rent equipment out and do not operate the
equipment.

How do you all handle rental companies that only rent the crushing/screening/conveying equipment
out and do not operate it (i.e., who gets the permit - the facility or operator? exempted?)

Who is responsible for the requirements from the NSPS source test (Subpart O00)?

Who is responsible for compliance issues and any record keeping conditions in their permits? How
would you all take action?

Also, if you have emission factors that would be helpful.

A Christine Hoefler CO Small Business Assistance Program 1/21/2021



https://www.epa.gov/oil-spills-prevention-and-preparedness-regulations/tier-i-qualified-facility-spcc-plan-template
https://dnr.wi.gov/files/pdf/pubs/wa/wa233.pdf
https://dnr.wi.gov/files/pdf/pubs/wa/wa1677.pdf

Colorado has had issues with this in the past and especially with engines. We permit these units as
portable and if a construction company chooses to obtain the permit instead of the rental company,
then the permit is in the construction company's name. One thing I always tell them though is that
both parties can be responsible for compliance issues, if there are enforcement issues we can go
after the "owner and or operator". We generally would go after the company though for
operator issues (opacity, record keeping). Usually, we find that the rental companies do not get the
permits. We also only will permit these if they determine their emissions at our permitting
thresholds. If we have a larger source that is considered a Synthetic Minor, they would need to
estimate the emissions from the portable unit with the facility wide emissions to make sure the
temporary unit doesn't push the facility into a Major Source designation. If this was the case, then
yes, we would make them get a permit. We also have an emissions calculator for companies to
estimate their emissions at this link.

R Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 1/21/2021
We were not aware of the rental scenario until contacted by the company that rented the unit. Any
technical information would be appreciated.

R Christine Hoefler CO Small Business Assistance Program 1/21/2021
We haven't had this issue come up before lowa. We will write air permits to either the owner or
operator of the equipment.

A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/21/2021

In Kansas, the intended use of the equipment would first be assessed. Is the temporary equipment
being installed to temporarily replace a unit that is being repaired or needs replaced with a
permanent unit? We would first assess if the temporary equipment would fall under the “Routine
Maintenance, Repair and Replacement policy, see these KDHE forms BAR 2004-06 RMRR and
Detroit. Any temporary equipment that would meet RMRR policy would not need New Source
Review, before installation or use. BUT it is case-by-case and does not excuse a source from
making an incorrect determination on their own and not obtaining the appropriate permits, if it is
determined the unit would not have qualified for RMRR. When specifically speaking of portable
rock crushing equipment, as seen above, Kansas permits portable rock crushing equipment just the
same as we would a stationary rock crushing source (one that never leaves the quarry it is located
in), in addition any equipment that would fall under NSPS requirements for asphalt plant operations
that can be moved around a site or between sites (e.g., quarries, locations along highway jobs).

In Kansas, if a company needs to rent a piece of equipment for temporary use, and if the unit does
not qualify for RMRR, the company that will be renting and using the equipment is required to
evaluate PTE as well as any NSPS/MACT applicability, and obtain a pre-operation construction
(i.e., emission unit installation and use) approval or permit when the Kansas regulations would
require it. PTE is never calculated on how long the company think they will have it on-site but
always on 8,760, regardless of temporary use and any limitations on total hours of operation or
throughput, etc. may be included in the permit or approval to ensure the equipment does not become
a permanent fixture of operations without appropriate permitting applied first. Because it is
temporary use, it will not end up added to the facility operating permit (if they have one) but it
would be subject to annual emission reporting and/or fees (if the facility is required to report annual
emissions, per an operating permit.) They would operate the unit per the requirements in the
construction permit or approval.

In Kansas, there is no regulatory means to permit a rental company, since they are not operating
the emission unit, and therefore are not a source of air pollution.



https://oitco.hylandcloud.com/POP/DocPop/DocPop.aspx?docid=6627157
https://www.kdheks.gov/air-permit/forms/BAR_2004-06_RMRR.pdf
https://www.kdheks.gov/air-permit/forms/detroit.pdf

In Kansas, the renter would be responsible for all compliance requirements, not only including
NSPS/MACT but also any current limitations on throughput (e.g., tons per year of rock crushed or
asphalt processed) that an additional temporary crusher could technically increase their capacity.
The renter is responsible for compliance issues and any record keeping conditions in their permits.
In Kansas, standard AP-42 emission factors for rock crushing, conveyance, etc. would be applied
to the portable rental unit, because it performs the same function as a stationary unit would.

A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 1/22/2021

Wisconsin has general permits for crushing operations. Our air program has a single person
assigned to permits and compliance for crushers and asphalt plants here. I asked her to respond to
your questions. Answers are below. In addition, she has been working on revising the permits to
address some of these concerns. Instead of having the permit tied to a primary crusher it would just
be issued to a company to operate a spread. Therefore, the operator would always hold the permit.
The owner of the equipment is the permit holder (Company A). I try to stress to these companies
that they are responsible for reporting emissions and need to keep track of tonnage through the
machine. They should also provide copies of permits to the renters and make them aware of the
terms.

Company A, as the permit holder, is responsible for getting a test scheduled and performed.

Since these are portable crushers this is a difficult question. Likely, if a complaint is received,
Company B would be the first contact. After a conversation, Company A would be brought in
because they are ultimately liable as the permit holder. Fortunately this scenario does not happen
often. Company A is responsible for all emissions reporting and records maintenance.

WI worked with the industry ages ago to establish an agreement on calculating emissions:
https://dnr.wi.gov/files/PDF/pubs/am/AM498.pdf

A Trayvce Moore MS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program Technical Assistance
Coordinator 1/22/2021

I contacted one of our permit division managers to get info on how they are handled in MS. Please
see his response below:

In short, a commercial owner of any equipment with notable air emissions (engines, boilers, rock
crushers, etc.) that are rented / leased to secondary entities is exempt from our state air regulations
(especially the need for an air permit if the renter /leaser doesn’t actually operate the equipment).
Monitoring the operation of the equipment (and the corresponding air emissions) falls strictly on the
operator. However, in regard to her example, we don’t actually regulate emissions generated from
general construction activities either (e.g. demolition activities) because we view those types of
activity as temporary (and thereby emissions — on a tons per year basis — won’t exceed the
applicable Title V / PSD thresholds).

However, for ready-mix concrete facilities and hot-mix asphalt facilities, emissions generated from
a rock crusher (even if it’s portable and temporary) are regulated through the respective General
Permits that have been established for each facility type. The facility, not the owner of the rock
crusher (if not owned by the facility), has the burden of monitoring the operation of the crusher (for
the purpose of tracking PM and PM, emissions), complying with Subpart OOO, and submitting
any necessary notifications / reports.

We recently published the updated Read-Mix Concrete GP (which you find HERE under “Ready-
Mix Concrete General Permit documents”), so Ms. Phyllis may be able to find information (as far
as the air media). We’re currently in the process of updating the Hot-Mix Asphalt GP, but we don’t
have the full scope of documents (like you see for the Ready-Mix Concrete GP) ready at this point.

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 1/22/2021



https://dnr.wi.gov/files/PDF/pubs/am/AM498.pdf
https://www.mdeq.ms.gov/permits/environmental-permits-division/generalpermits/

I solicited input from two of my colleagues who provided the following information and would
follow-up later with a more detailed response.

Crushing operations

Beemsterber Slag Corp — contractor of Arcelor Mittal Burns Harbor — Title V attached (124 pages)
Beemsterber PTE spreadsheet

Making an air permitting source determination where the use of an outside contractor to
arrive on site with equipment, operated a batch crushing operation then depart.

Rieth-Riley Construction, Inc. FESOP renewal attached — (231 pages)

Ozinga Ready Mix Concrete Inc. — SSOA attached (23 pages)

Q Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/20/2021

Does anyone have experience with sanding dust? [’m assisting a facility that does hand and pneumatic
sanding of metal parts and an air inspector is asking for an evaluation of emissions. They have found out
based on mass balance how much is removed from each part and also know how much dust is collected.
The issue is how much dust isn’t. One factor I considered using was that 70% of the dust created is an
emission based on fine sanding found in woodwaste calculators. Which means that only 30% was collected.
But that is seeming too high for a process that is mostly about surface preparation and removal of old paint
in order to repaint.

A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/21/2021
I have more questions than answers, Donovan. I apologize if these have already been discussed
with the air inspector and/or company and do not help you.
1. Ifit has been calculated how much is removed from parts and how much dust is collected
in a control device, is the “only 30% was collected” the result of them investigating how much
dust is collected? Was that measured and the result is 30%?
1. 2.Also, did the amount of “dust collected” also include any dust residual that remains on
the filter of the control device (e.g., PM10/PM2.5 particles could remain on the cartridge or fab
filter and not be in the dust disposal bin (where dust is deposited after the baghouse “raps” or
“blows”).
2. Is there a Mfg’s capture and control efficiency rating for the control device on the
pneumatic sanding process?
3. Is there visible evidence that during the sanding that not all dust is being captured (dust on
surfaces outside the process or Method 22 visual assessment)?

Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/13/2021

Our water bureau (regulator) is asking SBEAP to assist with a pre-assessment for an industry sector. They
have asked us to use their inspection check list to go out and assist the sector with identifying and addressing
compliance gaps. We would then turn our inspection checklist back to the area inspection program that may
do follow-up or write a letter of warning. We do have expertise with the sector and the regulator would
provide us with additional training. Has your program done a similar project where you “act as an
inspector/advisor” to the industry and release the results to the regulator? As a non-regulatory agent did
industry challenge your access to the facility? How did you deal with it?

A Jenifer Dixon MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/13/2021

This seems a little touchy. I know a lot of states have confidentiality written in their rules, but in
MI it is more of a handshake deal. I always ask permission of a facility before I speak with their
inspector, permit engineer or enforcement staff. I think it you did this, it would have to be
completely transparent about that aspect (especially if it could lead to a warning letter or violation
notice). Although it may build your relationship with your regulatory agencys, it could decrease the
trust your other industry stakeholders have with you.I think the only way I would do it, is if it was
an advertised initiative within a specific sector. The sharing detail would have to be very upfront.




A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 1/13/2021

It would greatly help the process if the regulator could develop the checklist (not unlike an
environmental results program) and even highlight significant areas or recurring compliance issues.
The checklist could be e-mailed and/or mailed to the affected audience. The SBEAP could use the
checklist when working with an affected entity. Any results collected could exclude the identity of
the entity and shared with the regulator. It would be up to the regulator to use the information in
future preparations for conducting compliance site visits. It greatly helps the SBEAP if the regulator
shares common/frequent compliance issues to better help the SBEAP prioritize its activities.

A Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/13/2021

Something like Mark recommends might work. Above all, don’t sacrifice confidentiality. It is a
cornerstone of our program and breaching it obliterates trust. It is mentioned in Section 3.1 of the
Guidelines Document. I have attached some thoughts from Edythe from when OECA came out
with their SB confidentiality policy around *94. NC has never been without a confidentiality policy.

A Lisa Ashenbrenner Hunt WI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/13/2021

For Region 5’s autobody Environmental Results Program, EPA was the one who went out and did
the actual site visits to gather before and after data to see how the sector improved compliance after
the SBEAPs provided outreach materials. That way EPA could follow up on any noncompliance
without violating SBEAP confidentiality. The outreach checklist sent by the SBEAPs was not
mandatory and individual responses were not shared with EPA, just aggregate data. What if the
regulator agreed to reduce fines for violations if the facility voluntarily lets the SBEAP do the
inspection and corrects any violations? That would be similar to EPA or state audit policies where
liability is reduced for self-reporting if the violations are corrected.

A Julie Churchill ME Small Business Ombudsman 1/13/2021

Agree Tony, Maine has and always will use the Small Business Compliance Incentive Policy; it’s
a blurry enough line when the SBO/SBAP is housed in the regulatory agency. Want our sectors to
know they can call and ask for technical assistance without worry of punitive consequences. ..

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 1/13/2021
I should have mentioned that the Indiana SBEAP (CTAP) is subject to confidentiality regulation
found in the Indiana Code (IC-28-3-4). “Inquiries made to the program  ”

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 1/13/2021

Autobody ERP- Assuming that I have the correct version, we left behind an exit checklist based on
one of our visits. I believe EPA followed up with visits perhaps two months after our visits. When
EPA conducted their visits, they may have used something like the attached checklist. There were
baseline visits that were also conducted.

R Arthur Fink KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 2/5/2021

I want to thank everyone that responded to Nancy’s original request (included below). I’ve
compiled everyone’s responses into a searchable PDF and included it as an attachment to this email.
I appreciated everyone’s thoughtfulness and concerns in regard to having our SBEAP perform the
type of function as described by Nancy. Using the SBEAP listserv responses, Nancy and I were
able to come up with an agreement that will allow the Kansas SBEAP to assist our state
environmental agency in a way that will not jeopardize SBEAP’s position as a compliance
assistance resource for small businesses.



https://www.in.gov/idem/ctap/2330.htm

Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/12/2021

I just spoke with one of our KS dry cleaners that switched to SENSENE, a modified alcohol. In Kansas, we
have several dry cleaners using Green Earth and DF-2000, but to my knowledge this is the first one to use
SENSENE. It was not a drop-in perc substitute as the client retired had a perc unit and purchased a new
machine for use with this product. If you have dry cleaners using SENSENE in your state, are you seeing
any problems with it? FYT — flash point is 149°F

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 1/12/2021

Currently, a colleague and I are conducting a phone survey of entities who are believed engaged in
dry-cleaning. These entities have changed locations, ownership as well as the nature of how they
do business very rapidly making any list almost obsolete after the first year. So far, I have
encountered one drycleaner that has added a machine capable of using Sensene. Additionally, King
County, WA has an interesting document on the evaluation of new high flashpoint hydrocarbon
dry-cleaning solvents from an environmental perspective.

A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 1/12/2021

It doesn’t seem to be something in use in TN. I asked our DCERP about it and this is the overall
answer provided: The product flashpoint is a little higher than eco solve, a petroleum solvent that
is commonly used in Tennessee. The Fire Marshal is usually very interested in that property, just a
thought but maybe the Fire Marshal on a national level have some information on this product. I
just believe nobody here is selling this product because it is not yet in common use.

Q Lynelle L.add KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/21/2020

Since EPA no longer updates nor has corrected errors in TANKS 4.09d, what tools are you currently using?
AP-42 Chapter 7 has been updated with Tank emission factors however you will note that various
calculations need used (which Tank 4.09d used to do for you. Have other states purchased calculator tools
or developed one of its own to replace Tanks 4.09d?

A Troy Johnson MN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 12/22/2020
MPCA uses 3 tank air emission calculators:

D Fixed roof, horizontal, above and underground (p-sbap5-42h)

Tool for estimating VOC emissions from fixed roof, horizontal tanks.

D Fixed roof, vertical, cone and dome (p-sbap5-42v)

Tool for estimating VOC emissions from fixed roof, vertical tanks.

Estimating air emissions from external floating roof storage tanks (ag6-13)
Tool for estimating VOC and HAP emissions from external floating roof tanks.

Q Jennifer Collins IN Department of Environmental Management 12/15/2020

For many years now, local governmental entities and others seeking participation in Community
Development Block Grant state funding programs (and other state and federally funded programs) to defray
costs of implementing public works, infrastructure, or community development projects have submitted
project descriptions to the Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) for review. IDEM
responded to each such request with a standardized letter listing all the environmental issues applicants
should consider or comply with to ensure the environmental impacts of their projects would be minimized.
Applicants then included IDEM's response letter as part of the grant application package. A while ago, the
person managing this automated this process by creating an online form that the entities fill out and receive
an automated letter. We are currently working to update this letter and process and we are wondering what
other state agencies are doing to provide this environmental review letter for grantees to the CDBG in each
of your states.



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-pOqkrGhUNs
https://goudlaundry.nl/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/data-sheet-sensene.pdf
https://www.in.gov/idem/ctap/files/ctap_cleaners_king_co_solvents_eval.pdf
https://www.pca.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/p-sbap5-42h.xlsx
https://www.pca.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/p-sbap5-42v.xlsx
https://www.pca.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/aq6-13.xlsx
https://www.in.gov/idem/5283.htm

A Michelle Gillham AR Department of Energy and Environment 12/15/2020

Until this January those letters came to various staffers in our media offices. Each one responded
with language specific to their offices. Now, all such letters come into my group. We review, craft
a response addressing what we believe are the relative issues, and then forward to technical staff in
our offices of Air Quality, Energy, Land Resources, and Water Quality as necessary. They review
and offer any additional language before we officially respond. I am developing an SOP with the
most frequently used boilerplates. There will always be one-off projects, but the SOP will help
capture the most frequently encountered.

Q Eric Florio NV Small Business Assistance Program 11/17/2020

Without going into too much detail, I have been having trouble finding an appropriate way to calculate PM
emissions for a small business that is using a “chopper gun” to spray fiberglass paint onto an object. The
problem is with one type of material. The MSDS for this material does not have any HAP or VOC content.
In addition, the equipment does not have a transfer efficiency rating and the company is unable to provide
one. This is a new type of process for me as well as for the state agency, we have both been having trouble
finding an appropriate calculation.

A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/18/2020

I’'m sort of in the same position. There were three methods used for a facility I am working on. The
first method, which I would suggest only if the regulatory division accepts the use of filters as
inherent to the process and can write it into the permit for regular maintenance and changing of
filters, is to use a 0.02 grains/dscf allowable based on CFM airflow. There are 7000 grains to the
Ib. I’'m running into the issue that even after an agreement letter from the facility, there appears to
still be some pushback on accepting the filters as reducing the emissions to an acceptable level due
to the high air flow (multiple fans creating 36,000 CFM airflow). At 0.02 grains/dscf, this would
mean uncontrolled particulates of 27.03 tons/year, significantly higher than their styrene and VOC
emissions which would be the main emissions of the facility. With a 95% efficient filter, the
emissions drop to 1.35 tpy, an acceptable level.

Using a process weight table with an overspray of 5%, PTE drops to 0.18 tpy.

An engineering estimate (which I’'m no longer sure where it came from), estimates PTE of 0.35
tpy.

I did find that the American Composites Manufacturing Association has a document and
workbooks specifically on this, but is for members only:

I do find it unusual that the SDS does not have HAP or VOC content at all. Especially if it is a
fiberglass coating, then it would normally contain styrene and MMA.

Q Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/17/2020

Dan from Ohio has a new video and is wondering if other states did something similar? For national
recycling day, we put together a short video showcasing local artwork made from recycled
materials...check it out here. I didn’t know if other states put together something similar.

A Lloyd Kirk OK Department of Environmental Quality 11/17/2020
Yes, we did. Will find the link and send.

Q Lee Ann Briggs PA University of Pittsburgh Small Business Development Center 11/4/2020
I’'m looking for help in determining, what if any emissions (VOC/HAP), are generated when cutting
polypropylene and/or acrylics with a CO2 Laser Cutter. I’'m trying to determine permit applicability.

A Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 11/4/2020
Attached is a plasma and laser cutting calculator for metal cutting from Kansas. You might be able
to use this as a starting point if you are able to find emission factors to replace the metal cutting



http://www.acmaeducationhub.org/products/1088/estimating-particulate-matter-emissions
http://www.acmaeducationhub.org/products/1088/estimating-particulate-matter-emissions
https://youtu.be/6La7WrU8QiA

emission factors. This can help with the kerf and speed of the cut which will help evaluate the
amount of polypropylene/acrylic being removed. You may want to look at emission for combustion
of polypropylene/acrylic as a basis for emissions.

O Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 10/28/2020

There were a number of emails a few months ago about hand sanitizer production at a range of facilities
when it was in short supply. Not sure [ saw any final responses on emissions. Does anyone have emission
factors for those production operations?

A Christine Paulson IA Small Business Air Quality Liaison 10/28/2020
We don't have anything specific in lowa. It would generally be similar to fuel ethanol production
with the exception that they are creating a purer product for storage and then they are

blending/denaturing with less polluting materials. Emissions are generally less for both VOC and
HAP.

Q Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 10/20/2020

Last year, an entity engaged in providing fumigation services, made an inquiry of me regarding air
permitting obligations with regards to the use of Methyl Bromide for quarantine and pre-shipment uses. For
this entity, it meant the treatment of logs/wood in special containers as a batch process. I became aware of
the MARAMA Fumigation White Paper issued last year as well as concerted efforts by the states of
Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania and California to consider evaluations for air permits and the issuance of
permits, most if not all, with restrictions to avoid a case-by-case MACT determination. It is my
understanding that some of these fumigation entities when aware of air permitting requirements would
cease using Methyl Bromide, relocate or go out of business. Last year, I brought this matter to the attention
of the SBA who were present during the annual training. They seemed interested. Is this still an issue for
states?

A Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/20/2020

I dealt with two entities that had set up fumigation units specifically to fumigate wood pallets for
overseas shipping but that was back in 2001 or so. The potential emissions from the process were
not enough to warrant permitting but for whatever reason they did not stay in business long —
Kansas is landlocked in the middle of the USA, so I wasn’t sure how much business they were
going to generate. One set up a unit along a major highway next to a pasture. It was odd seeing it.
The owner brought in pallets and then it just sat and looked unused for years, then one day
disappeared. Of course, this unit was not in a building and was just venting to atmosphere at the
end of the cycle. We have a few of candy manufacturers in Kansas (not small businesses) that were
using Methyl Bromide to fumigate nuts before adding them in as ingredients. The unit was vented
out the roof and was housed in a separate room of the facilities away from workers. The agency
looked at the potential emissions of that activity and deemed it was below major source levels. I
am not sure if these companies continue to use Methyl Bromide, since I haven’t really worked with
them in the SBEAP or P2 capacity (not for lack of trying to get in under the P2 NEA for
food/beverage mfgs).I believe that Methyl Bromide pellets were widely used in the grain elevator
industry as well, but I don’t have a pulse on its use right now. I’d be interested in learning if it is
still widely used in grain storage for pest control.

I also wonder if “heat treating” is an option for some of this quarantine and pre-shipment activity.
Can the Methyl Bromide be recycled from the process and reused (assuming it is in gaseous form)?
Could CO2 be an option to replace Methyl Bromide in these chambers? They may have to increase
residence time to ensure suffocation. I am not an entomologist, but it would be interesting to test
efficacy. And then as above, could the CO2 be recycled from the chamber for reuse, so it isn’t a
constant stream of GHG coming from your activities?




A Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 10/20/2020

We have operations at least one facility permitted for export purposes and are reviewing another
needs to fumigate on imported goods as part of FDA inspections. The limiting factor in SC is
meeting our state toxic air pollutant thresholds. To meet the state threshold requires passing air
dispersion modeling which has proved problematic with the use of MeBr.

R Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 10/20/2020
I assume the conditional permit issued avoids the case-by-case MACT evaluation as well as the
requirement to obtain a Title V permit? Do you know how potential emissions were calculated?

Q Tony Pendola Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/29/2020

Can you check and see if your air quality program has a total number of autobody shops and/or number of
granted Petitions for Exemption? I am trying to guess at the ratio of currently exempted shops. I believe it
is a very small percentage of the approximately 25,000 shops out there. Sooner is better than later as [ am
writing some articles to introduce the new reg nav tool.

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 9/29/2020

About 109 which was based on a list dated July 20, 2011, of which I added entities which submitted
from 2017 to 2020. As far as I am aware, Indiana has not received/accepted delegation of 40 CFR
63, Subpart HHHHHH. However, I have been informed that air inspectors will review under 6H if
it is included in an air registration, air permit or source specific operating agreement (SSOA). |
believe there are about 1,000 + 150 automobile refinishing shops in Indiana. I assume the EPA
Regional Offices would have the most up to date lists for 6H exemption. Any Region 5 SBEAP
who would know the EPA contact with Region 5 with this knowledge or who could provide a copy
of their list?

A Belinda Breidenbach 1D Small Business Development Center 9/29/2020

Idaho took delegation several months ago. Since then, I don't think there have been any exemption
requests. Unfortunately, I don't have any numbers of EPA approved 6H exemptions. I agree that
qualitatively it is a very small percentage.

A Jennifer Lipkin NV Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/29/2020
Clark County doesn’t track 6H exemptions. Someone would have to research each source’s history
to know the totals.

A Harry Ching NY Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/29/2020
For NYS, from 2012-2020 there have been 112 exemption requests for 6H. Don't know how many
total body shops as some are exempt from permitting in some parts of NYS. Estimate is 2k - 3k.

A Phyllis Copeland SC Department of Health & Environmental Control 9/29/2020

Our Air Toxics Program has granted 154 exemptions since the rule went final. We have issued
~400 registration permits to autobody operations. There are plenty here that we know nothing
about, we just don't consider them a priority from an outreach perspective.

A Christine Paulson IA Small Business Air Quality Liaison 10/16/2020
Iowa currently has 135 exemptions out of a total of 621 shops. We have a new employee in the
position that tracks NESHAP compliance, so it took her a little longer to get this information.

Q Jennifer Lipkin NV Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/29/2020
Clark County was officially designated non-attainment for ozone. Our department just learned about the
Emissions Statement for NOx and VOC for sources over 25 tpy of actual emissions. They are in the process




of creating a form and are including me in the discussions. We have looked on the various websites, but it
appears that most agencies mention the requirement and statutes but have online forms that random people
cannot access. There is nothing we can look at to get an idea of what information is included and how it is
presented. Obviously, the requirements are in the CFR, but are you just getting totals? Is every emission
unit/exempt unit itemized? Do they submit all of the methodologies/calculations or just a total and provide
details upon request? That sort of thing.

A Sean Taylor GA Department of Natural Resources 9/29/2020

See the email chain below and the attached screenshots for how Georgia does the Emissions
Statement for the Ozone nonattainment area around Atlanta. The facilities subject to this
requirement also have a condition in their permits that require them to perform this task:

“The Permittee shall provide the Division with a statement, in such form as the Director may
prescribe, showing the actual emissions of nitrogen oxides and volatile organic compounds from
the entire facility. These statements shall be submitted every year by the date specified in 391-3-1-
.02(6)(a)4 and shall show the actual emissions of the previous calendar year. [391-3-1-
02(6)(b)1(1)]”

E-mail chain copied below:

Do you have anything you can share with Clark County about our emissions statement forms /
process?

Unfortunately, the Emissions Statement (ES) is collected in GECO, so there is no example form
that we can share. However, I can explain the process. Currently, Georgia Rules for Air Quality
Control 391-3-1-.02(6)(a)4 requires facilities that emit greater than 25 tons per year of nitrogen
oxides (NOx) or volatile organic compounds (VOCs) to submit statements of those emissions
annually. Note, that the emissions provided for NOx and VOCs is facility wide. If a facility is
subject to ES, they can register their email at GECO and then request ES access. We can link their
email account with their AIRS NO. Then, they can log in GECO, click on ES, and can confirm
their contact info and then enter VOC and NOX emissions. The due date is June 15 of each year.
EPD IT, I wonder if there’s a way that you can access the Emissions Inventory pages on GECO to
see what it actually looks like for the companies that are reporting. Frankly, I’'m a little curious
myselfif the companies are just reporting a single number for each VOC and NOx or if they actually
have to provide any supporting information when they enter it into GECO.

I've attached screenshots of the Emission Statement process in GECO. Number 6 is the only one of
interest to your question, and the answer is we just ask for a single value for NOx and VOC
emissions with no supporting info.

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 9/30/2020

My colleague, Angela Taylor, who is very knowledgeable, provided the following as well as the
attachments. Excerpting one of the Q&A below:

Q. Do I have to report this year?

A. Smaller sources located in Lake or Porter County will have to report every year that they actually
emit 25 tons or more of VOC or NOx. The rest of the sources will only have to report annually if
they have potential to emit 250 tons or more per year of VOC or PM10, or 2,500 tons per year of
CO, NOx, or SO2. If you are in the second category, you MAY not have to report this year if you
have submitted to IDEM the Administrative Permit Amendment or Notice Only Change. Please
refer to Section 3 of the Emissions Statement Rule (326 IAC 2-6) for the reporting schedule.

Here is all the info. from our OAQ website (consolidated and in a different order). The forms are
linked below, and I attached the appropriate portion of our rule, IAC 2-6 (excerpt from IAC 2) and
a flowchart for determining applicability.

OAQ Reporting

Many Indiana companies report emissions data as required by the Emission Reporting rule (326
IAC 2-6). An emissions statement contains the amounts of nitrogen oxides, volatile organic



https://www.in.gov/idem/airquality/2505.htm

compounds, sulfur dioxide, carbon monoxide, particulate matter that is 10 microns or smaller, and
lead released to the air each year. The IDEM Office of Air Quality (OAQ) collects and compiles
emissions data for compliance, billing and planning. OAQ uses the Emission Inventory Tracking
System (EMITS) as the primary method of collecting emissions. The reported emissions are used
to determine compliance, for Title V billing purposes and for technical purposes such as modeling,
redesignations, and rulemaking. Accurate emissions data is important for future program
development by OAQ.
If you have questions regarding air emissions reporting, please contact OAQ staff.
Online Emission Statement Reporting System:
The Emission Inventory Tracking System (EMITS) is an online tool for reporting the emission
statement. This will no longer require reporters to install software and will allow users to submit
the emission statement electronically.
EMITS FAQs
Q: What is EMITS?
A: The Emission Inventory Tracking System (EMITS) is a tool made available to those
companies that are required to report their air emissions under the Emission Statement Rule
(326 TIAC 2-6). The system was designed to take advantage of a centralized database that
will no longer require reporters to install software on their computers and also allow for
quick updates as required. EMITS can also act as a source to recover lost or previous reports
as it will hold multiple years’ worth of data.
Q: Who can access EMITS?
A: EMITS is limited to those that are required to report their emissions. IDEM makes
summary data of the submission available to the public. More detailed data can be made
available upon request.
Reporting Forms and Instructions:
Instructions and forms for submitting the annual air emissions by paper copy. Includes the forms
and instruction for updating an existing facility and adding a new facility. Instructions and forms
are available on the IDEM Forms page for submitting the annual air emissions report by paper copy.
They include the forms and instructions necessary for updating an existing facility and adding a new
facility. These forms are not necessary, if an electronic reporting submission is made online. Forms
and instructions are available in either Microsoft Word or Adobe Acrobat formats. If you have any
questions regarding these forms, please contact OAQ staff.
The required forms that are available on the IDEM Forms page are:
e AES-01 Air Emission Statement Certification - 52052 [PDF] [DOC
AES-02 General Facility Information - 52053 [PDF] [DOC
AES-02 Instructions
AES-03 Stack Information - 52054 [PDF] [DOC
AES-03 Instructions
AES-04 Abatement Equipment - 52055 [PDF] [DOC
AES-04 Instructions
AES-05 Group/Process/Emissions Information - 52056 [PDF] [DOC
AES-05 Instructions
AES-06 Voluntary Hazardous Air Pollutant Reporting - 52057 [PDF] [DOC]
Voluntary Reporting of Hazardous Air Pollutants:
Complete list, information, and forms
Guidance Materials for the Emissions Statement
Approval of Alternate Emission Factors:
IDEM Nonrule Policy concerning the use of emission factors not found in
U.S. EPA guidance. Available on the IDEM Nonrule Policies page.
Clearinghouse for Inventories & Emissions Factors:
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Contains a great deal of information about emission factors (AP- 42,
WebFIRE) and codes used for reporting emissions
Emission Reporting Rules:
Indiana Emission Reporting Rule (326 IAC 2-6) [PDF]
U.S. EPA Consolidated Emissions Reporting Rule (CERR)
Guidance for the Interpretation of the Term "Emission Data" [PDF] - This
concerns the confidentiality of emission data submitted to the Office of Air Quality
and in particular under the Emission Reporting Rule.
Emission Reporting Rule Information
Emissions Reporting Rule (326 IAC 2-6) [PDF]
Will I have to report? [PDF]
Frequently Asked Questions
Q. Do I have to report?
A. You will only report regularly if you are a Title V source, a source that emits 25 tons or
more of NOx in Lake or Porter Counties, or a source that emits 5 tons or more of lead.
(Section 1)
Q. How often will I have to report?
A. Sources located in Lake and Porter Counties will continue reporting annually. The rest
of the sources in the state will have to report annually only if they have the potential-to-
emit VOC or PM10 at 250 tons or more per year, or CO, NOx or SO2 at 2,500 tons or more
per year. The rest of the sources will have to report the previous year's emissions data once
every three years. (Section 3)
Q. When will I have to report?
A. Emissions Statements are required by July 1%. (Section 3)
Q. Can I go ahead and report on April 15 th even though the reporting date has been changed
to July 1°?
A. Yes. Sources can always report early.
Q. Do I have to report this year?
A. Smaller sources located in Lake or Porter County will have to report every year that
they actually emit 25 tons or more of VOC or NOx. The rest of the sources will only have
to report annually if they have potential to emit 250 tons or more per year of VOC or PM10,
or 2,500 tons per year of CO, NOx, or SO2. If you are in the second category, you MAY
not have to report this year if you have submitted to IDEM the Administrative Permit
Amendment or Notice Only Change. Please refer to Section 3 of the Emissions Statement
Rule (326 IAC 2-6) for the reporting schedule.
Q. My source does not have a Part 70 Permit, it is not located in Lake or Porter counties, and
I have submitted for the change to the permit (if necessary), do I have to report last year's
emissions?
A. No. As long as the IDEM has received the change to your permit we do not expect to
receive an emissions statement from you.
Q. My source does not have a Part 70 Permit, it is located in Lake or Porter counties, and I
have submitted for the change to the permit (if necessary). Do I have to report last year's
emissions?
A. Only if you have a Part 70 permit or have actually emitted 25 tons or more of VOC or
NOx. If you have a Part 70 permit, please refer to Section 4 of the rule for the reporting
schedule. You may not be required to report annually.
Q. I am filling out the State Form 51665 (3-04), but what do I put in the box asking to identify
the emission reporting requirement?
A. Just list where the emissions statement requirement is located in your permit (a
paragraph in Section C in most permits).
Q. How do I determine my Potential to Emit?
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A. Your Potential to Emit should be in your final permit or in your permit application. One
place to look would be in the technical support document.

Q. What if my source has taken an enforceable limit in the permit?
A The effect of those limits should be included in your determination of Potential to Emit
for your facility. For instance, your Title V facility does surface coating, and has taken a
limit on the amount of product coated in a 12-month period to ensure that your source does
not exceed 250 tons of VOC. Your facility would fall under the triennial reporting, not
annual reporting.

Q. What do the recent changes to the Emission Reporting rule (326 IAC 2-6) mean for Annual

Compliance Certifications?
A. FESOPs - The current permit will need to be revised to remove the permit condition
requiring the submission of an annual emission statement. After removal, the permit
condition will no longer be referenced in the Annual Compliance Certification as an
applicable requirement.
Part 70 (Title V) sources that will report every 3 years - This condition will remain in the
permit, however the reporting timeframes under 326 IAC 2 - 6 will control. For those years
that an emission statement is not required, the source may indicate that the condition is "not
applicable" (N/A).
Part 70 (Title V) sources that will report annually - There will be no change in the Annual
Compliance Certification requirements. The source will continue to certify whether
compliance with this condition was continuous or intermittent and the method used to make
that determination.

Q. Are there any new requirements?
A. Yes. To address changes in EPA reporting rules, IDEM has added a few requirements.
Some of the new requirements also reflect changes in recordkeeping. An example is that
the federal government has stopped using the Standard Industrial Classification code and
is now using the North American Industrial Classification System (NAICS). Other
reportable items include:

Design Capacity

Maximum Nameplate Capacity

Stack Parameters

VOC or PM10 emissions must be reported as a fotal.

Sulfur, Ash, and Heat content are now required to be reported if they are used

in the emissions calculation.
6. The emissions statement must now be certified by the responsible official.

Q. Do I have to report hazardous air pollutants (HAPs)?
A. Not on a regular basis. The rule does allow for IDEM to request this information but
reporting hazardous air pollutants was not made a regular reporting requirement. The Title
V permits still require that sources pay for "billable" HAPs. Those are HAPs that have been
determined to not be PM 10 or VOC (see the certification letter for the list of billable HAPs)
(Sections 4 and 5)

Q. When would I have to report hazardous air pollutants?
A. Only when requested by IDEM, not on a regular basis. The rule allows IDEM to require
that this information be reported when it is to be used to study an area or an industry, to
develop state implementation plans, to address public complaints, to better develop
modeling inventories, to reply to information requests, and to verify Toxic Release
Inventory information. (Section 5)

Q. How will the changes affect the Title V (Part 70) billing?
A. For Title V sources reporting annually, the changes will not impact how the bills are
calculated. For Title V sources that will report once every three years, the emissions
statement will be used to calculate their bills for three years, until they report again. In the

N



interim years, however, a source can provide information that emissions have changed. For
example, a source could dispute their bill and provide an updated emissions statement if
emissions have decreased. Conversely, the department can request additional emissions
information for billing purposes if it has reason to believe emissions have increased.
Q. What if I am in one of the counties designated nonattainment this year for the ozone or
particulate standards?
A. U.S. EPA will designate ozone nonattainment areas on April 15th and particulate matter
nonattainment areas in December. Until U.S. EPA issues implementation guidance, the
impacts of a nonattainment designation are unclear. IDEM will work with sources to make
a transition as smooth as possible, when the time comes.

A Renee Bashel WI Small Business Environmental Coordinator 9/30/2020

[ was not aware of this 25 TPY and 50 TPY reporting requirement. But then in Wisconsin, we have
annual air emissions reporting requirements with thresholds that trigger reporting at 3 TPY VOC
and 5 TPY NOx, along with individual thresholds for 500+ HAPs based on our state HAPs rule
and federal HAPs thresholds. The thresholds are listed in this code. You can learn about our
reporting system here. There are video tutorials that will show you some of what our reporting
system looks like. You can also use our Permit Search tool and look for the “Emissions Inventory
Reports™ tab to see the final reports submitted by a specific facility. Try searching by a specific SIC
or NAICS to find a facility to check out. Or let me know and I can set up a short skype or zoom
call to walk you through a “dummy” facility in our system.

R Jennifer Lipkin NV Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/30/2020
Clark County is only marginal non-attainment for ozone. I think as your attainment status gets
worse, the thresholds that trigger Emission Statement submittal get lower.

Q Leena Divakar KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/25/2020

We have been working on EPA’s dental amalgam rule, and so far, we have received a response rate of 70%
out of 322 dental facilities contacted. We realize the deadline for the one-time compliance report is due on
Oct 12, 2020 and have notified the non-responsive dental facilities of their responsibility. Some of them
were informed, more than four times! This leads us to speculate whether it is the inefficient communication
between the dentist and the office staff or, as some of them have indicated, is it due to a long backlog for
separators since the demand is high? We know the dentists are not used to being regulated, and the COVID
situation is not helping either! We would like to hear about the outreach response rate of your state and if
there are any similar issues that you have faced.

Q Eric Florio NV Small Business Assistance Program 9/25/2020

I’m in the process of putting together a workshop for small businesses in Nevada which would walk them
through preparing permit applications and process flow diagrams contained within permit applications. |
was wondering if anyone in the SBEAP has done a workshop like this or seen one. If anyone has, would
you be able to share information you may have on the topic?

A Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program 9/25/2020
The IDEM Office of Water Quality gave a presentation a little over two years ago regarding NPDES
industrial pretreatment permit applications.

Q Lynelle Ladd KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 9/22/2020

I have taken a couple of calls recently about Ozone generating equipment. It seems some businesses are
interested in manufacturing or assembling these types of units and had questions about permitting
requirements for the units themselves (e.g., like manufacturers of engines have emission
standards/requirements under EPA regulations, the clients wanted to know if EPA or the state has



https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/code/admin_code/nr/400/438.pdf
https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/AirEmissions
https://dnr.wi.gov/cias/am/amexternal/AM_PermitTrackingSearch.aspx
https://www.epa.gov/eg/dental-effluent-guidelines

regulations limiting or regulating the amount of ozone emitted from a piece of equipment they intend to
manufacture and sell to the public). It has been since | worked as an Industrial Hygienist, which was over
13 years ago, that I have dealt with the Ozone generator issue and health concerns related to these devices,
so I found some information. EPA has some information on their IAQ page and EPA also considers them
to be “pesticide devices” under FIFRA, see a List N Q&A page https://www.epa.gov/coronavirus/why-
arent-ozone-generators-uv-lights-or-air-purifiers-list-n-can-i-use-these-or-other. It looks like California has
a certification program for California manufacturers of this type of equipment (and I believe for anyone
wanting to sell the equipment in California, as well). I am not sure about other states, but Kansas does not
at this time. How about anyone else?

FDA has some regulations when Ozone is used in a “medical device”. And of course, OSHA, NIOSH, and
ACGIH have exposure levels for Ozone. Anyway, I thought I’d share some links and ask if anyone else has
had recent questions about this type of equipment or has some additional good information about this,
because the original question was related to whether the units would be regulated for emitting Ozone
directly. In Kansas, under our ambient air program they would not be, because even under PSD it appears
Ozone is only regulated via the precursor criteria pollutants, NOx and VOC, and not via an emission unit
that is directly emitting ozone. Who knew in 2020 we’d have people desiring to INTENTIONALLY emit
ozone into schools and the environment?

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 4™ 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-s-
important.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 lllinois 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.
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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/solar-
policy-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 °C. 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 °C 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



https://www.ncsl.org/research/energy/solar-policy-toolbox.aspx
https://www.ncsl.org/research/energy/solar-policy-toolbox.aspx
https://www.lgean.net/
https://www.michigan.gov/egle/0%2C9429%2C7-135-3307_36106-231689--%2C00.html
https://www.in.gov/idem/ctap/2404.htm
https://www.in.gov/idem/ctap/files/degreaser_solvent_alternatives.pdf
https://www.in.gov/idem/ctap/files/degreaser_sheet_cold_cleaner.pdf
https://www.in.gov/idem/ctap/files/degreaser_sheet_cold_cleaner.pdf
https://www.epa.gov/chemical-research/program-assisting-replacement-industrial-solvents-paris-iii
https://www.epa.gov/chemical-research/program-assisting-replacement-industrial-solvents-paris-iii
http://ws.eastman.com/Wizards/eSolvents/ESolvDefault.asp

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.

O 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



https://www.emerald.com/insight/content/doi/10.1108/JSFE-10-2018-0025/full/html
https://www.emerald.com/insight/content/doi/10.1108/JSFE-10-2018-0025/full/html

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 | 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.

O 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 Ifproceeding with on-site visit (or in-person meetings), ask each PPI staff to check
temperature and confirm no exposures day of site visit.


https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-continues-efforts-help-increase-availability-disinfectant-products-use-against
https://www.epa.gov/coronavirus/why-arent-hand-sanitizers-listed-list-n
https://www.fdahelp.us/fda_otc/hand-sanitizer.html
https://www.grainprocessing.com/alcohol/alcohol-grades.html
https://www.fda.gov/media/136390/download
https://www.chemicalsafetyfacts.org/ethanol/

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. Ifitis 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


https://www.michigan.gov/egle/0%2C9429%2C7-135-3307_36106-196791--%2C00.html
http://www.depgreenport.state.pa.us/elibrary/GetFolder?FolderID=3635
http://www.depgreenport.state.pa.us/elibrary/GetFolder?FolderID=3635

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 stand-
alone. Each permit has an associated portable notification process for whenever the unit is
moved. Ifnot 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 14 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 1500-
gallon 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.



https://deq.mt.gov/Air/BI/NewFacility
http://www.sterc.org/

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. [
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 - [ 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.



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zW-2Gvv-Ebk
https://www.googleadservices.com/pagead/aclk?sa=L&ai=DChcSEwino_7FmtzoAhXVH60GHc6oBZ4YABAEGgJwdg&ohost=www.google.com&cid=CAESQOD2i7e_ndxqUe1i_pHoEaCuJzBkWwLXzeLnoYAAD0n18dZG_lfs81ujQ_sLhpuV91A2COZu6qFn1vhjPUyqd10&sig=AOD64_0uMHIlyp9JaSWqKk_fTEw3mCV4bg&ctype=5&q&ved=2ahUKEwi5wfTFmtzoAhWrFTQIHfOnBtgQ9aACegQIDBA1&adurl

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 lowa

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



https://nationalsbeap.org/content/vendor-resources-6h-petition-exemption
https://nationalsbeap.org/content/vendor-resources-6h-petition-exemption
http://www.i-car.com/
https://www.beccainc.com/courses/becca-haps-6h-rule-for-spray-coating/
https://iwrc.org/spray-it-right
https://iwrc.org/star4d/satellite-sites/mclb-albany
http://www.virtualpaintproducts.com/

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.

0 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 on-
site training, in Kansas we have access to a virtual paint system like lowa has.

0 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.

O 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.

O Renee Bashel W1 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


https://nationalsbeap.org/content/collision-repair-and-auto-body-shops
https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/example-owneroperator-certification-painter-training-under-national

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 25™ 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.



https://environmentalrecords.colorado.gov/HPRMWebDrawer/Record/1329077/File/document

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
VOC:s. 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 —



https://dphhs.mt.gov/Portals/85/publichealth/documents/Epidemiology/HABGuidance_052319.pdf
https://eec.ky.gov/Environmental-Protection/Water/Monitor/Pages/HABS.aspx
https://www.in.gov/idem/algae/files/harmful_algal_blooms.pdf
https://www.in.gov/idem/algae/
https://www.in.gov/isdh/25974.htm
https://www.in.gov/dnr/parklake/8473.htm
https://www.in.gov/dnr/fishwild/3630.htm
https://www.in.gov/idem/nps/3999.htm
https://www.in.gov/idem/nps/2479.htm
https://louisvilleky.gov/government/air-pollution-control-district/apcd-multipollutant-stakeholder-group

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 firechouses 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?

O 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.

O Allison Crowther KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 10/29/2019



https://www.oregon.gov/deq/Hazards-and-Cleanup/Pages/Asbestos-for-Homeowners.aspx
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/FilterDocs/matwithasbestos-en.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/FilterDocs/asb-contr.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/FilterDocs/asb-SurveyFS.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/FilterDocs/asb-LABS.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/deq/FilterDocs/asb-LFILLS.pdf
http://www.swcleanair.org/asbestos/index.asp

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 2 Michigan Petroleum
Storage Tank Conference Series. The day-long event will be held at three locations this Sept-
Oct. 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


https://www.sbeap.org/services-programs/storage-tanks
https://www.tn.gov/environment/program-areas/ust-underground-storage-tanks/ust/operator-training/educational-tools.html
https://www.tn.gov/environment/program-areas/ust-underground-storage-tanks/ust/operator-training/educational-tools.html
https://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Land/Tanks/Pages/default.aspx
mailto:SMITHL9@michigan.gov
https://www3.epa.gov/ttn/atw/1998sbapptebroc.pdf

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) Ib SO2/ 1,000 gal / 2,000 Ib/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 1A 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 lowa 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 [ACMI 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



https://acmanet.org/
https://www.4spe.org/i4a/pages/index.cfm?pageid=1
https://nationalsbeap.org/info/sectors#Plastics
https://iacmi.org/
mailto:norrisejr@ornl.gov
mailto:jmansson@purdue.edu

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:* 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



http://www.mntap.umn.edu/industries/facility/fiber/
https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2016-06/gasoline_dispensing_facilities_pte_calculator_111213.xlsx
https://www.ct.gov/deep/lib/deep/compliance_assistance/manuals_guidelines/autorecyclingguide.pdf
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
https://www4.des.state.nh.us/nh-pfas-investigation/?p=1044

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 PM;o and/or PM, s 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 PMo and PM> s 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 1A 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 1bs 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



https://permits.air.idem.in.gov/36402f.pdf

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? [ assume these
protein based alternatives are also surfactants (hydrophilic and hydrophobic ends of the molecule)?
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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 expansion, 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-evaporator-

installation.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-for-
mechanical-evaporators
b. See attached article
2. Electroplating (using gassing rates)
a. Industrial Ventilation 25" 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 - [ 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.



https://www.firerescue1.com/fire-products/apparatus-accessories/articles/1410819-Foam-choices-Matching-the-foam-to-the-fuel/
https://www.samsco.com/products-water-evaporator-installation.html
https://www.samsco.com/products-water-evaporator-installation.html
https://www.pfonline.com/suppliers/product/2815
https://www.trinityconsultants.com/news/federal/emission-factor-development-for-mechanical-evaporators
https://www.trinityconsultants.com/news/federal/emission-factor-development-for-mechanical-evaporators
https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2017-11/documents/mechanical_evaporator.pdf
http://www.pscleanair.org/DocumentCenter/View/590/Evaporators---NOC?bidId
http://www.pscleanair.org/DocumentCenter/View/590/Evaporators---NOC?bidId

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 ' 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 KYY 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 semi-
analogous 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 [ 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 [ had made an
inquiry about perhaps late last year.

A Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 3/5/2019



https://www3.epa.gov/ttn/chief/ap42/appendix/appb-2.pdf
https://www3.epa.gov/ttn/chief/ap42/appendix/appb-2.pdf

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. [ 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, [ know that K'Y 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


http://www.virginiadot.org/news/resources/snow2009docs/Road_antiicing_pretreatment.pdf
http://aqwatec.mines.edu/produced_water/intro/pw/index.htm
https://www.cga.ct.gov/2013/rpt/2013-R-0469.htm
http://www.ct.gov/deep/lib/deep/permits_and_licenses/waste_general_permits/bud_guid.pdf
http://cgalites/current/pub/chap_446d.htm
http://www.in.gov/idem/nps/2446.htm

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. lowa DNR and University of Northern lowa's (UNI's) air quality resources
include:

e 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

e 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. [
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


https://www.in.gov/idem/nps/3470.htm
https://www.in.gov/idem/files/factsheet_oaq_compliance_grain_elevator_bmps.pdf
https://www.in.gov/idem/files/factsheet_ocs_ctap_woodworking_mgmt.pdf
https://www.in.gov/idem/cfo/
https://dnr.wi.gov/topic/SmallBusiness/Resources/Agribusiness.html
http://www.sbeap.org/aqrules/agriculture
http://www.sbeap.org/aqrules/agriculture
http://www.iowadnr.gov/neshap
https://iwrc.uni.edu/regulatory-information/neshap/prepared-feeds-manufacturing
https://iwrc.uni.edu/grain_pte
https://www.iowadnr.gov/portals/idnr/uploads/air/insidednr/conpermit/elevator_bmp.pdf
https://www.iowadnr.gov/portals/idnr/uploads/air/insidednr/conpermit/grain_elevator_faq.pdf

(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.

O 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



http://www.idem.in/
https://legiscan.com/NH/text/HB560/id/1850518

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

47 — 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/non-
compliance (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.

O 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. I1I-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. |
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



https://www.lime.org/documents/publications/free_downloads/Acid_Neutralization_with_Lime.pdf

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. [ 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.



https://www.tn.gov/environment/program-areas/sbeap-small-business-environmental-assistance/sbeap-metals--plating-fabrication/sbeap-metals-plating-fabrication-redirect/sbeap-nine-metal-fabrication-and-finishing.html
https://www.pma.org/indiana/
https://www.pma.org/indiana/

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.



https://iwrc.uni.edu/regulatory-information/neshap/metal-fabrication-and-finishing-source-categories-rule
https://www.iowadnr.gov/Environmental-Protection/Air-Quality/Air-Toxics-NESHAP
http://doi.sc.gov/889/Volkswagen-Settlement
https://www.tn.gov/content/tn/environment/program-areas/energy/state-energy-office--seo-/tennessee-and-the-volkswagen-diesel-settlement.html
http://www.deq.idaho.gov/air-quality/vw-diesel-settlement/
http://www.deq.idaho.gov/air-quality/vw-diesel-settlement/
http://www.akenergyauthority.org/Programs/vwsettlement
http://www.dnrec.delaware.gov/air/Pages/VWMitigationPlan.aspx
https://www.in.gov/idem/airquality/2712.htm
https://www.ct.gov/deep/cwp/view.asp?a=2684&q=587294&deepNav_GID=1619
https://www.ct.gov/deep/lib/deep/air/mobile/vw/CT_VW_Final_Mitigation_Plan.pdf

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, | 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 [ 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 [ 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. [ 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
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me and that [ 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.

O 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?

O 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.



https://www.in.gov/idem/ctap/2418.htm
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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 non-
volatile 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-VOC:s list was created by a colleague a few years ago, maybe three or

four. In terms on non-VOC:s, 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, [ 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. | 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.
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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.

O 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
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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.
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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 II. Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/27/2018

Hello my technical friends! ’'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-POY-
145 references a number of paint burn-off ovens as insignificant or exempt

units. https://dnr.wi.gov/cias/am/amexternal/AM_PermitTracking?.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
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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

O 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.

O 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.



https://www.epa.gov/npdes/npdes-application-and-program-updates
mailto:syed.sharmin@epa.gov
mailto:srolland@acwa-us.org

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 arecord. If1 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 [ 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

a9
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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.

O 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 lowa, we (the lowa Waste Reduction Center at the University of Northern lowa) started
the lowa 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 lowa 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 lowa (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 lowa, please don't hesitate to reach out to the project
lead Joe Bolick at mjbolick@uni.edu or 319-273-6577.



https://iwrc.uni.edu/green-brewery
mailto:mjbolick@uni.edu

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, | 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.

ﬂ AP Brewery-Emissions-Calculator 8.xlsm

We also wrote sort of a "white paper" on brewery air emissions.

m 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.

E Breweries Branded FactSheet (1).pdf

Also here is a summary of our 2017 brewery outreach:
[ Brewers Report Working Final.docx
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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 NY'S 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.

O 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?

O 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).

O 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?




(1) 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 [ 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, |
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
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. ]


http://carbon-negative.us/soil/TerraPreta.htm
http://carbon-negative.us/soil/TerraPreta.htm

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 1bs. per load charge. It would then burn for about 25 hours per
load (so charging rate of 40 Ibs./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.

O 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. [ wanted to use the NCDENR woodworking tool to get a PTE, but the uncontrolled
numbers are coming back huge and by that [ 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)



e Sizes of material (wood and insulation) varies
o Width is standard 4 feet
o Thickness varies between 2 inch and 1 inch
o Length is mostly 8 feet, but there are materials 10 feet and 12 feet long
e Number of cuts per sheet varies between 1 and 30 cuts
e 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. 1 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 [ 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

0O 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?

O 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



https://www3.epa.gov/ttn/chief/ap42/appendix/appb-1.pdf
https://www3.epa.gov/ttn/chief/ap42/appendix/appb-2.pdf

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) Visit nationalsbeap.org — email the current chair to introduce yourself.

2) Join the main sbeap list serve

3) Join the subcommittees — Technical, promotional, education

4) Join the workgroups — optional — annual training, annual report, web site

5) Be the region 1 rep or alt

6) Attend annual training

7) Submit annual report data

8) 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. |
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



http://www.cleanersolutions.org/?action=contaminant_search&contaminant%5B%5D=Unknown&substrate%5B%5D=Glass%2FQuartz&equipment%5B%5D=Any&cleaning_type%5B%5D=Any&set&submit=Submit
https://www.epa.gov/saferchoice/safer-ingredients#searchList
https://commons.healthymaterials.net/assessments
http://www.chemicalfootprint.org/
https://www.greenscreenchemicals.org/

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.

O 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 0il? Depending on storage quantity or its use in equipment, it may
have to be considered with respect to SPCC.

C21H3002 — it appears to be an alkane bonded to three ring structure one of which appears to be
aromatic.


http://dnr.wi.gov/files/PDF/pubs/sb/sb112.pdf
https://www.epa.gov/green-infrastructure/growing-new-jobs-green-infrastructure
https://www.epa.gov/green-infrastructure/growing-new-jobs-green-infrastructure
http://www.cbdlivingwater.com/

I would assume this would have some impact on a wastewater effluent in terms of CBODs and
BOD:s.

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. | 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 pre-
encapsulated 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 [ 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.



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sZoDDX0i3wA
https://youtu.be/Sm4BL56yPoI
https://youtu.be/Sm4BL56yPoI
https://www.des.nh.gov/organization/commissioner/p2au/pps/ppdpp/index.htm
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/hwtr/business_type/dental_waste.html

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 [ 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


http://www.power-pressure-washers.com/best-management-practices.htm
http://www.power-pressure-washers.com/best-management-practices.htm
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=kIuBWlwR3o4
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=kIuBWlwR3o4

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 4™ or 5™ 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. [ 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 14", the SBA Office of Advocacy Regional Regulatory Roundtable was held in
Overland Park, KS. Kansas SBEAP promoted via our Twitter account.] 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 40a 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.

O 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.

O 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.

O 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.

O 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?
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Withdrawal of October 9, 2020 Rule on Attainment of Revoked 1997 Ozone NAAQS

Final Chemical Risk Evaluation for TCE

SBA Environmental Roundtable: Update on High Priority Chemicals- Carbon Tetrachloride

Federal Register Notice-- November 2020

OAQPS Presentation on Storage Vessels

States Failing to Meeting CAA SIP Revision Deadline

Amendment to NESHAP for Phosphoric Acid Manufacturing

Rule Clarifying Process for Evaluating Applicability of NSR Permitting Program

New PTE Training Course, October 2020 Federal Register Notice

NESHAPs for HAPs for Polyvinyl Chloride and Copolymers Production

Major Source Reclassification

Guidance on SMM Provisions in NAAQS SIPs

Amendments to Standards of Performance for Volatile Organic Liquid Storage Vessels

SBA Environmental Roundtable: Final Risk Evaluation for Cyclic Aliphatic Bromide Cluster
Amendment to NESHAP General Provisions

Areas Attaining 1997 Ozone NAAQS

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 Forced-
Air 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 PO75 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

Listening Sessions for the Methane Emissions Reduction Program Assistance
SBA Roundtable-- Energy Conservation Standards for Distribution Transformers
Public Comment on EPA’s National Enforcement and Compliance Initiatives




Roundtable on OAR’s Provisions in the Inflation Reduction Act

EPA Proposed Amendments to Air Toxics Standards for Wood Preserving Area Sources

EPA Seeks Input on TSCA Section 8(a)(7) Rule: Reporting and Recordkeeping Requirements for
Perfluoroalkyl and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances

Extending Comment Period for Proposal to Sharply Reduce Pollution from Oil and Natural Gas Industry
EPA Webinar to Solicit Stakeholder Input on Interstate Air Pollution Transport under CAA for 8-hour
Ozone NAAQS

AMEL for Leak Detection and Repair in Standards of Performance and NESHAP for SOCMI and
Petroleum Refining Industry

EPA Seeks Public Comment on Protecting Human Health and the Environment from PBT Chemicals
Extended Comment Period for Several Proposed NESHAPs

EPA Seeks Small Businesses Input on Risk Management Rulemaking for Asbestos, Part 1: Chrysotile
Asbestos

Webinar on Asbestos Part 1: Chrysotile Asbestos

EPA Seeks Public Input on Draft Guidance for PFAS Significant New Use Rule

Seeking Comments on AMEL for Standards of Performance for Volatile Organic Liquid Storage Vessels
EPA Seeks Small Business Input on Risk Management Rulemaking for HBCD

EPA Seeks Small Businesses Input on Risk Management Rulemakings for Methylene Chloride and 1-
Bromopropane

Public Engagement and OQutreach on Risk Management Under TSCA

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

Environmental Justice Screening and Mapping Tool Updates

EPA and POE Announce Intent to Reduce Methane Emissions from Oil and Gas Sector
SBA Roundtable-- EPA’s Proposed Risk Management of Perchloroethylene Under TSCA
EPA's Proposed Amendments to NESHAP for Integrated Iron and Steel Manufacturing Facilities
EPA Proposes Ban on All Consumer and Many Commercial Uses of Perchloroethylene
SBA Roundtable-- EPA’s Proposed Risk Management of Methylene Chloride Under TSCA
EPA's Role with States Regarding Enforcement

EPA Proposes New Standards to Reduce Exposure to Ethylene Oxide Pollution

SBA Roundtable-- Ethylene Oxide Emissions Standards

Wildfire Smoke Preparedness in Community Buildings Grant Program




Miscellaneous Coatings Manufacturer NESHAP; Lead Acid Battery Manufacturing Area Source
NESHAP; SIP Disapprovals for Interstate Transport, 2015 8-hr Ozone NAAQS:; Reaffirming Limits on
Power Plants; SWA Effluent Analysis Update

Final Technology Review for Wood Preserving Area Sources-- No Change to Existing Standards in
NESHAP

Final Amendments to NESHAP for Lead Acid Battery Manufacturing Area Sources

Pollution Prevention Grant Program Updates

EPA initiatives into the FY 2024-2027 Cycle

SBA - Environmental Justice Screening Tool

Fall 2022 Unified Agenda of Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions

SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting- Proposed Changes to TSCA Fees

EPA Environmental Justice News

SRA Roundtable-- EPA’s Proposed Revisions for the Risk Management Program Regulations Under the
Clean Air Act; EPA’s Proposed Hazardous Substance Designation for PFOA and PFOS under CERCLA
EPA Designates PFOA/PFOS as a Hazardous Substance under Superfund

EPA Announces Initial Availability of $11 Million for Technical Assistance Centers to Support
Underserved Communities

EPA Community Engagement Plan for EtO

Final ASBO Monitoring and Reporting Strategy

Discussion of Meaningful Engagement for Overburdened and Underserved Communities

Draft Air Emissions Models for Dairy Operations

SBA Roundtable-- EPA’s Proposed Reporting and Recordkeeping Requirements for Asbestos Under the
Toxic Substances Control Act

EPA Seeking Nominations to MSTRS of the CAAAC

OAQPS Small Business Assistance Program Listserv

Updated Report on Air Quality Trends

EPA Tools & Resources Webinar-- Understanding Environmental Justice through two EPA tools:
EJSCREEN and EnviroAtlas

Extending Comment Period on Good Neighbor Plan for 2015 Ozone NAAQS

SBA Roundtable-- Introductions & Update on Chemicals Designated as High Priority under TSCA:
EPA’s Proposed Regulation for Chrysotile Asbestos Under Section 6(a) of the Toxic Substances Control
Act (TSCA)

OAQPS Updates-- Mitigation Plans Under the Exceptional Events Rule; Draft Ozone Policy Assessment;
SIGNED: Final Air Toxics Standards for Mercury Cell Chlor-Alkali Plants; Proposed Amendments to the
NSPS for EAF and Argon-Oxygen Decarburization Vessels:; Proposed Amendments to NSPS for ALDT
Surface Coating Operations

Meetings Discussing Updated Risk Information for EtO

SBA Roundtable-- National Coordinating Entity for Sustainable Chemistry and The Role of Federal
Research, Policy and Engagement in Third Party Standards and Certifications

Proposed Revision to Add HFO-1336mzz(E) to List of Compounds Excluded from Regulatory Definition
of VOC

Routine Corrections and Updates to EPA Emissions Measurement Methods

EPA Proposing Determinations for Whether Certain Areas Have Met 2008 or 2015 NAAQS for Ground-
Level Ozone

Revision to EPA’s Third Party Certifier Corrective Action List

SBA Roundtable-- EPA Efforts to Reduce Emissions from Heavy-Duty Vehicles and Engines

EPA Seeking SER for SBAR Panel on Proposed Revisions to AERR Rule

EPA Office of Grants and Debarment Webinar Series-- Competition Process, Developing a Budget, and
Financial Management

SBA Roundtable-- EPA Efforts to Reduce Emissions from Heavy-Duty Vehicles and Engines




ASBO Resource List for Small Entity Compliance Assistance and Guidance on Submitting to
Smallbiz@EPA Bulletin

SBIR Webinars: Recycling Technologies and Sustainable Materials Technologies

Webinar: Federal Funding and You

SBA Roundtable-- EPA’s Proposed Response: Petition To Revise the Non-Hazardous Secondary Material
Standard

Release of AirToxScreen

SBA Roundtable: EPA’s Draft TSCA Screening Methodology to Evaluate Chemical Exposures and Risks
to Fenceline Communities

Municipal Solid waste Landfills RTR; MATS for Power Plants; Underpinnings of Limits on toxic
Emissions

Webinar on Addition of 1-BP to HAP List

EPA Grants Award Process Webinar

ECHO Webinar

SBA Roundtable on Proposed Definition of WOTUS

New Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program Training

EPA Seeking Applicants for 2021 Environmental Education Grants

Proposal to Reduce Methan and Other Harmful Air Emissions from Oil and Gas Industry

Training Events on Proposed Oil and Gas Rule

EPA Appoints New Members to National Environmental Justice Advisory Council

EPA Responds to New Mexico Governor and Acts to Address PFAS Under Hazardous Waste Law
First PFAS Reporting in TRI Available for Viewing

Region 8 New P2 Regional Award Program

Final BP Amoco Title V Petition Order

More Frequent Updates to National Air Toxics Data and Risk Estimates

Oil and Gas Listening Sessions

Air Trends Report and Revised Air Quality Designations for the 2015 Ozone National Ambient Air
Quality Standards

Invitation to Serve as Small Entity Representative to Small Business Advocacy Review Panel
Proposed Rule to Reduce Methane and Other Pollutants from Oil and Gas

Federal Plan to Implement 2016 Emission Guidelines and Compliance Times for Existing Municipal
Solid Waste Landfills

EPA Administrator Regan Establishes New Council on PFAS

EPA Air Toxics Strategy and April 2021 Federal Register Notice

Memo from Administrator Regan on General Principles

OAQPS Strategy Related to Air Toxics

EPA Reboots Climate Change Website

OAQPS Webinar on EPA’s Proposed RTR Amendments to Air Toxics Standards for Carbon Black
Manufacturing Production, Cyanide Chemical Manufacturing, Flexible Polyurethane Foam Fabrication,
and Primary Magnesium Refining

Petition to Remove Portion of Maine OTR

Updates to ASBO Website

Final Risk Evaluations for Asbestos, Part 1: Chrysotile Asbestos

ASBO Program Guide and Outreach Materials

National Recycling Goal

EPA Launches New Learning Management System

OAQPS Roundtable on Storage Vessels and Reclassification of Major Sources

RASBLs

New Reg Nav Tool for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills

6H Reg Nav Tool

Final Scope Documents and List of Businesses Subject to Fees for Next 20 TSCA Risk Evaluations




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

Providing P2 and Zero Waste Training for Tribes Webinar

EPA Grant Proposal Webinars

Digital Accessibility for Air Agencies Webinar

EPA Grant Webinar

New EPA Grants Trainings Available

Ohio's New Permit Wizard Webinar

Free Book - Next Generation Compliance: Environmental Regulation for the Modern Era

EPA Tools & Resources Webinar-- Community and Citizen Science: Making Your Data Count
Management of End-Of-Life Solar Panels

Tool for Significant Noncompliance in Water Effluent Violations

EPA Tools & Resources Webinars-- Chemical Transformation Simulator: To Predict PEAS Metabolites
and Environmental Transformation Products and Freshwater Explorer: Interactive Map of Water Quality
Clarifications Regarding Regional Haze State Implementation Plans for the Second Implementation
Period

Addition of 1-Bromopropane (1-BP) to CAA List of Air Toxics Webinars

Non-Hazardous Secondary Materials Guide and May 2021 Federal Register

Sustainable Solutions for Craft Beverage Producers Webinar Series

Updated Tool to Help Communities Protect Recreational Waters

New Online Tools for NAAQS Nonattainment and Maintenance Areas

Webinar on Libby and Asbestos Health Emergency

Best Practices for Reducing Fugitive Emissions from Ammonia Refrigeration Systems Used in the Food
and Beverage Sector

Long-Term Trends in Regional Wet Mercury Deposition and Lacustrine Mercury Concentrations in Four
Lakes in Voyageurs National Park

Improved Modeling Tool to Estimate Health Effects from Chemicals

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

Recycling, Reprocessing, and Battery Collection Funding Opportunity

Funding Opportunity for Regions Impacted by Natural Disasters

State SBEAP Facebook Page

New Climate Pollution Reduction Grant Program

Launch of OAQPS Small Business Assistance Program Website

Nominations for the National Environmental Justice Advisory Council of the EPA
Extensions for Generators Due to Incinerator Capacity Limitations

Technical Subcommittee CEDRI Training

Webinar-- Site Vist Checklists and Evaluations

Community Navigator Program Webinar

Webinar on Submission Process for Annual Report

Promotion Training on Webinars

ECHO Notify-- Personalized Notification Service for Various Environmental Programs
Funding Opportunity: Cumulative Health Impacts at the Intersection of Climate Change, Environmental
Justice, and Vulnerable Populations/Lifestages

Sustainable Communities Web Challenge

Ohio EPA Sustainability Conference

Annual Training Planning

NH Resource on Hazardous Waste Determination

Sustainability Case Studies

SBEAP Metrics Webinar

Brewery Waste Resources

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

SBAR panel for the Other Solid Waste Incinerator Rule Nominees
Restarting a National Compliance Advisory Panel

NEWMOA Newsletter-- July 2022

Community Navigator Program

Autobody Outreach

Draft Michigan Environmental Justice Screening Tool (MiEJScreen)
Partnerships with Manufacturing Assistance Programs

Climate Action Challenge

SBA Roundtable on DOE's Process Rule

NSBEAP Comments on 6H Proposed Rule and Request to extend Comment Period
One Health Webinar Series

Environmental Justice Workgroup

Michigan Governor Proclaims May 2-8 2021 Small Business Week
Automotive Service Conference and 6H Review Group

Article on 6H Exemptions

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 #0OneThing4Earth 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

Association of Air Pollution Control Agencies Sharing Annual Report
ECOS Notes and Priorities

SBA Environmental Roundtable: Phasedown of Hydrofluorocarbons
DOE Fuel Engine Research on Cutting Emissions, Boosting Efficiency
Roundtable Discussion on Dry Cleaning Rulemaking

National Asbestos Awareness Week

Federal Interagency Committee on Indoor Air Quality Public Webinar
National Cannabis Industry Association's Environmental Sustainability Report
Video on Reducing Use of Thermal Papers

COVID-19 and Sewage

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




Mary Yesko, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 7/28/2023

FYTI: EPA has released an enhanced version, EJ Screen 2.2, of their environmental justice screening and
mapping tool, incorporating new and useful features. Some of which include a new community report, an
additional environmental indicator — Toxic Releases to Air, new health datasets, critical service gaps, and
facility compliance data. While the main purpose of EJ screen is not to identify Environmental Justice
(EJ) communities, a new map layer called Justice40 (CEJST) has been added under the places tab. This
layer allows you to view areas that the Climate and Economic Justice Screening Tool (CEJST) dataset
identifies as disadvantaged. Below are some related resources:

Training Video (July 5™) Presenters: Tai Lung and Matthew T. Lee

Fact Sheet — details what is new with 2.2

Upcoming training - The next training is on July 26, 2023 at 11 a.m. CST

Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 7/24/2023

Forwarded message:

Issued: Jul 24, 2023 (9:01am EDT)

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and U.S. Department of Energy Announce Intent to Fund
Efforts to Reduce Methane Emissions from Oil and Gas Sector

Financial and technical assistance will support methane emissions leak reductions and monitoring
in cooperation with states

WASHINGTON (July 24, 2023) — The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), U.S. Department
of Energy (DOE), and DOE’s National Energy Technology Laboratory (NETL) released a notice of intent
announcing the first in a series of funding opportunities to monitor and reduce methane emissions, one of
the biggest drivers of the climate crisis, from the oil and gas sector and for environmental restoration of
well sites. Through a newly initiated Interagency Agreement, EPA and DOE will also partner to offer
technical assistance to help companies monitor and reduce methane emissions from leaks and daily
operations. Through this combination of technical and financial assistance, EPA and DOE will help
reduce inefficiencies of U.S. oil and gas operations, create new jobs in energy communities, and realize
near-term emission reductions. These funding opportunities are made possible by President Biden’s
Inflation Reduction Act.

“The amount of methane emitted from oil and gas operations is enough to fuel millions of homes a year
and is a major driver of the climate crisis,” said Joe Goffman, Principal Deputy Assistant
Administrator for EPA’s Office of Air and Radiation. “These programs will help minimize that waste,
a benefit for nearby communities and businesses alike.”

“Methane’s potency as a greenhouse gas makes targeted emissions reduction efforts essential to slow the
rapid rate of climate change,” said Brad Crabtree, Assistant Secretary of Fossil Energy and Carbon
Management. “These programs will help states and industry to accelerate methane monitoring and
mitigation efforts, which will increase efficiency and reduce costs for oil and gas producers, while
providing long lasting climate and health benefits to communities across the nation.”

As described in the notice of intent, EPA and DOE will provide up to $350 million in formula funding to
eligible states to assist industry to voluntarily identify and permanently reduce methane emissions from
low-producing (marginal) conventional wells. These investments are expected to improve the economic
competitiveness of small and medium-sized producers while reducing associated harmful air pollution,
mitigating health effects in nearby communities, and creating jobs in energy communities. States also will
be able to use a portion of their award for environmental restoration and to invest in their monitoring
capacity for low-producing conventional wells, which will improve their ability to identify sources of
methane emissions and to effectively prioritize their mitigation. NETL plans to issue the funding
opportunity announcement later this summer.


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Gzm5P8BS70Q
https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2023-06/ejscreen-fact-sheet.pdf
https://www.epa.gov/ejscreen/ejscreen-office-hours-training
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Following this non-competitive solicitation, EPA and DOE intend to offer one or more additional
competitive solicitations to monitor and mitigate methane emissions from the oil and gas sector, which
will be available to a broader range of applicants. These subsequent funding opportunities are expected to
advance the deployment of technologies and practices to monitor and reduce emissions of methane and
other greenhouse gases. A separate financial assistance program for Tribal governments is also expected
to be offered.

In addition to funding opportunities, through this collaboration, EPA and DOE will provide technical
assistance to help states, industry, and other partners implement cost-effective solutions that reduce
methane leak emissions. The agencies will support small and medium-sized producers that often lack the
capital and expertise of the larger oil and gas companies and will work with partners to implement and
prioritize best practices and mitigation decision-support tools across the broader oil and gas sector. This
technical assistance will also ensure efforts are fully aligned with the needs of local communities and help
inform key decision-makers of mitigation opportunities across states, industry, and other partners.

About the Methane Emissions Reduction Program

The Methane Emissions Reduction Program, created by the Inflation Reduction Act, provides $1.55
billion in funding, including financial and technical assistance to improve methane monitoring and reduce
methane and other greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from the oil and gas sector with the co-benefit of
reducing non-GHG emissions such as volatile organic compounds and hazardous air pollutants. The
program allows financial and technical assistance for a number of activities, including: preparing and
submitting greenhouse gas reports, monitoring methane emissions, and reducing methane and other
greenhouse gas emissions by improving and deploying equipment, supporting innovation, permanently
reducing wasteful methane emissions from low-producing conventional wells, mitigating health effects in
low-income and disadvantaged communities, improving climate resiliency, supporting environmental
restoration, and mitigating legacy air pollution.

More information on Notice of Intent No. DE-FOA-0003108

More information on the Methane Emissions Reduction Program

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 7/19/2023
Forwarded message:

*** SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting ***

WEDNESDAY, August 2, 2023, 2 p.m. — 3 p.m. EDT

Via Microsoft Teams Meeting

The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will
meet virtually to discuss the following topic, beginning at 2 p.m. on August 2, 2023. 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 —10:30 AM  EPA’s Proposed Risk Management of Perchloroethylene Under the
Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA)
Caffey Norman, Halogenated Solvents Industry Alliance (HSIA)


http://url6130.epa.mediaroom.com/ls/click?upn=-2BroytcZInNRyuFbAvAoN5eJhBEt8m0DdyEEkSNo5f2Hgk13qyA7CGoQ20-2Fty7gi8AqhHEbNGlNHI9rxeqNSoGLC0TDtH6u9aiXqi6s-2FdYUfVrTW2JSp49xgK9QaKQ4vy73mzqIcn-2FUlRSlfucNMtYoi9kQNSIbaOYIuN8vQ2qAEIpADUZH50j5wz-2FW7gRS36kmWn0WmESHQcbvpKSuQzWxgu1ztUsy6dzK9PxTkLB3EcEt-2FA3CxymO-2BUXdMBDVy2zm1zwy5AovpAztjn6OZhso8cURaToxuKd-2FIbkIVyEEOdl0Yzm0JkZ80xNaAyyI5x3c-2FOX00e-2B6FZMUvBiyh0Eql9rvAiPyhFr4iDjbrX-2BmnxLzdfKXBMZCYlws6I1ij8ZM5SXx2bpsbmFtkp-2BHDe4KBj6gwo7BDg1JTjNcHbC2mu7cQKV51QgEc3l7fVNVrvifRh71zc3wPU-2FI21v6FowP7pes2prR3VMxS0g3PRQ-2Bsj4I6Ltt-2F7T4Xq9VoOXRtFKX52O-2Fxp4sXeVx2REoXlf1zvG7MZJYWmXZxP5276x0bo9-2BvEzfbIQ-2BnuJ3tqwlfM403fMM-2BMXyzniAp9LcVX-2B0Sq-2F-2BvHF-2BsEMd1XoxXhpfU-3DZG-O_LT0d9OGYeww8t6oECAAuI1HdUfWZ6nubeJxrGW30j6iU2TkQbJSixW1HgqjVhgDzMyGjQ3J6bnO2sB39ypLvwYMzWFbzHVgGFUI0-2BO8SvbfJHpowpEDEqJei-2FFarm7UQTx9q-2FFBqGkES4Q0IWeHn1XRyiR0pVecCF5Ect9WBYXxSOg76DCNGzggxRZ9Xmj359DRyHrUJfyeMAkcJjQslOMvxujUEUTA4sAyB2QXAHSA-2BaaNclxpGTkytwtYdVYbUfNLFppzwaRKpDKrpKYNwHw-3D-3D
http://url6130.epa.mediaroom.com/ls/click?upn=-2BroytcZInNRyuFbAvAoN5S-2BJfyXTYEnYIwX0DSWOFuiXkh9zw-2BTnQ2QZy09BGlVkBOhjEipAcpdZmcyQOad7m5Dn9dUvkrLYAdz5e3FWFZzMZlFj-2B8eGshDOANTn14eyVWGy_LT0d9OGYeww8t6oECAAuI1HdUfWZ6nubeJxrGW30j6iU2TkQbJSixW1HgqjVhgDzMyGjQ3J6bnO2sB39ypLvwYMzWFbzHVgGFUI0-2BO8SvbfMaDkGmXMs0NhElQ-2F-2FLmV26I6GOJVmrTEs-2FAwPHuBvgq0BzSUdA4zKMpLMn1Z0KcLPuoYftnOCvroiAxD6QVKU46HRVsxCIpNsL2B8lY-2Fd4SXnjNCAnUP2Nd9MTp3diVy-2BOq1fWzBLXeSbYZJYcKgwv60fajD5OygLOZYedHsPrg-3D-3D
mailto:tayyaba.zeb@sba.gov

10:30 AM -11:00 AM  Discussion

*** Roundtable meetings are open to all interested persons and are intended to facilitate an open
and frank discussion about issues of interest to small business. These meetings are off the record
and not intended for press purposes. Direct quotations of presenters or attendees may not be used
without direct written approval of the person(s) making the statement. All press inquiries should be
sent to david.tokarz(@sba.gov. Agendas and presentations are available to all. ***

Small Business Environmental Roundtable
Issue for Discussion
August 2, 2023

EPA’s Proposed Risk Management of Perchloroethylene under TSCA

On June 16, 2023, EPA published a proposed to rule to restrict the use of perchloroethylene (PCE)
under the Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA). PCE is used as a solvent in a wide range of
occupational and consumer applications including fluorinated compound production, petroleum
manufacturing, dry cleaning, and aerosol degreasing. TSCA requires that EPA address any
unreasonable risk of injury to health or the environment so that the chemical no longer presents
unreasonable risk. EPA evaluated 61 conditions of use of PCE and determined that all but one (i.e.,
distribution in commerce) present an unreasonable risk of injury to health for workers and
consumers. Based on these risk determinations, EPA is proposing to prohibit most industrial and
commercial uses of PCE, as well as its use in dry cleaning through a 10-year phaseout. EPA is also
proposing to ban PCE for consumer use. For the remaining uses, EPA is proposing to require a
workplace chemical protection program, which would include a requirement to meet an existing
chemical exposure limit set by EPA, and to prevent direct dermal contact. EPA is also proposing
prescriptive workplace controls for laboratory use requirements and recordkeeping and downstream
notification requirements. Additionally, EPA includes certain time-limited exemptions for certain
critical or essential emergency uses of PCE for which no technically and economically feasible
safer alternative is available. The public comments are due by August 15, 2023.

First, Caffey Norman, on behalf of Halogenated Solvents Industry Alliance (HSIA), will present on
the proposed rule, including an overview of issues particularly relevant to small businesses. There
will be an opportunity for questions, as well as discussion. Perspectives from all affected small
entities are welcome.

Speaker Bio: W. Caffey Norman

Caffey Norman is an attorney with an environmental practice that is focused on the regulation of
hazardous chemicals by the Environmental Protection Agency, the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration, the Consumer Product Safety Commission, and various state regulatory agencies.
Mr. Norman participated, on behalf of HSIA, in EPA rulemakings to regulate hazardous substances
under all the environmental statutes and has initiated legislative and judicial review of a number of
EPA regulations. HSIA represents producers and users of PCE. Many of HSIA’s user members
include small businesses. HSIA participated on the small business advocacy review panel convened
for this proposed rulemaking by assisting small entity representatives in providing advice and
recommendations to EPA on its potential regulation for the use of PCE.


mailto:david.tokarz@sba.gov
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Forwarded message:
Today the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) proposed amendments to the National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Integrated Iron and Steel (I1&S)
Manufacturing Facilities. [I&S manufacturing includes the following processes: sinter production,
iron production, iron preparation (hot metal desulfurization), and steel production. The iron
production process includes the production of iron in BFs by the reduction of iron-bearing materials
with a hot gas. The steel production process includes BOFs and ladle metallurgy operations. These
facilities produce steel from iron ore pellets, coke, metal scrap, and other raw materials using
furnaces and other processes. There are nine [1&S Manufacturing facilities (one is idle), owned by
two entities.

Interested parties can download a copy of the proposed rule notice from EPA's website at the
following address: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/integrated-iron-and-steel-
manufacturing-national-emission

Please note the Agency is currently experiencing intermittent outages so some web content may be
unavailable.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 6/20/2023

On June 12, 2023, the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) announced a $125 million Recycling,
Reprocessing, and Battery Collection funding opportunity authorized by the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law
to grow and secure America’s battery supply chain. Eligible applicants include institutions of higher
education, for-profit entities, state and local governmental entities, and Tribal Nations. Concept papers are
due August 17, 2023, and the deadline for full applications is November 29, 2023. See DOE’s
announcement forwarded below to learn more about this funding opportunity.

Biden-Harris Administration Announces $192 Million to Advance Battery Recycling Technology
President Biden’s Investing in America Agenda Invests in R&D to Lower Costs of Consumer Battery
Recycling That Will Support a Strong Domestic Critical Materials Supply Chain

Today, the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) announced more than $192 million in new funding for
recycling batteries from consumer products, launching an advanced battery research and development
(R&D) consortium, and the continuation of the Lithium-lon Battery Recycling Prize, which began in
2019. With the demand for electric vehicles (EVs) and stationary energy storage projected to increase the
lithium battery market by as much as ten-fold by 2030, it is essential to invest in sustainable, reduced-cost
recycling of consumer batteries in support of a secure, resilient, and circular domestic supply chain for
critical materials. Today’s announcement supports the Biden-Harris Administration’s goal to have EVs
make up half of all vehicle sales in America by 2030 and builds on the nearly $3 billion announced to
date from President Biden’s Bipartisan Infrastructure Law for EV and battery technologies.

“The United States is leading the way in developing advanced battery technologies that will power our
clean energy future and boost our global competitiveness,” said U.S. Secretary of Energy Jennifer M.
Granholm. “Thanks to President Biden’s Investing in America agenda, these investments in battery
production and recycling will ensure the U.S. has a secure and sustainable domestic supply chain and
strengthens our economy.”

As of April 2023, more than 3.6 million plug-in electric vehicles have been sold in America, with more
than half of those sold since President Biden took office. Battery costs have fallen more than 90% since
2008, and energy density and performance have increased rapidly.

President Biden’s Investing in America agenda is growing the American economy from the bottom up
and middle-out — from rebuilding our nation’s infrastructure, to creating a manufacturing and innovation
boom powered by good-paying jobs that don’t require a four-year degree, to building a clean-energy
economy that will combat climate change and make our communities more resilient.


https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/integrated-iron-and-steel-manufacturing-national-emission
https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/integrated-iron-and-steel-manufacturing-national-emission

Consumer Electronics Battery Recvcling Funding Opportunity
DOE’s $125 million Consumer Electronics Battery Recycling, Reprocessing, and Battery Collection
funding opportunity is an essential part of the $7 billion authorized by the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law
to grow and secure America’s battery supply chain. Topic areas funded through this opportunity will:
¢ Develop and implement education and/or behavior change campaigns to increase participation by
consumers in existing battery recycling programs,
¢ Improve the economics of recycling consumer electronics batteries to spur greater market demand
for battery recycling,
e Assist states and local governments in establishing or enhancing battery collection, recycling, and
reprocessing programs,
¢ Help retailers implement programs to collect, sort, store, and transport consumer electronics
batteries.
Projects selected for this funding must advance diversity, equity, inclusion, and accessibility; contribute
to energy equity; and invest in America’s workforce. This funding — which will be administered by
DOE’s Vehicle Technologies Office and Office of Manufacturing and Energy Supply Chains — supports
goals and targets detailed in the Federal Consortium for Advanced Batteries’ (FCAB) National Blueprint
for Lithium Batteries.
Learn more about this funding opportunity here. Concept papers are due August 17, 2023, and the
deadline for full applications is November 29, 2023.
Advanced Battery R&D Consortium
The rapid growth of EV manufacturing and adoption across vehicle classes will require new solutions for
challenges associated with raw materials and critical minerals. Substantial R&D is required for new or
alternative battery chemistries that can achieve lower cost and use more abundant materials.
The Advanced Battery R&D Consortium funding opportunity will provide up to $60 million to convene
major manufacturers of electric drive vehicles in the U.S., universities, National Laboratory partners,
mineral and material suppliers, and other key battery stakeholders to address critical battery needs for the
next phase of widescale EV commercialization.
The consortium seeks to advance battery R&D that is relevant and responsive to the needs of EV
manufacturers, and to further develop a domestic battery supply chain and recycling capabilities that are
essential to meeting the rapidly growing demand for EV batteries. The consortium will be integral to
DOE’s efforts to develop advanced transportation technologies that will help decarbonize the
transportation sector and significantly reduce the nation’s dependence on foreign oil.
Applications must include a community benefits plan that addresses how diversity, equity, and inclusion
objectives will be incorporated. Applications for this funding opportunity are due by September 8, 2023.
The Lithium-Ion Battery Recycling Prize
First launched in January 2019, the Battery Recycling Prize has to date awarded $5.5 million for
innovative solutions to collecting, sorting, storing, and transporting spent and discarded lithium-ion
batteries. In recognition of its ongoing importance in informing larger battery recycling efforts, DOE is
announcing $7.4 million to fund a new Breakthrough Contest, as well as Phase IV of the Prize.
The Breakthrough Contest will incentivize the development of solutions that meet the overall Battery
Recycling Prize goal. The Breakthrough Contest is open to industry entrepreneurs — including new or
former Prize participants — and will bolster participation from new competitors while providing additional
support to Phase [l winning teams. Phase IV: Demonstration of Impact will challenge participants to
prove how effectively their solutions contribute to moving spent or discarded batteries from consumers to
recyclers across all commercial uses.
The Battery Recycling Prize incentivizes American entrepreneurs to develop and demonstrate
technologies that, when scaled, have the potential to profitably capture 90% of all discarded or spent
lithium-based batteries in the United States for recovery of key materials for re-introduction into the U.S.
supply chain.
Learn more about the Vehicle Technologies Office and the Office of Manufacturing and Energy Supply
Chains.
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Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 6/19/2023

Forwarded message:
We want to tell you about a webinar we’re having to close out a 2-year project funded by the
Washington Department of Ecology to provide two types of training to Tribes in the state of
Washington.

One training is a combination of Pollution Prevention and Zero Waste training and including Green
Purchasing. We worked a long time on this curriculum and kept scaling back the content and adding
more activities. We’re happy with the result and would love to share it with you.

The second training is on implementing a Fats, Oils, and Grease Abatement program for the
wastewater treatment folks. This training was also changed considerably to accommodate the

situation of the individual Tribes.

We learned a LOT about providing training to Tribes and about outreach to them. We hope you’ll
participate in the webinar so we can share our new curriculum and lessons learned with you.

https://www.pprc.org/events/combined-p2-and-zero-waste-training-lessons-learned-with-tribes

Leena Divakar, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 6/9/2023

Forwarded message:
EPA Proposes Ban on All Consumer and Many Commercial Uses of Perchloroethylene to
Protect Public Health
Strict workplace safety requirements would allow for numerous key uses to continue
WASHINGTON (June 8, 2023) - Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
announced another action to protect public health under the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA),
proposing a ban on most uses of perchloroethylene (PCE), a chemical known to cause serious health
risks such as neurotoxicity and cancer. Today’s proposal would protect people from these risks by
banning all consumer uses while allowing for many industrial/commercial uses to continue only
where strict workplace controls could be implemented, including uses related to national security,
aviation and other critical infrastructure, and the Agency’s efforts to combat the climate crisis.

“We know that exposure to PCE is dangerous for people’s health, and today’s rule is an important
first step to keeping communities and workers safe,” said Assistant Administrator for the Office
of Chemical Safety and Pollution Prevention Michal Freedhoff. “We’ve proposed to ban the uses
we know can’t continue safely, and we’ve made sure that stringent controls are in place to protect
workers for the uses that remain.”

PCE is a solvent that is widely used for consumer uses such as brake cleaners and adhesives,
commercial applications such as dry cleaning, and in many industrial settings. For example, PCE is
used as a chemical intermediate in the production of two chemical substances regulated under the
American Innovation and Manufacturing Act. This rule proposes to allow for continued processing
of PCE to manufacture hydrofluorocarbons (HFC)-125 and HFC-134a in tandem with strict
workplace controls, as the two can be mixed with other substances to make more climate-friendly
refrigerants. Additionally, the rule proposes to continue to allow the industrial and commercial use
of PCE in petrochemical manufacturing, the manufacture of coatings for aircraft skins, and vapor
degreasing with PCE to make aerospace parts and engines, as examples of other uses not proposed
for prohibition.

EPA determined that PCE presents unreasonable risk to health, driven by risks associated with
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exposure to the chemical by workers, occupational non-users (workers nearby but not in direct
contact with this chemical), consumers, and those in close proximity to a consumer use. EPA
identified risks for adverse human health effects, including neurotoxicity from inhalation and dermal
exposures as well as cancer effects from chronic inhalation exposure. While EPA identified potential
risks to fenceline communities in a small number of instances, the prohibitions and other
requirements in EPA’s proposed rule are expected to mitigate to a great extent the potential risks to
the neighboring communities.

EPA’s proposed risk management rule would rapidly phase down manufacturing, processing and
distribution of PCE for all consumer uses and many industrial and commercial uses, most of which
would be fully phased out in 24 months. The uses subject to the proposed prohibitions represent less
than 20% of the annual production volume of PCE. For most of the uses of PCE that EPA is
proposing to prohibit, EPA’s analysis also found that alternative products with similar costs and
efficacy to PCE are reasonably available.

EPA is proposing a 10-year phaseout for the use of PCE in dry cleaning, with compliance dates
depending on the type of machine in which PCE is used. The proposed phaseout of PCE in dry
cleaning would eliminate unreasonable risk for people who work at or spend considerable time at
dry cleaning facilities. This phaseout period would provide dry cleaners, many of which are small
businesses, time to transition to an alternative process, and stakeholders have already noted an
overall year-to-year decline in the use of PCE in dry cleaning. In addition, President Biden’s Fiscal
Year 2024 budget request proposed funding for new pollution prevention grants that would support
small businesses with transitioning to TSCA compliant practices and mitigate economic impacts. If
implemented, these grants could be used to support small businesses like dry cleaners in their
transition away from PCE.

For the industrial manufacturing, industrial processing and other uses of PCE that EPA is not
proposing to prohibit, EPA is proposing a workplace chemical protection program with a strict
inhalation exposure limit and requirements to prevent skin exposure to ensure protection for
workers. EPA has received data from industry that indicate many workplaces already have controls
in place that may reduce exposures sufficient to meet the inhalation exposure limit in the proposed
rule or to prevent direct skin contact with PCE.

EPA encourages members of the public to read and comment on the proposed rule. EPA is
especially interested in hearing perspectives on the feasibility and efficacy of the proposed
requirements for worker protections from entities that would be required to implement the proposed
program and the timeline for the phaseout of PCE use in dry cleaning. In the coming weeks, EPA
will host a public webinar targeted to employers and workers, but useful for anyone looking for an
overview of the proposed regulatory action to discuss the proposed program. The date, time and
registration information will be announced soon. EPA will accept public comments on the proposed
rule for PCE for 60 days following publication in the Federal Register via docket EPA-HQ-OPPT-
2020-0720 at www.regulations.gov.

Learn more about today’s proposal.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 6/7/2023
Forwarded message:

*** SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting ***

WEDNESDAY, June 21, 2023, 10 a.m. — 11 a.m. EDT

Via Microsoft Teams Meeting
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The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will
meet virtually to discuss the following topic, beginning at 10 a.m. on June 21, 2023. 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 —-10:30 AM EPA’s Proposed Risk Management of Methylene Chloride
Under the Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA)
Caffey Norman, Halogenated Solvents Industry Alliance (HSIA)

10:30 AM -11:00 AM Discussion

*** Roundtable meetings are open to all interested persons and are intended to facilitate an open
and frank discussion about issues of interest to small business. These meetings are off the record and
not intended for press purposes. Direct quotations of presenters or attendees may not be used
without direct written approval of the person(s) making the statement. All press inquiries should be
sent to david.tokarz(@sba.gov. Agendas and presentations are available to all. ***

Small Business Environmental Roundtable
Issue for Discussion
June 21, 2023

EPA’s Proposed Risk Management of Methylene Chloride under TSCA

On May 3, 2023, EPA published a proposed to rule to restrict the use of methylene chloride under
the Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA). Methylene chloride is used as a solvent in a wide range of
industrial, commercial and consumer applications. TSCA requires that EPA address any
unreasonable risk of injury to health or the environment identified in a TSCA risk evaluation. EPA
must apply requirements to the extent necessary so that the chemical no longer presents
unreasonable risk. EPA evaluated 53 conditions of use of methylene chloride and determined that 47
conditions of use present an unreasonable risk of injury to health for workers and consumers. Based
on these risk determinations, EPA is proposing to prohibit the manufacture, processing, and
distribution in commerce of methylene chloride for consumer use. EPA is also proposing to prohibit
most industrial and commercial uses of methylene chloride. For the remaining uses, EPA is
proposing to require a workplace chemical protection program, which would include a chemical
exposure limit, set by EPA, and exposure monitoring. The proposal also includes time-limited
exemptions for uses of methylene chloride that would otherwise significantly disrupt national
security and critical infrastructure. The public comments are due on July 3, 2023.

First, Caffey Norman, on behalf of HSIA, will present on the proposed rule including an overview of

issues particularly relevant to small businesses. There will be an opportunity for questions, as well as
discussion. Perspectives from all affected small entities are welcome.

Speaker Bio: W. Caffey Norman
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Caffey Norman is an attorney with an environmental practice that is focused on the regulation of
hazardous chemicals by the Environmental Protection Agency, the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration, the Consumer Product Safety Commission, and various state regulatory agencies.
Mr. Norman participated, on behalf of HSIA, in EPA rulemakings to regulate hazardous substances
under all the environmental statutes and has initiated legislative and judicial review of a number of
EPA regulations. HSIA represents producers and users of methylene chloride. Many of HSIA’s user
members include small businesses. HSIA participated on the small business advocacy review panel
convened for this proposed rulemaking, to assist small entity representatives in providing advice and
recommendation to EPA on its potential regulation for the use of methylene chloride.

Donovan Grimwood, Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/26/2023

The SBA Office of Advocacy has reached out to me to ask for us to see if we can get more small entity
representatives to nominate to be part of the Small Business Advocacy Review (SBAR) panel for the
Other Solid Waste Incinerator rule. In addition to any small businesses, the Office of Advocacy would
like some hospitals and universities to be included. Overall, currently the list of those that have nominated
is fairly limited and to get a better comprehensive group, more representatives are needed.

Nominees can email David Rostker at David.Rostker(@sba.gov and also RFA-SBREFA @epa.cov.
Subject line should be SER Self-Nomination for OSWI NSPS and EG. Information to include is as
follows:

Name:

Representing:

Size of business or organization:
Address:

Contact Information:

Any additional information that may be relevant in order to indicate how the OSWI rule may impact the
business or organization’s members and why that nominee is a good fit for the SBAR panel.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/25/2023
If you are new to writing grant proposals you maybe interested in these EPA webinars.

Procurement, Subawards, and Participant Support Costs

June 27, 2023

This training covered procurement regulations and requirements. Specific topics included:

Best practices for contracts, consultants, equipment, and supply purchases

Review of subawards (grant awards provided by a pass-through entity to a subrecipient)

Participant support costs (payments to individuals who participate in grant activities but are not
employees of the grant recipient)

Training for EPA Pass-Through Grant Applicants, Recipients, and Subrecipients

June 20, 2023

This training was intended for EPA grant applicants and recipients that plan to use EPA funding to
provide grants to other entities through “subawards.” This type of EPA grant recipient is considered a
pass-through entity because the goal of the grant is to further award EPA funds. This training focused
on:

Oversight responsibilities of EPA pass-through entities

Federal regulations that govern pass-through entities and the recipients of subawards (subrecipients)
EPA’s specific requirements for subrecipients

EPA pass-through entities are encouraged to share this training information with their subrecipients.
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Competition Process

June 13, 2023

This webinar was intended for help grant applicants learn how to find and successfully apply for
competitive EPA grants. EPA also provided an overview of the competition process from application
through evaluation and selection.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/17/2023
Forwarded message:
Report on the Regulatory Flexibility Act, FY 2022

As the voice of small business in government, the Office of Advocacy is working diligently to bring
small businesses’ voices into the regulatory process. Advocacy’s efforts at ensuring federal agency
compliance with the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA) resulted in ongoing conversations and changes
to rules that reduced the regulatory burden for small businesses.

Advocacy’s “Report on the Regulatory Flexibility Act, FY 2022,” provides details on those efforts. In
FY 2022, Advocacy submitted 37 formal comment letters to regulatory agencies, representing
significant efforts by the office to serve as a watchdog for the RFA.

In addition, Advocacy has worked tirelessly to bring small businesses and policymakers together.
These efforts included 30 issue roundtables and RFA trainings to 257 federal officials in 10 agencies
throughout FY 2022.

The “Report on the Regulatory Flexibility Act, FY 2022” is available on Advocacy’s website.

Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/11/2023
Here’s another really informative and comprehensive look at accessibility from an AAPCA webinar
yesterday.

Thank you for attending AAPCA’s webinar, “Digital Accessibility for Air Agencies,” held on
Wednesday, May 10.

Attached and below, please find copies of the presentations given as well as a resource guide created
by our speakers.

o “Accessible Information & Communication Technologies (ICT)” — Jimmy Brown, Kentucky Office of
Vocational Rehabilitation

e “Digital Accessibility for Air Agencies: Legal Considerations” — Jessie Weber, Brown, Goldstein &
Levy

o “Digital Accessibility: Kentucky Division for Air Quality’s Journey” — Roberta Burnes, Kentucky
Division for Air Quality

o “Digital Accessibility: Training Considerations for Air Agencies” — Zac Adelman, Lake Michigan Air
Directors Consortium (LADCO)

e Resources for Document Accessibility
Upon request, AAPCA can provide a certificate of attendance or full audio transcript for the webinar.
Please email questions, requests, or feedback to mdickie@csg.org.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/10/2023

EPA Grants What to Expect When You're Expecting... a Grant Webinar
EPA’s Office of Grants and Debarment is pleased to confirm that materials from the EPA Grants What to
Expect When You're Expecting... a Grant Webinar held on March 29, 2023, are now available on
the EPA Grants What to Expect When You're Expecting... a Grant Webinar webpage:
¢ Recording of the webinar with closed captions
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o Helpful web links from the presentation
e A list of Questions & Answers based on questions submitted by attendees during the webinar
e Presentation slides in PDF format
If you have questions about the posted materials or need more information on EPA grants, please
email EPA_Grants_Info@epa.gov.
Thank you for your interest in EPA’s grants programs.

Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/9/2023

Here is the new draft document from EPA about roles with states regarding enforcement. I noticed that
EPA may take the lead when: “Actions to advance important national policy priorities. In addition to
NECIs, EPA may have overarching national policy priorities and goals where compliance and
enforcement actions by EPA may be needed (e.g., lead contamination and environmental justice).” draft
EPA-OECA 2023 Partnership Policy April 25 2023 ECOS review.docx (dropbox.com)

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/4/2023
I hope some of you are able to submit proposals for the many RFA’s out there! If you are, you may find
these training helpful!
New EPA Grants Trainings Available!
EPA’s Office of Grants and Debarment is pleased to announce the availability of several new and
updated training resources for grant applicants and recipients.

o NEW-—Learn how to Register in SAM.gov and Grants.gov to apply for EPA grants. This
webpage will help you register your organization in SAM.gov, create an applicant profile in
Grants.gov, and get familiar with using Workspace.

e The How to Develop a Budget training was recently updated. This course will help you
prepare work plans, budgets, and budget narratives for EPA grants.

e The EPA Grants Management Training for Applicants and Recipients course introduces
key aspects of the grant life cycle starting with preparing an application through closing out
a grant. The six modules can be completed individually.

Reminder: Stay tuned to EPA’s Grants Webinars schedule to register for upcoming webinars and
access recordings, helpful links, and FAQs.

If you have any questions regarding these trainings or have suggestions for new training or webinar
topics, please send an email to EPA_Grants_Info@epa.gov.

Jennifer Wittenburg, IA Air Emissions Assistance Program: 5/1/2023
There are upcoming national listening sessions for the Methane Emissions Reduction Program
technical and financial assistance (part of the Inflation Reduction Act). One of the listening sessions
is for Industry, Small Businesses, and Labor Groups. The public can share their comments on the
design of the $1.55B financial and technical assistance provisions. More information below.

Also, a link to the Methane Emissions Reduction Program website.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is pleased to announce upcoming virtual listening
sessions for financial and technical assistance provisions of the Methane Emissions Reduction
Program, a new $1.55 billion program authorized by the Inflation Reduction Act, which aims to
accelerate the reduction of methane and other greenhouse gas emissions from oil and gas systems.
The Methane Emissions Reduction Program will reduce methane emissions by offering financial
assistance, which may include grants, rebates, contracts, and loans, and technical assistance to a broad
range of eligible recipients, with at least $700 million used for activities at marginal conventional
wells. During these listening sessions, EPA will provide interested parties an opportunity to offer
feedback on program design and best use of funds with a focus on near-term, high-priority activities.
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Listening Session Details
The Methane Emissions Reduction Program virtual listening sessions will be held via Zoom on May
2,3, and 9. All are welcome to attend. Specific session times and topics are as follows:
e Tuesday, May 2, 4:00 - 6:00 PM ET: Listening Session for General Audiences
¢ Wednesday, May 3, 1:00 - 3:00 PM ET: Listening Session for State and Local Governments
¢ Wednesday, May 3, 4:00 - 6:00 PM ET: Listening Session for Non-Governmental
Organizations, Community and Environmental Justice Groups
e Tuesday, May 9, 1:00 - 3:00 PM ET: Listening Session for Tribal Governments
o Tuesday, May 9, 4:00 - 6:00 PM ET: Listening Session for Industry, Small Businesses, and
Labor Groups
The virtual listening sessions will provide the public an opportunity to share comments on the design
and implementation of the financial and technical assistance. Those interested in making oral
comments must register in advance for a 3-minute speaking slot. Interpretation and disability access
support will be provided if requested in advance. Registration for the listening sessions can be found
on EPA's website at: https://www.epa.gov/inflation-reduction-act/forms/methane-emissions-
reduction-program-listening-sessions
We hope you will be able to join us for one of these important listening sessions!

Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/27/2023

FYI
L
EPA Proposes New Standards to Protect Public Health, Reduce Exposure to Ethylene Oxide
Pollution
On April 11, 2023, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced proposed new
nationwide protections to reduce risks from Ethylene Oxide (EtO), including reducing the amount of
EtO that facilities can emit into the outdoor air and additional protections for community members and
workers.

If finalized, EPA’s proposals are estimated to cut EtO emissions to the air from commercial
sterilization facilities by 80% per year and apply more protective standards to control those emissions
under the law. Together, these proposals will provide a comprehensive approach to addressing EtO
pollution concerns, including cancer risk, that will increase safety in communities and for workers
while providing a path to maintain a robust supply chain for sterilized medical equipment.

The proposal advances President Biden’s commitment to ending cancer as we know it as part of the
Cancer Moonshot and the Administration’s commitment to securing environmental justice and
protecting public health, including for communities that are most exposed to toxic chemicals.
Additional information is available in the press release and on the EtO website.

Upcoming EPA Activities

EPA will be holding a national webinar about these two proposals on May 1, 2023 at 8 PM

eastern. All are invited. A recording of the webinar will be posted on EPA’s website for those who
cannot attend. EPA will also be holding virtual public hearings on the Clean Air Act proposal on May
2-3,2023. Those wishing to provide oral testimony will be given a time slot to speak. Information
about how to provide written comments is below. For more information about these proposals and how
to register for these events, please visit https://www.epa.gov/eto

How to Provide Written Comments on these Proposals

Clean Air Act Proposal

Comments on the Clean Air Act proposed rule should be identified by Docket ID: EPA-HQ-OAR-
2019-0178 and may be submitted by one of the following methods:
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e Online: Go to www.regulations.gov and follow the instructions for submitting your comments.

o E-mail: Send comments by email to a-and-r-docket@epa.gov, Attention Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OAR-2019-0178. Please include the docket number in the subject line of your email message.

o Fax: You may fax your comments to: (202) 566-9744, Attention Docket ID. No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2019-
0178.

o Mail: Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC), Mail Code 28221T,
Attention Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2019-0178, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington,
DC 20460.

o Hand delivery/courier delivery: EPA Docket Center, Room 3334, EPA WJC West Building, 1301
Constitution Ave., NW, Washington, D.C. 20004, Attention Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2019-
0178. Please note that hand/courier deliveries are only accepted during the Docket’s normal hours of
operation, and special arrangements should be made for deliveries of boxed information.

FIFRA Proposal

e Comments on the proposed interim decision and/or the draft risk assessment addendum should be
identified by Docket ID: EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0244 and may be submitted by one of the following
methods:

o Online: Go to www.regulations.gov and follow the instructions for submitting your comments.

o Mail: Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC), Mail Code 28221T,
Attention Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0244, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington,
DC 20460.

o Hand delivery/courier delivery: EPA Docket Center, Room 3334, EPA WJC West Building, 1301
Constitution Ave., NW, Washington, D.C. 20004, Attention Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0244.
Please note that hand/courier deliveries are only accepted during the Docket’s normal hours of
operation, and special arrangements should be made for deliveries of boxed information.

Next Week: National Webinar about EPA Actions to Address EtO and Multi-Day Public
Hearing on Commercial Sterilizer Proposal

On Monday, May 1, 2023 at 8PM eastern, the US Environmental Protection Agency is holding an
informational webinar to discuss proposed actions to reduce exposure to ethylene oxide from
commercial sterilization facilities and healthcare facilities. Thank you to the more than 600 people
who have already registered. This webinar is an opportunity for you to get more information about
EPA’s actions and learn how you can participate in the regulatory process. For those who have already
registered, we will be emailing the link to the May 1% webinar from eto@epa.gov on Monday. If you
have not registered and would like to do so, please visit https://www.epa.gov/hazardous-air-pollutants-
ethylene-oxide/forms/ethylene-oxide-eto-public-webinars#register

While the webinar is a chance for you to hear from us, we also want to hear from you. If you would
like to provide comments on the proposed air toxics rule for EtO commercial sterilizers, EPA is
holding a multi-day virtual public hearing from May 2-3, where you can present oral testimony on this
important proposed rule. You may register at: https://survey.alchemer.com/s3/7303215/EPA-Public-
Hearing-Ethylene-Oxide-Sterilizers.

EPA will also be offering public hearing speaking slots on May 4™ on a first-come, first serve

basis. More information about this “virtual walk-in” public hearing option on May 4™ will be
available at https://www.epa.gov/hazardous-air-pollutants-ethylene-oxide in the coming days. All
speakers at the public hearing will have 4 minutes to provide comments. We are interested in your
feedback and encourage you to participate.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/24/2023
All or most of the SBEAPs should be eligible for this funding (the new P2 funding discussed at Annual
Training too), so please take a look if interested.
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EDA Announces Notice of Funding Opportunity for Regions Impacted by Natural Disasters
EDA is now accepting applications through the FY2023 Disaster Supplemental Funding Notice of
Funding Opportunity. The awards are designed to support those regions impacted by Hurricanes Ian
and Fiona, wildfires, flooding and other natural disasters (2021-2022).

The awards made under this NOFO are designed to address economic challenges in those areas where
a Presidential declaration of a major disaster has been issued. Funding will help communities devise
and implement long-term economic recovery strategies through a variety of construction and non-
construction projects.

Eligible applicants include Tribal nations, non-profit organizations, colleges and universities, district
organizations of an Economic Development District (EDD), and state, county or city subdivisions
engaged in economic or infrastructure activities. Individuals and for-profit entities are not eligible for
funding under this NOFO.

For more information, visit EDA’s Disaster Recovery Program.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/20/2023
Last call on ETO
*** Office of Advocacy Small Business Environmental Roundtable ***
TUESDAY, April 25, 2023, 10 a.m. — 11:30 a.m. EDT

Via Microsoft Teams Meeting

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 April 25, 2023. The meeting
will be held using the Microsoft Teams platform.

Send your RSVP to david.rostker@sba.gov. A meeting link will be provided to you when you
RSVP.

Agenda

10:00 AM —-10:30 PM Proposed NESHAP for Ethylene Oxide Emissions Standards for
Commercial Sterilization Operations: Residual Risk and Technology Review
Jonathan Witt, EPA Office of Air and Radiation

10:30 AM - 11:00 AM Ethylene Oxide Proposed Interim Registration Review Decision
Jessie Bailey, Chemical Review Management, EPA Office of Pesticide
Programs

Eric Miederhoff, Branch Chief, EPA Office of Pesticide Programs
11:00 AM -11:30 AM Q&A and Discussion

*** Roundtable meetings are open to all interested persons and are intended to facilitate an open
and frank discussion about issues of interest to small business. These meetings are off the record and
not intended for press purposes. Direct quotations of presenters or attendees may not be used
without direct written approval of the person(s) making the statement. All press inquiries should be
sent to Stephanie.Fekete(@sba.gov. Agendas and presentations are available to all. ***

Office of Advocacy Small Business Environmental Roundtable
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Issues for Discussion
April 25, 2023

Ethylene Oxide in Commercial Sterilization Operations

Ethylene Oxide is used on half of the sterilized medical devices in the United States. However, since
2016, when EPA updated its Integrated Risk Information System classification of ethylene oxide
(EtO) as a carcinogen, EPA has been considering more stringent standards for the use of EtO and
emissions of EtO from a range of industrial facilities.

On April 13, 2023, EPA published proposals under two separate programs that would significantly
impact the use of EtO in commercial sterilization operations: emission standards under the Clean Air
Act, and restrictions on use under Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA).
Comments on both proposals are due on June 12, 2023.

EPA will present on these actions. There will be an opportunity for questions, as well as discussion.
Perspectives from small commercial sterilization operations as well as small medical device
manufacturers are welcome.

Donovan Grimwood, Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/6/2023

Per the NSC Strategy, there has been the request for restarting a National Compliance Advisory Panel
(National CAP). To that end, I am requesting interested people to form a workgroup to help develop ideas
for the National CAP that would then be relayed to the NSC.

Some of the goals of the workgroup:

1. Determine the form of the National CAP — number of members, term limits, charter?, how much
it might mirror a state CAP, regional requirements or not

2. Determine the goals and function of the National CAP — Advocacy for SBEAPs and SB, review
of comments or not, connections and networking?

3. Suggest people to approach to be on the National CAP once the overall structure is determined,
how to approach them

4. Other ideas I overlooked

If you are interested in working to bring back the National CAP, please let Chris and I know and we can
start looking at the next step, which would be the initial meeting of the workgroup to start hammering out
the details.

Donovan Grimwood, Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/27/2023

Thank you to everyone that was able to make it to the 2023 Annual Training in Stateline, Nevada, around
beautiful Lake Tahoe. I hope that everyone there felt energized and received great information. Thank
you to Chris Lynch and the Nevada team for hosting and everyone on the Annual Planning Training
Committee that put together such a great and packed agenda. Congratulations to our award winners for
being the shining example that the rest of us aspire to.

I and several others have posted pictures from the event on the State Small Business Environmental
Assistance Program Facebook page. Please note that this was a Facebook page created quite some time
back for the State SBEAPs and others by invite (yes, it is a private group). It was not intended to be a
public facing page as that’s what the National SBEAP Twitter and YouTube is about. We do welcome
those within the SBEAP community to join us there and to share whatever pictures or similar that you
would like.



https://www.facebook.com/groups/sbosbeap

In addition, the National SBEAP has a YouTube channel! This is where recordings of different sessions
have been posted as resources for all of us. We encourage you to subscribe to the channel:
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCS5PupYpZ1Wo6IG8CtzCINKS8Q. Allison is hoping to hit the 100
subscribers mark and right now, there are more videos than subscribers. Let’s turn that around!

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/23/2023
Relates to our NV speaker’s topic this morning at Annual Training. Programs in the west and those that
work with radon may find this a fit.
Wildfire Smoke Preparedness in Community Buildings Grant Program
Applications due May 9th, 2023
EPA is seeking applications from eligible entities for a new federal grant program to support
enhancing wildfire smoke preparedness in community buildings. The Wildfire Smoke Preparedness
in Community Buildings Grant Program will provide grants and cooperative agreements to States,
federally recognized Tribes, public pre-schools, local educational agencies, and non-profit
organizations for the assessment, prevention, control, or abatement of wildfire smoke hazards in
community buildings and related activities.
The total estimated funding available for awards is $10,670,000. EPA anticipates awarding
approximately 13-18 grants, ranging from $100,000 to $2,000,000. Funded assistance agreements
will have up to 3-year periods of performance. Apply Here.

EPA will host an information session for potential applicants. During the webinar, EPA will provide
an overview of the Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO) and the application process.

e Date: April 10th, 2023

e Time: 3:00 - 4:00 pm (Eastern)

e Register Here

Find questions and answers, and other information about this funding opportunity.
Learn more about the Wildfire Smoke Preparedness in Community Buildings grant program.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/15/2023
Please excuse any cross postings. Note there are several air quality-related articles and new grant
opportunities you may find of interest.

Miscellaneous Coating Manufacturing: National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP)

This regulation establishes emission limits and work practice requirements for new and existing
miscellaneous coating manufacturing operations, including process vessels, storage tanks, wastewater,
transfer operations, equipment leaks, and heat exchange systems, and implements section 112(d) of the
Clean Air Act (CAA) by requiring all major sources to meet hazardous air pollutant (HAP) emission
standards reflecting application of the maximum achievable control technology (MACT). The HAP
emitted from miscellaneous coating manufacturing facilities include toluene, xylene, glycol ethers, and
methyl isobutyl ketone. Exposure to these substances has been demonstrated to cause adverse health
effects such as irritation of the lung, eye, and mucous membranes, effects on the central nervous system,
and cancer.

The final rule will reduce HAP emissions by 4,900 tons per year for existing facilities that manufacture
miscellaneous coatings. Read the full article

Lead Acid Battery Manufacturing Area Sources: National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants (NESHAP)
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This final national emission standard for hazardous air pollutants (NESHAP) applies to new and existing
lead acid battery manufacturing plants that are area sources.

The Lead Acid Battery Manufacturing area source category was listed for regulation pursuant to section
112(c)(3) for its contribution of the urban hazardous air pollutants (HAP) lead and cadmium. The final
rule adopts as the NESHAP for the Lead Acid Battery Manufacturing area source category the numerical
emissions limits for grid casting, paste mixing, three process operations, lead oxide manufacturing, lead
reclamation, and other lead emitting processes in 40 CFR 60.372 of the new source performance
standards (NSPS) for lead acid batteries. Read about the rule

Air Plan Disapprovals; Interstate Transport of Air Pollution for the 2015 8-Hour Ozone National
Ambient Air Quality Standards

Pursuant to the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA or the Act), EPA is finalizing the disapproval of State
Implementation Plan (SIP) submissions for 19 states regarding interstate transport and finalizing a partial
approval and partial disapproval of elements of the SIP submission for two states for the 2015 8-hour
ozone national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS). The “good neighbor” or “interstate transport”
provision requires that each state's SIP contain adequate provisions to prohibit emissions from within the
state from significantly contributing to nonattainment or interfering with maintenance of the NAAQS in
other states. This requirement is part of the broader set of “infrastructure” requirements, which are
designed to ensure that the structural components of each state's air quality management program are
adequate to meet the state's responsibilities under the CAA. Disapproving a SIP submission establishes a
2-year deadline for the EPA to promulgate Federal Implementation Plans (FIPs) to address the relevant
requirements, unless the EPA approves a subsequent SIP submission that meets these requirements.
Disapproval does not start a mandatory sanctions clock.

The EPA is deferring final action at this time on the disapprovals it proposed for Tennessee and
Wyoming. The effective date of this final rule is March 15, 2023. Read the rule in the Federal Register

Biden-Harris Administration Reaffirms Scientific, Economic, and Legal Underpinnings of Limits
on Toxic Air Pollution from Power Plants

On February 17, 2023, EPA reaffirmed the scientific, economic, and legal underpinnings of the 2012
Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) for power plants, which required significant reductions of
mercury, acid gases, and other harmful pollutants. Controlling these emissions improves public health by
reducing fatal heart attacks, reducing cancer risks, avoiding neurodevelopmental delays in children, and
helping protect our environment. These public health protections are especially important for anyone
affected by hazardous air pollution, including children and particularly vulnerable segments of the
population such as Indigenous communities, low-income communities, and people of color who live near
power plants. Learn more at Mercury and Air Toxics Standards. Read the press release

Clean Water Act Methods Update Rule for the Analysis of Effluent

EPA is proposing changes to its test procedures required to be used by industries and municipalities when
analyzing the chemical, physical, and biological properties of wastewater and other samples for reporting
under EPA's National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit program. The Clean
Water Act (CWA) requires EPA to promulgate these test procedures (analytical methods) for analysis of
pollutants. EPA anticipates that these proposed changes would provide increased flexibility for the
regulated community in meeting monitoring requirements while improving data quality. In addition, this
proposed update to the CWA methods would incorporate technological advances in analytical technology
and make a series of minor changes and corrections to existing approved methods. As such, EPA expects
that there would be no negative economic impacts resulting from these proposed changes.

Comments on this proposed rule must be received on or before April 24, 2023. Read the proposed rule
in the Federal Register

O Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/2/2023
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Part 63

Eric Goehl, who presented on CEDRI at one of our recent Technical Subcommittee meetings, in
coordination with the new 6H rule writer has added the following reports to CEDRI. They are currently
available so I am looking for a volunteer autobody shop to work with so we can document the procedure
and see what if any pain points are involved before they become mandatory on May 9th. If you have a
facility that would be willing to let me help/participate, please let me know.

As a brief reminder, most autobody shops can be exempt from this rule since the paint manufactures
largely do not manufacture paints containing the target HAPs or have an alternative
(https://nationalsbeap.org/compliance/petition). The amended rule allows for a notification instead of a
request but also instituted electronic reporting via CEDRI.

PS — I am still trying to get the Reg Nav Tool updated to add this part. Thanks.

(Forwarded message:)
FYT, I worked with Lisa Sutton and enabled the following reports in CEDRI for 6H.

Subpart HHHHHH

Subpart HHHHHH

Subpart HHHHHH

Subpart HHHHHH

Subpart HHHHHH

Paint Stripping and Miscellaneous Surface
Coating Operations Area Sources

Paint Stripping and Miscellaneous Surface
Coating Operations Area Sources

Paint Stripping and Miscellaneous Surface
Coating Operations Area Sources

Paint Stripping and Miscellaneous Surface
Coating Operations Area Sources

Paint Stripping and Miscellaneous Surface

63.11175(a)/63.9(b) - Initial Notification

63.11175(b)/63.9(h) - Notification of Compliance Status

63.11176(a) - Annual Notification of Changes Report

63.11176(b) - MeCl Report

63.11170(a)(2) - Exemption Petition or Notification (Optional for Federal

Consumer and Commercial
Products Manufacturing

Consumer and Commercial
Products Manufacturing

Consumer and Commercial
Products Manufacturing

Consumer and Commercial
Products Manufacturing

Consumer and Commercial

Solvent Use and Cleaning

Solvent Use and Cleaning

Solvent Use and Cleaning

Solvent Use and Cleaning

Solvent Use and Cleaning

Notification Report

Notification Report

Notification Report

Notification Report

Notification Report

Coating Operations Area Sources Reporting) Products Manufacturing

Subpart HHHHHH  Paint Stripping and Miscellaneous Surface  Other Report (Submittal via CEDRI optional for Federal reporting) Consumer and Commercial Solvent Use and Cleaning  Other Report

Coating Operations Area Sources Products Manufacturing

Subpart HHHHHH  Paint Stripping and Miscellaneous Surface  63.9(j) Change in information already provided (required for major source to area Consumer and Commercial ~ Solvent Use and Cleaning  Major MACT to Area
Coating Operations Area Sources source reclassification) Products Manufacturing (MM24)
Subpart HHHHHH  Paint Stripping and Miscellaneous Surface  63.9(b) Initial notifications for an area source reclassifying to major source who ~ Consumer and Commercial Solvent Use and Cleaning ~ Major MACT to Area
Coating Operations Area Sources had previously been subject to major source rule (a major to area back to major  Products Manufacturing (MM2A)
transition)
Subpart HHHHHH  Paint Stripping and Miscellaneous Surface  Performance Test Report (Submittal via CEDRI optional for Federal reporting) Consumer and Commercial  Solvent Use and Cleaning  ERT Performance
Coating Operations Area Sources Products Manufacturing Report

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 3/1/2023

Yesterday, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized the technology review conducted
for Wood Preserving Area Sources regulated under the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants (NESHAP). The EPA determined that there are no cost-effective developments in wood
preserving practices, processes, and control technologies that would further reduce regulated urban air
toxics. As a result, the EPA is making no changes to the existing standards and is only establishing minor
editorial and formatting changes to the Wood Preserving Area Sources NESHAP table of applicable
general provisions. The EPA also finalized technical corrections to the Surface Coating of Wood Building
Products NESHAP in this package.

A prepublication version of the final rule and fact sheet can be found at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-
sources-air-pollution/wood-preserving-area-sources-national-emission-standards-hazardous and
https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/surface-coating-wood-building-products-national -
emission-standard-1

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/1/2023

The Office of Advocacy will host a small business roundtable to discuss the Department of Energy’s
proposed rule to update energy conservation standards for distribution transformers. The roundtable will
take place on Tuesday, March 14, 2023 from 2:30-3:30pm (ET) via virtual platform. The purpose of
the roundtable will be to gather comments and feedback from interested parties.



https://nationalsbeap.org/compliance/petition
https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/wood-preserving-area-sources-national-emission-standards-hazardous
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Roundtable participation information will be emailed upon receipt of RSVP. RSVPs may be sent directly
to Prianka Sharma at prianka.sharma(@sba.gov. The attached agenda and this invitation are public and
may be distributed. Please ask that all interested attendees RSVP to Prianka directly so that we may keep
an accurate attendee list.

*Note DOE has been invited and intends to participate as a listen-only attendee.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/1/2023
Forwarded message:

Biden-Harris Administration Announces Over $250 Million to Fund Innovative Projects That
Tackle Climate Pollution

New Climate Pollution Reduction Grant Program made possible by President Biden’s Inflation
Reduction Act

WASHINGTON (March 1, 2023) — Today, the Biden-Harris Administration is making $250 million
available to develop innovative strategies to cut climate pollution and build clean energy economies.
These planning grants, through the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), are the first tranche
of funding going to states, local governments, Tribes, and territories from the $5 billion Climate
Pollution Reduction Grants (CPRG) program created by President Biden’s Inflation Reduction Act.
The program provides flexible planning resources for states, Tribes, territories, and municipalities to
develop and implement scalable solutions that protect people from pollution and advance
environmental justice.

All 50 states, the District of Columbia and Puerto Rico are eligible to receive $3 million in grant funds.
In addition, each of the 67 most populous metropolitan areas in the country are eligible to receive $1
million for plans to tackle climate pollution locally. EPA is also making millions in noncompetitive
planning grant funds available to territory and tribal governments. Later this year, EPA will launch a
competition for $4.6 billion in funding to implement projects and initiatives included in these plans.
States, cities, territories, and Tribes can also use this funding to develop strategies for using the other
grant, loan, and tax provisions secured by President Biden’s historic legislation, including the Inflation
Reduction Act and Bipartisan Infrastructure Law, to achieve their clean energy, climate, and
environmental justice goals.

“We know that tackling the climate crisis demands a sense of urgency to protect people and the
planet,” said EPA Administrator Michael S. Regan. “President Biden’s Inflation Reduction Act is a
historic opportunity to provide communities across the country with the resources they need to protect
people from harmful climate pollution and improve our economy. These Climate Pollution Reduction
Grants are an important first step to equip communities with the resources to create innovative
strategies that reduce climate emissions and drive benefits across the country.”

President Biden’s Inflation Reduction Act includes historic funding to combat climate change while
creating good-paying jobs and advancing environmental justice. Today’s announcement builds on
$550 million announced last week for EPA’s new Environmental Justice Thriving Communities
Grantmaking program and $100 million announced earlier this year for environmental justice grants to
support underserved and overburdened communities. Additionally, the Greenhouse Gas Reduction
Fund will award nearly $27 billion to leverage private capital for clean energy and clean air
investments across the country.

About the Climate Pollution Reduction Grant Program
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The CPRG planning grants will support states, territories, Tribes, municipalities and air agencies, in
the creation of comprehensive, innovative strategies for reducing pollution and ensuring that
investments maximize benefits, especially for low-income and disadvantaged communities. These
climate plans will include:

Greenhouse gas emissions inventories;

Emissions projections and reduction targets;

Economic, health, and social benefits, including to low-income and disadvantaged communities;
Plans to leverage other sources of federal funding including the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law and
Inflation Reduction Act;

Workforce needs to support decarbonization and a clean energy economy; and

Future government staffing and budget needs.

In program guidance released today, EPA describes how the Agency intends to award and manage
CPRG funds to eligible entities, including states, metropolitan areas, Tribes, and territories.

States

Under the formula-based program for planning grants, the governments of all states, the District of
Columbia, and Puerto Rico are eligible for up to $3 million. Each state government will be expected to
develop or update any existing climate action plan in collaboration with sub-state jurisdictions
including air pollution control districts and large and small municipalities statewide, and to conduct
meaningful engagement including with low income and disadvantaged communities throughout its
jurisdiction.

Metropolitan Areas

To further EPA’s efforts to cover as much of the population as possible under regional planning grants,
the 67 most populous metropolitan areas will be awarded $1 million each to develop regional planning
grants with key stakeholders in their area. Communities that do not rank in the top 67 most populous
areas will have opportunities to partner with their states and neighboring jurisdictions.

Territories & Tribes

The territories of Guam, American Samoa, U.S. Virgin Islands, and the Northern Mariana Islands as
well as federally recognized Indian Tribes are also eligible entities; their application process is detailed
in a separate program guidance.

Tribes have a set-aside of $25 million, for grants up to $500,000 for a single Tribe or $1 million for
groups of 2 or more. Territories are eligible for up to $500,000 each. Applicants are not required to
provide a cost-share or matching funds for this funding.

Next Steps
States must submit a notice of intent to participate by March 31, 2023; the 67 most populous

metropolitan areas nationally must submit a notice of intent to participate by April 28, 2023. EPA
strongly encourages all eligible entities to review the complete program guidance documents available
on EPA’s website to learn more about these planning grants, details about eligibility criteria and
allocation formulas, important deadlines, and other requirements.

This funding for climate planning will be followed later this year by $4.6 billion in implementation
grant funding that will support the expeditious implementation of investment-ready policies created by
the CPRG planning grants, programs, and projects to reduce greenhouse gas emissions in the near
term. Through the CPRG program, EPA will support the development and deployment of technologies
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and solutions that will reduce greenhouse gas emissions and harmful air pollution, as well as transition
America to a clean energy economy that benefits all Americans.

Key Program Dates
States and metropolitan areas have different deadlines to notify EPA that they intend to opt-in to the
climate planning grants.

States will have until March 31, 2023, to opt in to this grant by submitting a notice of intent to
participate. The lead organization for the state will then need to submit an application, which will
include a workplan and budget for the planning grant, by April 28, 2023. States can work with EPA
regional offices during this time.

Metropolitan areas have until April 28, 2023, to opt in. The lead organization for the metropolitan
area will then need to submit an application, which will include a workplan and budget for the
planning grant, by May 31, 2023. Metropolitan areas can work with EPA regional offices during this
time.

Tribes and territories have a separate program guidance, process and deadlines with applications and
workplans due by June 15, 2023. EPA’s regional offices will work closely with Tribes and territories
to support their successful application. They should work closely with their EPA region toward
submitting an application and workplan by June 15, 2023.

By summer 2023, EPA Regional Offices expect to award and administer the funding agreements.

Webinars

EPA will hold two webinars for state, territory, local and tribal governments to provide additional
information on the program guidance for the noncompetitive planning grants on March 2, 2023 and
March 7, 2023 at 2 pm Eastern. A recording of the webinar will be posted to the Climate Pollution
Reduction Grants webpage.

More information on the Climate Pollution Reduction Grants
CPRG Planning Grant Program Guidances
Sign up for notifications about the Climate Pollution Reduction Grants

Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/22/2023

In case you hadn’t signed up for the OAQPS Small Business Outreach (and you probably should),
Rhonda just announced the launch of the OAQPS Small Business Assistance Program website. It has
some great information on there about upcoming rules, SB Advocacy Review panels, and contact
information for each regional RASBL. I think our Website team has had a placeholder location for a link
to this website, waiting on it to go live for this and the other information on this page. Check it out and
hopefully you find it useful.

U.S. EPA’s Office of Air and Radiation, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards (OAQPS),
Small Business Assistance Program (SBAP) has launched its new webpage for all interested small
business stakeholders. This webpage will provide a central place for States, EPA Regions, and small
businesses to obtain information, tools, and training about OAQPS regulatory actions that may be of
interest to small businesses.

To explore OAQPS SBAP’s new webpage, please visit: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-
pollution/office-air-quality-planning-and-standards-oagps-small-business.
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Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/17/2023

Forwarded message:
On Tuesday, February 7, 2023, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized
amendments to the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Lead
Acid Battery (LAB) Manufacturing Area Sources and the New Source Performance Standards (NSPS)
for Lead Acid Battery Manufacturing Plants. The LAB manufacturing source category includes any
plant that produces lead acid batteries and their processes, including grid casting, paste mixing, lead
oxide manufacturing, three-process operations (battery assembly) and lead reclamation. EPA is
promulgating several technology improvements to both the NESHAP and NSPS, as well as a revision
to the applicability provisions for the area source NESHAP.

For a copy of the prepublication version of the final rule, and a fact sheet, please visit:
https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/lead-acid-battery-manufacturing-area-sources-
national-emission and https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/lead-acid-battery-
manufacturing-new-source-performance-standards

Thanks in advance for sharing this with your stakeholders.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/14/2023
Forwarded message:
Pollution Prevention Grant Program

New Pollution Prevention (P2) Grant Opportunities Focused on Environmental Justice are
Coming Soon!

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) will soon announce two new grant opportunities
funded by the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law, which President Biden signed in November 2021. These
grants will provide funding for states and Tribes to provide businesses with technical assistance to help
them adopt pollution prevention (P2) practices to advance environmental justice in underserved and
overburdened communities across the country. These new grant opportunities are expected to be
posted on Grants.gov in the coming weeks, and applicants will have 90 days to apply. EPA is
providing notice of these grant opportunities in advance so potential applicants can make the necessary
preparations to submit a high-quality application to the Agency. The two grant opportunities are:
Pollution Prevention Grant: Environmental Justice in Communities — Providing P2 technical
assistance to businesses to improve human health and the environment in disadvantaged communities
Pollution Prevention Grant: Environmental Justice Through Safer and More Sustainable
Products — Providing P2 technical assistance to business to increase the supply, demand and/or use of
safer and more sustainable products, such as those that are certified by EPA’s Safer Choice label, or
those that conform to EPA’s Recommendations for Specifications, Standards and Ecolabels for
Federal Purchasing

Eligible applicants include states, state entities such as universities, U.S. territories and possessions,
and federally recognized Tribes and intertribal consortia. Applicants are strongly encouraged to
consider partnering with others in the P2 stakeholder community to strengthen their ability to provide
P2 technical assistance to businesses and facilitate the development, adoption, and dissemination of P2
solutions. For these grants, selected grantees will not be required to focus their technical assistance on
the National Emphasis Areas (NEAs) and will not be required to provide matching funds.

Prior to applying for an EPA grant, applicants must:

Have an active account on the System for Award Management (SAM)

Be registered on Grants.gov

Please note that it may take up to a month to complete registration on these systems.

For help with grant-related questions, e-mail p2Zhub@epa.gov.

To receive a notification when the grants are available, sign up to receive EPA’s P2 listserv
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Belinda Breidenbach, ID Small Business Development Center: 1/24/2023

Here's the condensed version from the CFR. I don't see any emphasis on small business industries.

EPA initiatives into the FY 2024-2027 cycle:

The EPA is planning to continue the following four existing initiatives into the FY 2024-2027 cycle:

1. Creating Cleaner Air for Communities by Reducing Excess Emissions of Harmful Pollutants. The
EPA plans to continue this initiative for the FY 2024-2027 cycle, with a focus on processes for which
widespread noncompliance continues to be identified: flares, storage tanks, wastewater treatment, and
incineration/ combustion. In addition, continuing this initiative can further the EPA Strategic Plan goals
of advancing environmental justice and addressing climate change by prioritizing inspections at sources
impacting vulnerable or pollution burdened communities and by achieving pollutant reductions with the
co-benefit of reducing emissions of methane which contributes to climate change. For example, FY 2021
enforcement actions resulted in a reduction of approximately 6.7 million pounds of VOCs and HAPs and
over 15.7 million pounds of methane reduced.

2. Reducing Risks of Accidental Releases at Industrial and Chemical Facilities.

3. Reducing Significant Non-Compliance in the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Program

4. Reducing Non-Compliance with Drinking Water Standards at Community Water Systems

The two potential new NEClIs are described as follows:

1. Mitigating Climate Change. A potential climate NECI would seek to combat climate change through
a focus on reducing non-compliance with the illegal import, production, use, and sale of
hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs)

2. Addressing PFAS Contamination

The EPA also seeks comment on two additional areas for further consideration for possible development
as NECls

1. Reducing Exposure to Lead

2. Addressing Coal Combustion Residuals (CCR)

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/23/2023

Forwarded message:
The Office of Advocacy will host a virtual small business roundtable on Wednesday, February 1,
2023 from 1-2pm (ET) to discuss the White House Council on Environmental Quality’s
Environmental Justice Screening Tool. Representatives from CEQ will offer a brief demonstration of
the tool and answer questions. Attendees will also have the opportunity to provide comments and
feedback.

Interested individuals may RSVP to prianka.sharma(@sba.gov to receive teleconference participation
information. This invitation is public and may be forwarded, however all attendees must RSVP
directly to me.

Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/23/2023

Thank you to Nancy Herb for bringing this forward and some of the other discussions concerning how to
handle this. After discussion, felt that it would be best to share this to SBEAP_Main so that all SBEAPs
could take a look. As we still have some time, but not much, rather than having regional reps send out and
then hopefully discuss, wanted to send the information directly to the SBEAPs. Hopefully this will
provide a topic of discussion amongst the regions and following that discussion, if comments from the
regions could be sent to the regional reps and then shared to the NSC, a collected comment letter can be
developed for the NECIs.



mailto:prianka.sharma@sba.gov

The NECIs are high level generalized goals and foci for EPA over a several year period so that they can
plan and concentrate on certain areas. Their previous cycle focus on water/wastewater violations is an
example of how the NECIs provide a focus and benefit as there had been a consistently high number of
violations at treatment plants nationwide and by making it a priority through the NECI, they’ve gotten the
violations occurring down significantly.

That’s also why these NECIs are sometimes very broad. If anyone wishes to share comments to the NSC
for these, please have them to Chris and I by March 1*. This will give us and the NSC as a whole enough

time to develop them into a comment letter prior to the Annual Training which is coming up soon after.

https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2023-01-12/pd{/2023-00500.pdf

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
[EPA-HQ-OECA-2022-0981; FRL-10417- 01-OECA]

Public Comment on EPA’s National Enforcement and Compliance Initiatives for Fiscal Years 2024-2027
AGENCY: Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice of public comment period.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is soliciting public comment and
recommendations on the National Enforcement and Compliance Initiatives (NECIs) for fiscal years 2024—
2027 (formerly called ‘“National Compliance Initiatives’’). The EPA focuses enforcement and
compliance resources on the most serious and widespread environmental problems by developing and
implementing national program initiatives. The initiatives currently underway, modifications to these
existing initiatives, as well as potential new initiatives under consideration are described in the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section of this document, with additional descriptions and data on
the current initiatives available on our website: http://www.epa.gov/enforcement/ national-compliance-
initiatives.

DATES: Comments must be received on or before March 13, 2023.

Samira Deeb, OH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/9/2023

Our team has launched the new Permit Wizard! We were able to create a personalized on-line compliance
tool where businesses can determine all permits applicable to their specific operations. To learn more,
join us for a short tutorial webinar January 19, 2023 at 10am EST. Registration info is below.

Permit Wizard: https://ohioepa.custhelp.com/app/permit wizard

Ohio EPA is excited to announce the release of a new and improved version of our Permit Wizard
Application. Permit Wizard is an easy-to-use online application that helps new and existing small
businesses in Ohio identify necessary environmental permits, licenses, or registrations anonymously.
Permit Wizard takes users through a short series of general questions about their operations. It then
provides a summary of the required permits, licenses, or registrations that will likely be needed, along
with contacts and links to helpful resources. Permit Wizard is available online at:
https://ohioepa.custhelp.com/app/permit_wizard.

Join us for a short tutorial webinar January 19, 2023 at 10am EST to go over this new and exciting
platform!

There are no approved CEUs for this webinar.

Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/5/2023
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The NSC Environmental Justice Subcommittee was recently alerted to the opening of nominations for the
National Environmental Justice Advisory Council of the EPA (NEJAC). There are participants of the
NSC EJ Subcommittee that have already expressed an interest in being part of the NEJAC as a
representative of the NSC. However, as there are multiple openings available and to encourage potential
greater participation on the NSC EJ Subcommittee, it is felt that this information should be shared with all
SBEAPs.

U.S. EPA is now accepting nominations for the National Environmental Justice Advisory Council | US
EPA (NEJAC) and plans to fill ten vacancies. Nominees are sought from a variety of backgrounds and
geographic locations and self-nominations are encouraged.

We’ve had SBEAP representation on the NEJAC in the past and would like to continue to do so to ensure
the needs of small businesses are considered by the council. NSC can provide a letter of recommendation
supporting the nomination(s). If interested, please let Donovan and Lisa Ashenbrenner-Hunt know by
February 17th. This will give us time to develop letters of support (one of the parts of the nomination
process) for interested SBEAP representatives in addition to any other letters of support that a nominee
may gather.

The NEJAC provides EPA leadership with recommendations on integrating environmental justice into
agency priorities and initiatives and examines related strategic, scientific, technological and economic
issues.

To learn more about applying for and serving on the NEJAC see Nominations to the NEJAC | US EPA.
The deadline for submitting all nomination materials is March 17, 2023 (right around the NSC Annual
Training so letting us know earlier rather than later is best).

Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/4/2023

My takeaways are that Minor Source NSR and the AERR will be big things to watch. Perc Drycleaning
might not be out until June. And Grain Elevators and NSPS Electronic Reporting have both been moved
to inactive.

The White House Office of Management & Budget (OMB) / Office of Information & Regulatory
Affairs (OIRA) has just released the Fall 2022 Unified Agenda of Regulatory and Deregulatory
Actions (Unified Agenda), which is available here. For the updated Unified Agenda, you can find the
Administration’s Introduction, Current Agency Statements of Regulatory Priorities (U.S. EPA

here), Current Agenda Agency Preambles (U.S. EPA’s here), and Long Term Actions (U.S. EPA’s
here). Below is the introduction to the Fall 2022 Unified Agenda, which is followed by details on
planned actions from U.S. EPA:

The Biden Administration's Unified Agenda of Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions (Agenda) reports
on the actions administrative agencies plan to issue in the near and long term. Released by the Office
of Information and Regulatory Affairs, the Agenda provides important public notice and transparency
about proposed regulatory and deregulatory actions within the Executive Branch.

The Regulatory Information Service Center (RISC) was created in June 1981. The Center undertakes
projects that will facilitate development of and access to information about Federal regulatory and
deregulatory activities. The Center's principal publication is the Unified Agenda in coordination with
the Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs. Since 1978, Federal agencies have been required by
Executive orders to publish agendas of regulatory and deregulatory activities. Reglnfo.gov displays
editions of the Unified Agenda of Federal Regulatory and Deregulatory Actions beginning with fall
1995.

You can find the Agency Rule list for U.S. EPA here


https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/national-environmental-justice-advisory-council
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Long-Term Actions for U.S. EPA can be found here

Also available is an “Inactive List” of Agency “of regulatory actions under agency review but not
included on the Unified Agenda. Agencies designate actions as ‘inactive’ when they choose to take
additional time to review a regulatory or deregulatory action but wish to preserve the regulatory
identification number (RIN) and title for possible future use.”

U.S. EPA’s Inactive List is available here for air-related rules.

Tayyaba Zeb, SBA Office of Advocacy: 12/19/2022
***SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting***
FRIDAY, January 6, 2023, 10 a.m. — 11:00 a.m.

Via Webinar

The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
virtually to discuss the following topic, beginning at 10 a.m. on Friday, January 6, 2023. 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 Supplemental Notice of Proposed Changes to its Fees for the
Administration of the Toxic Substances Control Act
Marc Edmonds, Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics, EPA

*** Roundtable meetings are open to all interested persons and are intended to facilitate an open and
[frank discussion about issues of interest to small business. These meetings are off the record and not
intended for press purposes. Direct quotations of presenters or attendees may not be used without direct
written approval of the person(s) making the statement. All press inquiries should be sent to
Emily.williams@sba.gov. Agendas and presentations are available to all. ***

Small Business Environmental Roundtable
Issue for Discussion
January 6, 2023

EPA’s Supplemental Notice of Proposed Changes to its Fees for the Administration of the Toxic
Substances Control Act

On November 16, 2022, EPA published a proposal to modify and supplement its previously proposed
updates and adjustments to its 2018 final rule for fees under the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA).
EPA is authorized to collect fees for certain fee-triggering activities under TSCA sections 4, 5, and 6. In
this action, the agency is proposing to increase the fee amounts significantly. This is based on the
agency’s change in the estimates of its total costs for administering TSCA. EPA continues to provide
small businesses an 80 percent discount.

EPA is also proposing a number of other changes, including:

e narrowing previously proposed exemptions for those subject to EPA-initiated risk evaluation fees
and proposed exemptions for test rule fee activities
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e modifications to the self-identification and reporting requirements for EPA-initiated risk
evaluation and test rule fees;

e providing a partial refund of fees for premanufacture notices withdrawn at any time after the first
10 business days during the assessment period of the chemical;

e modifications to EPA’s proposed methodology for the production volume-based fee allocation for
EPA-initiated risk evaluation fees in any scenario where a consortium is not formed;

e expanding the fee requirements to companies required to submit information for test orders;

e modifying the fee payment obligations to require payment by processors subject to test orders;
and enforceable consent agreement; and

e extending the timeframe for test order and test rule payments.

Comments are due on January 17, 2023.

Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 11/29/2022

Forwarded message:

I'm writing to share the newly published book, Next Generation Compliance: Environmental
Regulation for the Modern Era, which is now available free of charge

at https://www.nextgencompliance.org/. The book is authored by former EPA Assistant
Administrator for OECA Cynthia Giles, written in her personal capacity before her recent return to
EPA as Senior Advisor in the Office of Air & Radiation. It contains her own ideas and does not
necessarily reflect the views of EPA.

According to Giles, the book outlines current challenges with environmental noncompliance and
strategies to design regulations that work well in the "messy and complicated" world in which we
live.

Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 11/9/2022

This came across my email feed today and wanted to share in the event that you didn’t receive it. For
many of us, this may open up options for potential funding to implement different projects or even
support programs itself. This appears to be a pretty broad range and is primarily a listening session to hear
ideas or feedback on different aspects of the IRA.

O 0 O O O o O O

Hello,

You are invited to participate in a virtual roundtable conversation with EPA around the Office of Air
and Radiation’s provisions in the Inflation Reduction Act. We are excited to hear your perspectives,
priorities, and feedback as we embark on this critical priority. THIS LISTENING SESSION WILL
NOT INCLUDE A DISCUSSION OF THE GREEN HOUSE GAS REDUCION FUND.

See additional details below and let us know if you have any questions! Please reply to this email to
RSVP, and we will add you to a calendar invite with Zoom information.

What: Industry IRA Roundtable with OAR

IRA Provisions Covered:

Clean Heavy-Duty Vehicles [60101]

Grants to Reduce Air Pollution at Ports [60102]

Diesel Emissions Reduction [60104]

Funding to Address Air Pollution — Fenceline Monitoring [60105(a)]

Funding to Address Air Pollution — Multipollutant Monitoring [60105(b)]
Funding to Address Air Pollution — Air Quality Sensors [60105(c)]

Funding to Address Air Pollution — Emissions from Wood Heaters [60105(d)]
Funding to Address Air Pollution — Methane Monitoring [60105(e)]


http://www.nextgencompliance.org/
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Funding to Address Air Pollution — Clean Air Act Grants [60105(f)]

Funding to Address Air Pollution — Mobile Source Grants [60105(g)]

Funding to Address Air Pollution at Schools [60106]

Low Emissions Electricity Program [60107]

Funding for Section 211(O) of the Clean Air Act - RFS [60108]

Funding for Implementation of American Innovation and Manufacturing Act [60109]
GHG Corporate Reporting [60111]

Methane Emissions Reduction Program [60113]

Climate Pollution Reduction Grants [60114]

Who: Industry Stakeholders

Joe Goffman, Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator, Office of Air and Radiation

Jennifer Macedonia, Associate Deputy Assistant Administrator for IRA Implementation, Office of Air
and Radiation

Rosemary Enobakhare, Associate Administrator for Public Engagement and

Environmental Education

EPA technical staff

When: Friday, Nov. 18, 11:30-1:00pm EST

Where: Zoom Link to be sent once RSVP’d

In advance of this conversation, we have published a Request for Information (RFI) that includes non-
regulatory dockets to provide answer to questions OAR has authored for stakeholders to respond to.
You can find the list of discussion questions and dockets HERE. We would like to use the time during
these discussion sessions to hear your responses to these questions. We understand that we won’t be
able to go through every question in our 90-minute session, so we encourage you to pick the questions
that you would like to prioritize in our discussion. We welcome any additional responses or feedback
in writing into the docket and the opportunity to set up a follow-up discussion.

Mark Stoddard, IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 10/31/2022

Extensions for Generators Due to Incinerator Capacity Limitations
https://www.in.gov/idem/featured-topics/

IDEM is aware of issues with certain hazardous wastes that are destined for incineration and the impact

this is having on Indiana generators. Generators who cannot ship their hazardous waste off site within the

allowed timeframe (90, 180, or 270 days) should request a 30-day extension if they have not already
exceeded their time limit. If the waste cannot be shipped off site before the extension expires or if the

waste has already exceeded the time limit, the generator should self-disclose that they are in violation of
the on-site accumulation standard for hazardous waste generators.

e How to request an extension [PDF]
e How to self-disclose violations

Jenifer Dixon, MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/6/2022

The Technical Subcommittee is hosting a CEDRI train the trainer type of session on October 18 at 2 pm
EST. EPA’s Eric Goehl and Casey Myers will be showing us how we have help our small business
customers use CEDRI and what resources may be helpful to pass forward. Even if you are not a member
of the subcommittee, you should consider joining us.

We will be covering:

Overview of the CEDRI Basics
o What is CEDRI?
o What are its roles?


https://www.in.gov/idem/featured-topics/
https://www.in.gov/idem/waste/files/hw_info_onsite_extension.pdf
https://www.in.gov/idem/ctap/self-disclosure-and-environmental-audit-policy
https://www.epa.gov/electronic-reporting-air-emissions/cedri

How do industry users register with CEDRI?
Demonstrations
Registering as a preparer and certifier.
Certifier adding a delegated certifier.
User activation and deactivation of certifiers/delegated certifiers and preparers.
Using the certifier MyCEDRI page.
Submitting a report as a preparer and certifier.
Revising and resubmitting a report and withdrawing a report.

O 0 O O O O

R Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/6/2022

Definitely should record this one. I think this would be a very useful one once it is posted to our
channel to share via National SBEAP and any state level social media outlets.

Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 9/27/2022

New national office charged with advancing environmental justice and civil rights

EPA is establishing a new national office charged with advancing environmental justice and civil rights.
Today, Administrator Michael Regan announced our new Office of Environmental Justice and Civil
Rights — elevating these critical issues to the highest levels of the agency.

The office will dedicate more than 200 EPA staff in our headquarters and across 10 regions towards
solving environmental challenges in communities that have been underserved for far too long. Matthew
Tejada will serve as the Deputy Assistant Administrator for Environmental Justice.
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-launches-new-national-office-dedicated-advancing-
environmental-justice-and-civil

National Environmental Justice Advisory Council Virtual Public Meeting: September 28, 2022
The National Environmental Justice Advisory Council (NEJAC) is convening a public meeting on
Wednesday, September 28, 2022, from approximately 12:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m., Eastern Time. Individual
registration is REQUIRED. The meeting is free and open to all members of the public. Registration to
attend the meetings is open through the scheduled end time of the meeting day.

Register Here: https://usepa.zoomgov.com/webinar/register/ WN_kB_BJikKSQyvo8IxRyYnNg

Agenda: The meeting discussions will focus on several topics including, but not limited to, EPA
administration priorities, recommendations on EPA’s 2021 PFAS (per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances)
Strategic Roadmap, and recommendations on community air quality monitoring that provides greater
protection, and clean and healthy air to environmental justice communities.

Public Comment Period: The NEJAC is interested in receiving public comments on the EPA
administrative priorities and recommendations. Individuals or groups making remarks during the oral
public comment period will be limited to three (3) minutes. Please be prepared to briefly describe your
comments; including what you want the NEJAC to advise the EPA to do. Submitting written comments
for the record are strongly encouraged. Written comments can be submitted up until October 12, 2022.

For more information about public comment: https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/national-
environmental-justice-advisory-council-guidelines-public-comment-0

For more information on the NEJAC, visit our

website: https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/national-environmental-justice-advisory-council
Questions: Please contact please contact Paula Flores-Gregg at nejac(@epa.gov or by phone at (214)
665-8123.

EPA Environmental Justice and Civil Rights in Permitting Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs)
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For far too long, communities across our country have faced environmental injustices and have borne the
brunt of toxic pollution. As part of EPA’s effort to address environmental justice concerns, the agency is
making available a set of FAQs to help federal agencies understand how they can integrate environmental
justice and civil rights into environmental permitting processes. The Environmental Justice and Civil
Rights in Permitting FAQs provides information to EPA, federal, tribal, state, and local environmental
permitting programs on how to integrate EJ into their permitting processes. It also outlines how recipients
of EPA financial assistance are obligated to comply with federal civil rights statutes, including Title VI of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964, in their permitting processes. The Interim “Environmental Justice and Civil
Rights in Permitting Frequently Asked Questions” document can be found

at https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2022-
08/EJ%20and%20CR%20in%20PERMITTING%20FAQs%20508%20compliant.pdf

* These FAQs do not change existing policy or obligations to comply with applicable laws or create new
legal rights or responsibilities. *

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 9/23/2022

***SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting*** FRIDAY, October 7, 2022, 10 a.m. — 12:00 p.m.
The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
virtually to discuss the following topic, beginning at 10 a.m. on Friday, October 7, 2022. 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 Proposed Revisions for the Risk Management Program
Regulations Under the Clean Air Act
William Noggle, Office of Land and Emergency Management, EPA
[tentative]
11:10 AM - 12:00 PM EPA’s Proposed Hazardous Substance Designation for PFOA and
PFOS under CERCLA

Dana Stalcup, Deputy Director, Office of Land and Emergency
Management, 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 Issue for Discussion October 7, 2022

EPA’s Proposed Revisions for the Risk Management Program Regulations Under the Clean Air
Act

On August 31, 2022, EPA published proposed revisions to its Risk Management Program (RMP)
regulations under the Clean Air Act. EPA is proposing to reestablish the requirements for a safer
technologies and alternatives analysis, root cause analysis incident investigation, and third-party
compliance auditing. EPA is also proposing to add new requirement for employee participation. Finally,
the agency is proposing to emphasize its existing requirements to address natural hazards, loss of power
and facility siting in hazard evaluations. In its emergency response provisions EPA is proposing to
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include reestablishing the 10-year frequency to conduct a field exercise and mandating the current
recommended exercise evaluation report elements. EPA’s proposed changes to the information
availability provisions includes allowing the public to request specific chemical hazard information.

Previously, in 2015, before EPA originally proposed some of the revisions in this rule, the agency
convened a Small Business Advocacy Review Panel to consider the impacts on small entities. However,
in this proposed rule, the agency certifies the rule will not have a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities. The agency has modified some of the provisions that were originally
proposed but this rule includes new provisions including the employee participation requirement.
Comments are due on October 31, 2022.

EPA’s Proposed Designation of PFOA and PFOS as CERCLA Hazardous Substances

On September 6, 2022, EPA published its long-awaited proposed designation of perfluorooctanoic acid
(PFOA) and perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) as hazardous substances under the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA). The hazardous substance
designation triggers a reporting requirement to immediately report releases of PFOA and PFOS that meet
or exceed the reportable quantity of 1 pound or more in a 24-hour period. The proposed rule is likely to
impact a wide range of entities including manufacturers (including importers and importers of articles),
processors, other downstream product manufacturers and users, and waste management and wastewater
treatment facilities.

The agency only includes the direct cost of the reporting requirement noted above for industry. However,
the agency includes a qualitative discussion of what the agency is describing as indirect costs that include
clean up and recovery costs from contaminated sites. EPA certifies the rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial number of small entities based on the direct costs.

Comments are due on November 7, 2022.

Belinda Fowler, NE Department of Environmental Quality: 9/20/2022

Join us on Tuesday September 27" 2:00 PM eastern, 1:00 PM central, noon Mountain, 11:00 AM Pacific,
10:00 AM Alaska, 8:00 AM Hawaii

Sydney Boogaard of Maricopa County Arizona will first demonstrate how they research a facility before
visiting to determine potentially applicable regulations and then walk through some of the site-specific
inspection checklists that they have designed. Ed Bakos from New Jersey will present a site visit
sustainability checklist that they have been doing final field testing on this August. Nancy Larson from
Kansas will discuss their end of site visit evaluation form.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 9/16/2022

Last night the Administrator signed the DAADs. Here is a link to the press release. Please reach out to
your respective stakeholders to share this information. As required by the Clean Air Act, EPA is
finalizing determinations for whether certain areas have attained the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards that EPA established for ground-level ozone in 2008 and 2015 by the deadlines required under
the law. Breathing ozone can cause coughing and a sore or scratchy throat, make it more difficult to
breathe, inflame and damage airways, make lungs more susceptible to infection, aggravate lung diseases
such as asthma, emphysema, and chronic bronchitis and increase the frequency of asthma attacks. These
determinations are an important step in ensuring that all areas of the country achieve healthy levels of
ozone air quality, and that areas of the country that are not currently achieving health-based standards
adopt additional measures required by the Clean Air Act to reduce ozone pollution. Summary fact sheets


https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-releases-final-determinations-attainment-status-air-quality-standards-smog

and prepublications of each rule can be found through the announcements box
at: https://www.epa.gov/ground-level-ozone-pollution

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 8/30/2022

Late last week the Administrator signed a notice finding that 15 states failed to submit complete regional
haze State Implementation Plans, or SIPs, for the second planning period, which were due on July 31,
2021. The regional haze program calls for state and federal agencies to work together to improve
visibility in 156 national parks and wilderness areas such as the Grand Canyon, Yosemite, Yellowstone,
Mount Rainier, the Shenandoah Valley, the Great Smokies, Acadia and the Everglades. Today’s finding is
an important step towards ensuring that these states meet their obligations under the Clean Air Act to
restore visibility and protect public health. EPA is committed to working with these states to support the
development and submission of their regional haze SIPs and to ensure states are in the lead regarding
continued progress toward cleaner air.

The states covered by this finding are: Alabama, Illinois, lowa, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Minnesota,
Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, New Mexico, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Virginia.
Pursuant to the CAA, EPA has two years from the date of this finding to promulgate a Federal
Implementation Plan, or FIP, for these states unless the state(s) submit and the EPA approves a SIP
addressing regional haze obligations. An EPA finding that a state did not submit a regional haze plan does
not trigger sanctions requirements. A summary fact sheet and a pre-publication version of the notice are
available at: https://www.epa.gov/visibility

Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 8/29/2022

FYI - EPA Designates PFOA/PFOS as a hazardous substance under Superfund - may affect SBs
https://www.environmental-expert.com/news/epa-to-designate-forever-chemicals-as-hazardous-
substances-1080423

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 8/16/2022

Air Toxics Standards for Stationary Engines - Final Amendments to Address Court Vacatur
On August 4, 2022, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency issued a final rule that amends the Code
of Federal Regulations for two stationary engine rules. EPA does not expect any emissions changes as a
result of this final action. The final action codifies a court mandate that has been in place since 2016
related to the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Stationary
Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines (RICE) and the New Source Performance Standards (NSPS)
for Stationary Internal Combustion Engines (ICE). A pre-publication version of the notice and a fact sheet
are available at https://www.epa.gov/stationary-engines and on the websites for each rule at:
e https://www.epa.gov/stationary-engines/national-emission-standards-hazardous-air-pollutants-
reciprocating-internal-0
o https://www.epa.gov/stationary-engines/new-source-performance-standards-stationary-
compression-ignition-internal-0
¢  https://www.epa.gov/stationary-engines/new-source-performance-standards-stationary-spark-
ignition-internal-combustion-0

More information:

In 2015, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit vacated a provision in the RICE NESHAP and
ICE NSPS that allowed some engines to operate as emergency engines for up to 100 hours per year for
emergency demand response. Since the court issued a mandate in 2016, engines used for emergency
demand response have needed to be in compliance with the emissions standards and other applicable
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requirements for non-emergency engines in the RICE NESHAP and ICE NSPS. This ministerial final rule
revises the RICE NESHAP and ICE NSPS to conform to the court’s decision.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 8/10/2022

Did you know most states are planning to have a “Community Navigator” program that will work with
environmental justice communities? Want to learn more about Community Navigators and how they
relate to our SBEAP or clients? Check out the recently recorded webinar that the EJ-NSC workgroup
hosted. Want to connect with you with your state’s Community Navigator? Find their contact information
at https://www.sba.gov/local-assistance/community-navigators.

Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 8/9/2022

EPA Announces Initial Availability of $11 Million for Technical Assistance Centers to Support
Underserved Communities

Up to $50 Million in Multi-Year Grants Available to Applicants Under Future Phases in Partnership with
Department of Energy

Contact: EPA Press Office (press@epa.gov)

WASHINGTON (August 5, 2022) — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
announced the availability of $11 million in initial grant funding to establish Environmental Justice (EJ)
Thriving Community Technical Assistance Centers across the nation. The EPA funding is available under
the first year of a partnership with the Department of Energy, with future phases of up to 10 multi-year
awards for a maximum potential program value of $50 million. The Centers will provide an
unprecedented level of support to help ensure that federal resources are equitably distributed and meet the
on-the-ground environmental justice challenges that communities have faced for generations.

“Thanks to President Biden’s leadership, EPA is making historic investments in our nation’s
infrastructure, making it all the more crucial to support the communities that need the most help accessing
this funding,” said EPA Administrator Michael S. Regan. “This grant funding will fill a critical gap to
support underserved communities disproportionately harmed by pollution and break down barriers to
federal resources.” The Centers will provide technical assistance, training, and capacity-building support
to communities with environmental justice concerns and their partners. They will also assist with
navigating federal systems such as Grants.gov and SAM.gov, effectively managing and leveraging grant
funding, and translation and interpretation services for limited English-speaking participants. The initial
$11 million in grant funding is being provided by EPA.

The support provided will focus on building community-centered collaborations through meaningful
engagement, guidance on accessing other forms of support and technical assistance across the federal
government, and assistance with writing grant proposals. This program will coordinate with and
complement the Department of Transportation’s Thriving Communities Initiative that provides technical
assistance and capacity building resources to improve and foster thriving communities through
transportation improvements.

This opportunity is available to public and private universities and colleges; public and private nonprofit
institutions/organizations; and collaborating tribal governments. Applications are due on October 4,
2022. Awards will be issued as cooperative agreements and EPA will be substantially involved in the
operation of the centers. For more information on this

opportunity: https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/environmental-justice-thriving-communities-
technical-assistance-centers For more information on other grant funding and technical
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assistance: https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/environmental-justice-grants-funding-and-
technical-assistance

Air Toxics Standards for Stationary Engines - Final Amendments to Address Court Vacatur
On August 4, 2022, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency issued a final rule that amends the Code
of Federal Regulations for two stationary engine rules. EPA does not expect any emissions changes as a
result of this final action. The final action codifies a court mandate that has been in place since 2016
related to the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Stationary
Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines (RICE) and the New Source Performance Standards (NSPS)
for Stationary Internal Combustion Engines (ICE). A pre-publication version of the notice and a fact sheet
are available at https://www.epa.gov/stationary-engines and on the websites for each rule at:
e https://www.epa.gov/stationary-engines/national-emission-standards-hazardous-air-pollutants-
reciprocating-internal-0
o https://www.epa.gov/stationary-engines/new-source-performance-standards-stationary-
compression-ignition-internal-0
o  https://www.epa.gov/stationary-engines/new-source-performance-standards-stationary-spark-
ignition-internal-combustion-0

More information:

In 2015, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit vacated a provision in the RICE NESHAP and
ICE NSPS that allowed some engines to operate as emergency engines for up to 100 hours per year for
emergency demand response. Since the court issued a mandate in 2016, engines used for emergency
demand response have needed to be in compliance with the emissions standards and other applicable
requirements for non-emergency engines in the RICE NESHAP and ICE NSPS. This ministerial final rule
revises the RICE NESHAP and ICE NSPS to conform to the court’s decision.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 8/3/2022

Today, the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced its plans to engage and inform
communities, states, Tribes, Territories, and stakeholders about up-to-date information on the risks posed
by air emissions of ethylene oxide (EtO) from commercial sterilizers, as well as EPA’s efforts to address
these risks. EPA is releasing new information on specific facilities (toward the bottom of the web page)
where lifetime risk levels are the highest to people who live nearby and is encouraging impacted
communities to participate in a series of public engagements to learn more. Later this year, EPA expects
to propose an air pollution regulation to protect public health by addressing EtO emissions at commercial
sterilizers.

EPA analysis indicates that the air near facilities does not exceed non-cancer, short-term health
benchmarks. However, the concern is that a lifetime of exposure to EtO emissions could lead to long-term
health impacts if some of these facilities continue to emit at the current levels. Long-term exposure to
high concentrations of EtO can increase the lifetime risk of getting cancer.

What we know about exposure to EtO, and the health risks it may pose, continues to evolve. We know
that there are proven, effective air pollution measures and controls available. Many companies already
have -- or are about to take -- the necessary steps to implement these measures and install these controls
to reduce risks. EPA is engaging with the commercial sterilizer industry to learn more about any steps
they are taking to install additional air pollution control systems.

EPA is taking action to reduce EtO emissions and risks in communities including:
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o Reviewing Clean Air Act regulations to further reduce EtO emissions from industrial
facilities, particularly rules to control air toxic emissions from commercial sterilizers and
facilities that manufacture chemicals.

o Working with environmental agencies at the Territory, state, Tribal, and local levels to
reduce EtO emissions.

o Expanding environmental reporting requirements for sterilization facilities.

o Reevaluating how EtO is used within sterilization facilities with the goal of reducing
risks to workers who handle EtO and those who are exposed in other ways. EPA will be
doing this reevaluation using the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act, or
FIFRA.

o Conducting research to better understand and measure EtO.

o Assessing compliance and pursuing enforcement as appropriate.

EPA is holding a national webinar on August 10™ at 8pm Eastern to provide additional information about
EtO, the risk assessment, commercial sterilizers, and to answer questions. You can register for this
webinar at https://www.epa.gov/hazardous-air-pollutants-ethylene-oxide/forms/ethylene-oxide-risk-
commercial-sterilizers#register. In addition, EPA will be holding community meetings in 2022. More
information about these meetings will also be available on EPA’s website.

Paula Hoag, EPA Office of Small Business Programs: 7/28/2022

EPA’s Asbestos and Small Business Ombudsman (ASBO) Program is pleased to announce and provide to
you the Final ASBO Monitoring and Reporting Strategy (attached). This strategy document has been in
development for over a year, with several rounds of review to gain Agency and stakeholder feedback,
which has helped guide my program’s decision making. The Strategy defines a framework in how ASBO
will carry out its statutory responsibilities to monitor and make periodic recommendations and reports.
Now that it has been finalized through EPA leadership concurrence, I look forward to focusing my
attention on future ombudsman reporting activities.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 7/26/2022

On Thursday, July 21%, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized amendments to the
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Industrial, Commercial, and
Institutional Boilers and Process Heaters. This final action addresses several issues identified by the D.C.
Circuit, and will protect air quality and public health by reducing emissions of hazardous air pollutants
(HAPs) such as formaldehyde, benzene, and polycyclic organic matter. The amendments will also result
in reductions in particulate matter, a surrogate for metallic HAP, by an estimated 586 tons per year and
sulfur dioxide by an estimated 1,141 tons per year. For a fact sheet and pre-publication version of this
final rulemaking, please visit: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/industrial-
commercial-and-institutional-boilers-and-process-0 Thanks in advance for sharing this with your
stakeholders.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 7/19/2022

MEANINGFUL ENGAGEMENT DISCUSSION U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards July 26, 2022 @ 1:00-3:00pm (EDT)
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EPA is interested in hearing from overburdened and underserved communities and other key
stakeholders about potential requirements for states to conduct meaningful engagement in developing
their state plans under Emissions Guidelines issued under section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act.

The Agency’s proposed Emission Guidelines for the Oil and Natural Gas Industry included a requirement
to meaningfully engage with communities during state plan development (beyond holding public
hearings). As we develop the supplemental proposal for the Emissions Guidelines for the Oil and Natural
Gas Industry, along with other section 111 (d)-related rules (e.g., power sector and subpart Ba
implementing regulations), EPA would like to hear more from communities and other key

stakeholders about potential meaningful engagement requirements.

The proposed meaningful engagement requirements for the oil and gas rule are on page 1584 of the
Federal Register notice of the rule (linked

here: https://www.federalregister.cov/documents/2021/11/15/2021-24202/standards-of-performance-
for-new-reconstructed-and-modified-sources-and-emissions-guidelines-for#p-1584)

On Tuesday, July 26, 2022 @ 1:00-3:00PM (EDT), EPA will host a roundtable to hear directly from
communities on Meaningful Engagement in Emissions Guidelines under Clean Air Act section 111(d).
During this roundtable, we have listed several questions (see below “Questions to Consider in
Advance” that we would like to discuss. We are looking forward

to your participation and encourage you to share this invitation with other community stakeholders.

QUESTONS TO CONSIDER IN ADVANCE

o During the development of state plans, please tell us how meaningful engagement between states
and community stakeholders should look.

o We’d like to understand how you interact with your state during development of state regulations.
Does your state reach out to community stakeholders to discuss regulations as they are being
developed? What do they do well? What concerns do you have?

e Do you consider it more effective to engage with all stakeholders at once or to engage with
different groups of stakeholders separately?

o  What types of community stakeholders should be engaging with states during regulation
development that may be inadvertently left out of the process?

o At what point in the regulatory process should engagement begin, and why?

e How do you hear about meaningful engagement opportunities? How would you like that to
change?

o  What are the barriers to participating in meaningful engagement during regulatory development,
and how could these barriers be addressed?

¢  What information or resources could EPA provide that would be helpful in facilitating
meaningful engagement?

e  What else should we know about requiring meaningful engagement?

Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 7/15/2022

NEWMOA held a successful Brownfield 2022 Summit in May involving about 300
participants. The goals of the Summit were to:

Share information about the financial incentives, liability protections, and
technical and other assistance available for brownfields development from
federal and state governments

Promote best practices and lessons learned across states
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Provide an opportunity to increase networking and information-sharing among
key stakeholders

NEWMOA partnered with the Technical Assistance to Brownfield Communities (TAB)
program at the University of Connecticut (UConn) and state and EPA partners to organize the
regional Summit. NEWMOA greatly appreciates all of the support from the Summit sponsors,
which were essential to making the event such a

success: https://www.newmoa.org/brownfields2022/sponsors_exhibitors.cfm

To view the presenters’ PowerPoint

slides: https://www.newmoa.org/brownfields2022/agenda.cfm (click on the session title and
scroll down to the documents, which are the presentations)

The Conference pictures are available to attendees through the WHOVA App.

NEWMOA held a successful Science of PFAS Conference in April involving over 500
participants. The goals of the Conference were:
Ensure that local, state, and federal action to address PFAS contamination is
informed by the most current and reliable science
Facilitate networking and information-sharing among key stakeholders on
PFAS topics
Identify important gaps in the science and policy to help inform future
research
NEWMOA partnered with the Northeast Interstate Water Pollution Control Commission
(NEIWPCC), the Northeast States for Coordinated Air Use Management (NESCAUM), the
Northeast Recycling Council (NERC), and others to organize this regional Conference.
NEWMOA greatly appreciates all of the support from the Summit sponsors and exhibitors,
which were essential to making the event such a
success: https://www.newmoa.org/pfasscienceconference/sponsors_exhibitors.html

To view the presenters’ PowerPoint
slides: https://www.newmoa.org/pfasscienceconference/agenda.cfm (click on the session title
and scroll down to the documents, which are the presentations)

The Conference pictures are available to attendees through the WHOVA App.

Welcome Summer Intern Armen Youssoufian

Armen Youssoufian joined NEWMOA s staff

this summer as an intern. He is a senior at Brandeis University majoring in Biology and minoring in
Health, Science, Society, and Policy. Armen will be helping with moving content from NEWMOA’s
current website to the new website and supporting other aspects of the new website. He will also be

helping with other projects as time allows.
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Solid Waste & Sustainable Materials Management

Recent Joint NEWMOA-NERC Webinars

Food Waste Reduction Strategies & Tools for Businesses & Institutions

There are many opportunities for commercial and institutional generators to reduce their food
waste. This free webinar featured information on available tools and strategies for these
generators. The presenters shared case studies highlighting effective approaches as well as
lessons they have learned. They highlighted available tools for measuring food waste
generation and tracking progress.

Visit: https://www.newmoa.org/events/event.cfm?m=525

Extended Producer Responsibility Strategies for Gas Cylinders

Extended producer responsibility (EPR) proposals for managing used gas cylinders have
emerged in the U.S. This free webinar covered the growing problem of discarded gas
cylinders, why EPR policies are a solution, the passage of an EPR for gas cylinders law in
Connecticut, the results of a recent report covering this topic by a major producer, and how the
EPR programs in Canada are working.

Visit: https://www.newmoa.org/events/event.cfm?m=530

Purchasing Standards for Low Carbon Concrete

This webinar was co-sponsored by the NEWMOA, NERC, and the West Coast Climate and
Materials Management Forum (WCMMF). Concrete is a critical building material. However,
the cement binder used in concrete is responsible for around eight percent of humanmade CO2
emissions. This free webinar explored low carbon concrete options and the growing number of
purchasing standards that state and local governments have developed to give preference for
these alternatives.

Visit: https://www.newmoa.org/events/event.cfm?m=529

Avoid Contamination in Food Waste Feedstock for Composting
The usefulness and value of finished compost depends on a feedstock that is free of
contaminants, such as plastic and non-degradable service ware and bags. Unfortunately, it is all
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too common to find these materials in food waste destined for composting. This webinar
addressed successful educational strategies and programs to avoid these contaminants.

Visit: https://www.newmoa.org/events/event.cfm?m=532

IMERC Launched a Modernized Mercury Products Database

NEWMOA’s IMERC Program recently launched a modernized and searchable IMERC
Mercury-Added Products Database, which presents information on the amount and purpose of
mercury in products: https://newmoa-ing.govonlinesaas.com/view/mercury-search. Users can
search the Database by company, product category, and/or mercury amount. Please review
the Database Caveats and Limitations to accurately interpret the search results.

Launching a New NEWMOA Website

NEWMOA will be launching a new NEWMOA .org website later this summer. The
modernized and completely updated website will be easier to navigate, have a modern and
clean user interface, be mobile ready, and meet higher standards for accessibility. Stay tuned
for the announcement later this summer.

NEWMOA Board of Directors

NEWMOA's Board of Directors met in June to discuss state and EPA waste, toxics, PFAS, and
pollution prevention challenges and NEWMOA's FY 2022 finances, projects, and strategic
priorities. The Board also joined formerly active NEWMOA members for a 35th anniversary
celebration for the organization. It was a beautiful night in the Graduate Hotel in downtown
Providence. Thank you to those of you that were able to join us.

NEWMOA’s FY 2022 Officers:
Mike Wimsatt, NH DES, Chair
Greg Cooper, Mass DEP, Vice Chair
Leo Hellested, RI DEM, Treasurer

NEWMOA welcomes three new Board members: Jennifer Perry, CT DEEP, Kathy Black, NH
DES, and Janine MacGregor, NJ DEP. Robert Isner, CT DEEP has recently retired. Robert
was a member of the Board for the past year following the retirement of Yvonne Bolton.
NEWMOA greatly appreciates all of Robert’s work on the Board and its Workgroups and
projects over many years. We will miss his insights, dedication, knowledge, compassion, and
kindness. All the best to Robert in his retirement.

Additional FY 2022 Board members:
Jennifer Perry, CT DEEP
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Graham Stevens, CT DEEP
Susanne Miller, ME DEP
Diane Baxter, Mass DEP
Tiffany Skogstrom, Mass OTA
Kathy Black, NH DES
Mike Hastry, NJ DEP
Janine MacGregor, NJ DEP
John Vana, NYSDEC
William Ottaway, NYSDEC
Ron Gagnon, RI DEM

Matt Chapman, VT DEC

FY 2022 Program Chairs:
Tom Killeen, NYSDEC - Hazardous Waste
Saskia van Bergen, WA Ecology - Interstate Chemicals Clearinghouse (I1C2)
Tom Metzner, CT DEEP - Interstate Mercury Education & Reduction
Clearinghouse (IMERC)
Kathy Black, NH DES - Pollution Prevention & Sustainability
Chris Nelson, CT DEEP - Solid Waste & Sustainable Materials Management
John Gilkeson, MN PCA — Toxics in Packaging Clearinghouse
Trish Coppolino - Waste Site Cleanup

news@NEWMOA

news@NEWMOA is designed to help our members and colleagues keep informed about the
Association's projects and activities. You are receiving this e-newsletter because you are a
member of a NEWMOA working group, committee, or program; invitee to NEWMOA events;
a colleague at EPA or a related organization; connected to the Association in some other way;
or have expressed interest in our work. news@NEWMOA contributors include Krishana
Abrahim-Petrie, Andy Bray, Terri Goldberg, Jennifer Griffith, Lois Makina, and Melissa
Lavoie.

If you have questions about the delivery of this e-newsletter, contact Lois
Makina, Imakina@newmoa.org.

Please share this newsletter with others in your agency or organization that might be
interested. We welcome your comments and suggestions.

NEWMOA is on Facebook

Follow us on NEWMOA'’s Facebook page! We are now using Facebook to post notices about
our events, new publications and information resources, projects, and members. We’d love to
hear your ideas for how to make our Facebook page engaging and helpful. Check it out by
searching for Northeast Waste Management Officials’ Association (NEWMOA).
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Www.newmoa.org

Leading the Northeast to a sustainable, waste-free future

NEWMOA is a non-profit, non-partisan, interstate association whose membership is composed
of the state environment agency programs that address pollution prevention, toxics use
reduction, sustainability, materials management, hazardous waste, solid waste, emergency
response, waste site cleanup, underground storage tanks, and related environmental
challenges in Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Rhode Island, and Vermont.

NEWMOA provides a strategic forum for effectively solving environmental problems through
collaborative regional initiatives that advance pollution prevention and sustainability, promote
safer alternatives to toxic materials in products, identify and assess emerging contaminants,
facilitate adaption to climate change, mitigate greenhouse gas sources, promote reuse and
recycling of wastes and diversion of organics, support proper management of hazardous and
solid wastes, and facilitate clean-up of contaminant releases to the environment.

NEWMOA is an equal opportunity employer and provider.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 7/14/2022

Today, The EPA released draft air emission models for dairy operations developed using data gathered
during the National Air Emissions Monitoring Study (NAEMS). The draft models estimate daily air
emissions of ammonia, hydrogen sulfide, and particle pollution from barns and lagoons on dairy farms.

The Agency continues to develop air emission models for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) from all
animal operations. After the draft emission models for all animal sectors are complete, EPA will review
and revise all models before releasing the entire set of models for stakeholder review. Once finalized, the
emission models will be used by animal feeding operations (AFOs) participating in a voluntary consent
agreement known as the Air Compliance Agreement to determine applicability of certain Clean Air Act
permitting requirements. Today’s action and other background information are available

at: https://www.epa.gov/afos-air/national-air-emissions-monitoring-study.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 7/13/2022

At Annual Training we heard about the new “Community Navigator” program that was created as one of
the Biden-Harris Administration commitment to small business and serving underserved populations.
Each state has received funding to support this program, mainly run as an arm of the SBA or SBDC. As
SBEAPs we have many connections with the mission to serve underserved small business community.
The EJ workgroup just heard from a NH community navigator and she encourages state SBEAPs to reach
out and get connected with the local programs. Read more at https://www.sba.gov/local-
assistance/community-navigators.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 6/10/2022

***SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting*** FRIDAY, June 17, 2022, 11 a.m. — 12:00 p.m.
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The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
virtually to discuss the following topic, beginning at 11 a.m. on Friday, June 17, 2022. 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
11:00 AM - 11:10 AM Introductions
Tabby Zeb, SBA Office of Advocacy
11:10 AM - 12:00 PM EPA’s Proposed Reporting and Recordkeeping Requirements for

Asbestos Under the Toxic Substances Control Act
Daniel Ruedy, 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 Issue for Discussion June 17, 2022

EPA’s Proposed Reporting and Recordkeeping Requirements for Asbestos Under the Toxic
Substances Control Act

On May 6, 2022, EPA published proposed reporting and recordkeeping requirements for asbestos under
the Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA). The proposed rule is a one-time reporting obligation for
certain manufacturers and processors of asbestos including manufacturers and processors of articles
containing asbestos or asbestos that is a component of a mixture. The data elements for reporting include
the quantity manufactured or processed per asbestos type and use, and employee exposure information.

Although TSCA Section 8(a) provides an exemption for small manufacturers (including importers) or
processors, EPA is imposing these requirements on all small businesses for all forms of asbestos, except
for Libby Amphibole. EPA explains it can do so under TSCA because these forms of asbestos are subject
to an existing TSCA rulemaking. As a result, only small manufacturers and small processors of Libby
Amphibole are exempt from reporting. While EPA is using its existing definition for small manufacturer,
the agency is proposing to establish a definition of small processors in this rulemaking. EPA is
consulting with SBA on the new definition, as required by statute. The public comment deadline is July
5,2022.

Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 6/9/2022

Dan forwarded this on to me as something that might be of interest to the NSBEAP. If you are
interested in being on this subcommittee, the information for nomination is below. Also, if there are
particular transportation related groups that you are connected with, please pass this along to them
as well.
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EPA is seeking nominations from representatives of nonfederal interests to serve on the Mobile Sources
Technical Review Subcommittee (MSTRS) of the Clean Air Act Advisory Committee (CAAAC).
Interests include, but are not limited to:

¢ Community and/or environmental and/or mobility justice
¢ State, tribal, and local government

¢ Environmental advocacy groups

o Future transportation options and shared mobility

o Transportation and supply chain shippers

¢ Marine and inland port interests

¢ Mobile source emission modeling

EPA values and welcomes opportunities to increase diversity, equity, inclusion, and accessibility on its
Federal Advisory Committees. In an effort to obtain nominations of diverse candidates, EPA encourages
nominations of people from all racial and ethnic groups. MSTRS members are appointed by the EPA
Administrator for three-year terms with the possibility of reappointment to a second term. Through its
expert members from diverse stakeholder groups and from its various workgroups, the subcommittee
reviews and addresses a wide range of developments, issues and research areas such as emissions
modeling, emission standards and standard setting, air toxics, innovative and incentive-based
transportation policies, onboard diagnostics, heavy-duty engines, diesel retrofit, and fuel quality.

The MSTRS, a federal advisory committee chartered under the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
provides the CAAAC with independent advice, counsel, and recommendations on the scientific and
technical aspects of programs related to mobile source air pollution and its control. The subcommittee’s
website is at https://www.epa.gov/caaac/mobile-sources-technical-review-subcommittee-mstrs-caaac.

For more information on how to submit a nomination, please see the Federal Register Notice announcing
the request for nominations. Nominations must be received by July 11, 2022. If you have any questions,
please contact: Julia Burch, Designated Federal Officer; email: burch.julia@epa.gov.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 6/7/2022

We have updated our annual report on air quality trends. This year’s report, covering trends information
through 2021, includes monitored air measurements of criteria air pollutants and toxic air pollutants,
emission estimates, and visibility. This data update is available in an interactive Web application that
allows the user to dig into the data points comprising the trends. The report is available

at: www.epa.gov/air-trends.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 6/7/2022

OAQPS Small Business Assistance Program now has an email listserv. Details about our listserv can be
found in the attached flyer and a FAQ sheet. It will explain what this listserv offers and what you can
expect should you join. We encourage all small businesses and stakeholders to subscribe to our listserv to
stay abreast of upcoming events and other updates coming out of OAQPS on air-related regulations with
potential small business matters. Please feel free to contact me should you have any questions. Thank you
in advance for sharing with your stakeholders.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 6/3/2022

Here are a couple of actions that were signed late Wednesday, June 1, 2022.
SIGNED: Proposed Rule for Surface Coating of Plastic Parts for Business Machines NSPS Review


http://www.epa.gov/caaac/mobile-sources-technical-review-subcommittee-mstrs-caaac
mailto:burch.julia@epa.gov
http://www.epa.gov/air-trends

On late Wednesday, the Administrator signed proposed amendments to the Surface Coating of Plastic
Parts for Business Machines New Source Performance Standards (NSPS). EPA determined that there are
emission reduction techniques used in practice that achieve greater emission reductions than those
required by NSPS subpart TTT for surface coating operations. Accordingly, EPA is proposing emission
limits for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) under a new subpart TTTa for affected facilities that
commence construction, reconstruction, or modification after the date of publication of this proposal in
the Federal Register. EPA is not, however, expecting any new, modified, or reconstructed facilities to
perform surface coating of plastic parts for business machines over the next 8 years. EPA is also
proposing minor changes that are not expected to yield any reductions in emissions but will update and
clarify the NSPS. Interested parties can download a copy of the proposed rule and fact sheet from EPA's
website at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/surface-coating-plastic-parts-business-
machines-industrial-surface.

SIGNED: Miscellaneous Coatings Manufacturing Proposed Rule for the NESHAP Technology
Review On late Wednesday, the Administrator signed proposed amendments to address a gap in the
recently finalized Miscellaneous Coating Manufacturing (MCM) National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP). The NESHAP was promulgated in 2003 and amended in 2006, and
the required residual risk and technology review (RTR) was finalized in 2020. After promulgation of the
final rule, EPA agreed to propose additional standards under a court-ordered deadline to address
unregulated emissions from the MCM source category by February 16, 2023. The proposed amendments
address standards for emission sources of inorganic hazardous air pollutants (HAP) which were identified
as a gap in the current standards. Interested parties can download a copy of the proposed rule and fact
sheet from EPA's website at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/miscellaneous-coating-
manufacturing-national-emission-standards.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 6/2/2022

SIGNED: Proposed Amendments to Air Toxics Standards for Bulk Gasoline Terminals

Last night the Administrator signed proposed amendments to the National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP): Gasoline Distribution major source and area source rules, and
proposed New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for Bulk Gasoline Terminals. The Agency
identified cost-effective developments in practices, processes or control technologies for storage tanks,
loading operations, and equipment, and best system of emission reduction for loading operations and
equipment leaks that would further reduce emissions of hazardous air pollutants and volatile organic
compounds.

EPA is also proposing revisions related to emissions during periods of startup, shutdown, and
malfunction; adding monitoring and operating provisions for control devices; and making other minor
technical improvements. This proposal also includes electronic reporting of notification of compliance
status reports and performance test results and reports. The NESHAP amendments are being proposed to
go into effect upon an affected source’s initial startup or within three years from promulgation, whichever
is later. The NSPS is being proposed to go into effect upon startup of the new, reconstructed, or modified
facility or publication of the final rule, whichever is later. Interested parties can download a copy of the
proposed rule and fact sheet from EPA's website at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-
pollution/gasoline-distribution-mact-and-gact-national-emission-standards.

Posted: Final Policy Assessment for PM NAAQS Reconsideration

The final Policy Assessment (PA) for the Reconsideration of the 2020 final decision on the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for Particulate Matter (PM) was posted to the EPA’s website
this morning.
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The PA presents a staff analysis of the scientific evidence and technical information, along with
conclusions regarding the 24-hour and annual primary PM, s standards, the primary 24-hour

PM standard, and the secondary 24-hour and annual PM; s and 24-hour PM, standard for consideration
by the Administrator prior to rulemaking. The final PA reflects consideration of the advice and comments
from the chartered Clean Air Scientific Advisory Committee (CASAC), as well as public comments, on
the draft PA released in October 2021. The PA document is available on the EPA’s website

at https://www.epa.gov/naaqgs/particulate-matter-pm-standards-policy-assessments-current-review-0.
Thanks in advance for sharing this information with your stakeholders.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/27/2022

EPA Tools & Resources Webinar
Understanding Environmental Justice through two EPA tools: EJSCREEN and EnviroAtlas
Wednesday, June 15, 2022 at 3-4 PM ET

Environmental justice (EJ) is the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of
race, color, national origin or income with respect to the development, implementation and enforcement
of environmental laws, regulations and policies. It’s vital that as a society we fix the problems created by
decades of environmental injustice. Understanding patterns of how different sectors of the population are
impacted inequitably by environmental issues is a necessary step towards a solution. This webinar will
examine two of the tools EPA has developed to help users understand and address EJ—EJScreen and
EnviroAtlas. EJScreen is an EJ mapping and screening tool that provides a nationally consistent dataset
and approach for combining environmental and demographic indicators. EnviroAtlas is a data-rich, web-
based decision support tool that combines maps, analysis tools, downloadable data, and informational
resources. EJScreen and EnviroAtlas can be used together, and we will demonstrate how to use EJScreen
data in EnviroAtlas and vice versa, with a focus on EJ issues.

Register for the EPA Tools & Resources Webinar: Understanding Environmental Justice through 2
EPA tools - EJSCREEN and EnviroAtlas.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/12/2022

***SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting*** THURSDAY, May 26, 2022, 10 a.m. — 11:00 a.m.
The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
virtually to discuss the following topic, beginning at 10 a.m. on Thursday, May 26, 2022. 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 —-10:10 AM Introductions & Update on Chemicals Designated as High Priority
under TSCA
Tabby Zeb, SBA Office of Advocacy

10:10 AM - 11:00 AM EPA’s Proposed Regulation for Chrysotile Asbestos Under Section
6(a) of the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA)
Peter Gimlin, 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


https://www.epa.gov/naaqs/particulate-matter-pm-standards-policy-assessments-current-review-0
https://www.epa.gov/ejscreen
https://www.epa.gov/enviroatlas
https://usepa.zoomgov.com/webinar/register/WN_YOOvmEutQR21H7Z5QEZxmA
https://usepa.zoomgov.com/webinar/register/WN_YOOvmEutQR21H7Z5QEZxmA
mailto:tayyaba.zeb@sba.gov

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 Issue for Discussion May 26, 2022
EPA’s Proposed Regulation for Chrysotile Asbestos Under Section 6(a) of the Toxic Substances
Control Act (TSCA)

On April 12, 2022, EPA published a proposed rule to ban ongoing uses of chrysotile asbestos based on its
unreasonable risk determination under the Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA). In the 2020 final risk
evaluation for chrysotile asbestos, EPA determined that there is unreasonable risk to workers, consumers,
and/or bystanders. TSCA requires that EPA address the unreasonable risks by rule and to apply
requirements to the extent necessary so that chrysotile asbestos no longer presents such risks.

To address the identified risks, EPA is proposing to prohibit manufacture (including import), processing,
distribution in commerce and commercial use of chrysotile asbestos for chrysotile asbestos diaphragms
for use in the chlor-alkali industry, chrysotile asbestos-containing sheet gaskets used in chemical
production, chrysotile asbestos-containing brake blocks used in the oil industry, aftermarket automotive
chrysotile asbestos-containing brakes/linings, other chrysotile asbestos-containing vehicle friction
products, and other chrysotile asbestos-containing gaskets. The agency is also proposing to prohibit
manufacture (including import), processing, and distribution in commerce of aftermarket automotive
chrysotile asbestos-containing brakes/linings for consumer use, and other chrysotile asbestos-containing
gaskets for consumer use. In addition, EPA is proposing disposal and recordkeeping requirements for
these conditions of use

EPA certifies that the proposed rule will not have a significant economic impact on a substantial number
of small entities under the Regulatory Flexibility Act based on fifteen potentially impacted small entities.
However, most of the analysis is based on the impacts to twelve small businesses supplying aftermarket
automotive brakes. For the other three small business, two manufacturers of sheet gasket manufacturing
for chemical production and oilfield brake block importers, the agency did not have information to
determine the cost impacts. The agency is requesting comments to address this gap. In addition, the
agency is also seeking information on other potentially affected small businesses including sheet gasket
end uses, oilfield brake block end users, other gasket, vehicle friction products, and other uses not
currently identified. The public comment deadline is June 13, 2022.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 5/12/2022

EPA is extending the comment period on the proposed Good Neighbor Plan for the 2015 ozone NAAQS
to June 21, 2022. We have updated our website with a prepublication version of the FRN announcing the
extension: https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2022-05/EPA-HQ-OAR-2021-0668%20-
%20Extension%200f%20Comment%20Period Prepublication.pdf. The notice is scheduled to publish on
5/12 in the Federal Register.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 5/3/2022

Dear ECOS members, State and Tribal air directors, and local air agencies — On May 5 and May 12, the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency will be holding a two-part meeting to discuss updated risk
information for ethylene oxide (EtO). The first virtual meeting, taking place on May 5 from 1-3PM ET,
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will talk at a high level about EPA’s updated risk assessment results, actions for reducing risk, and
planned outreach in the coming months. The second virtual session, taking place on May 12 from 1-3PM
ET and designed for technical staff, will cover technical details related to the facility emissions estimates
and risk modeling. Each of these meetings will cover separate material. Another Eventbrite link will be
available soon to register for the May 12 meeting. These discussions will focus explicitly on issues related
to regulatory process and planning and are therefore only intended for state, Tribal, and local
regulators.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 5/3/2022

Here are a few OAQPS actions since Wednesday, April 27"

Mitigation Plans Under the Exceptional Events Rule

Late Wednesday, April 27, EPA notified the Governors of California, Nevada, New Mexico and
Wyoming that under the 2016 Exceptional Events Rule they will need to develop plans — known as
mitigation plans - for certain areas within their states. These areas are experiencing recurring events that
impact air quality. EPA is also issuing a Notice of Availability (NOA) making the public aware of this
notification. The states will have two years to complete and submit these plans to EPA. EPA ensures
these plans are complete and that the submitting air agency followed the public comment process. If EPA
deems the mitigation plans to be complete, air agencies, can submit future demonstrations for the area for
the same event type and National Ambient Air Quality Standard combination. Learn more about this
action https://www.epa.gov/air-quality-analysis/treatment-air-quality-data-influenced-exceptional-events-
homepage-exceptional.

Draft Ozone Policy Assessment

On Thursday, April 28, EPA is made available to the public a draft document titled, Policy Assessment
for the Reconsideration of the Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standards, External Review

Draft (Draft PA). This draft document was prepared as a part of the current reconsideration of the 2020
final decision on the ozone (O3) national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS). This Draft PA
concludes that the scientific and quantitative information does not call into question the adequacy of the
current O; standards and thus, supports consideration of retaining the current standards, without revision.
The Draft PA is available at https://www.epa.gov/naaqs/ozone-o03-air-quality-standards, under “Policy
Assessments” for the current review. The public has 30 days to offer comments on the Draft PA.

SIGNED: Final Air Toxics Standards for Mercury Cell Chlor-Alkali Plants

On Friday, the Administrator signed final amendments to the 2003 National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) Mercury Cell Chlor-Alkali Plants Residual Risk and Technology
Review. These final amendments will prohibit mercury emissions from existing mercury cell chlor-alkali
plants after May 2025. In the interim, EPA has finalized work practice standards and instrumental
monitoring of mercury from cell rooms to minimize fugitive mercury emissions before the mercury
prohibition takes effect. Since mercury emissions will ultimately be eliminated as a result of the final rule
standards, any adverse health or environmental effects from mercury emissions from the source category
will also be eliminated.

EPA is also finalizing work practice standards to minimize fugitive chlorine emissions from mercury cell
chlor-alkali plants, revisions related to emissions during periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction
(SSM), and amendments to correct a few minor errors in compliance provisions in the 2003 rule. EPA
evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the NESHAP and determined that risks from the
Mercury Cell Chlor-Alkali Plants source category are acceptable and that they provide an ample margin
of safety to protect public health and the environment. Interested parties can download a copy of the final
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rule notice and a copy of the fact sheet from EPA's website at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-
air-pollution/mercury-cell-chloralkali-plants-national-emissions-standards.

Proposed Amendments to the New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for Electric Arc
Furnaces (EAF) and Argon-Oxygen Decarburization Vessels

EPA is proposing several technology improvements to the NSPS, including a new subpart, AAb, that
would apply to facilities that are new, modified, or reconstructed after proposal. The EAF source category
includes any facility that uses an EAF to make steel and that may also use argon-oxygen decarburization
(AOD) vessels. Interested parties can download a copy of the proposed rule notice and fact sheet from
EPA's website at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/electric-arc-furnaces-eafs-and-
argon-oxygen-decarburization-vessels

Proposed Amendments to the New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) for Automobile and
Light Duty Truck (ALDT) Surface Coating Operations

The ALDT surface coating source category includes three primary surface coating operations at
automobile and light-duty truck assembly plants: the prime coat, guide coat, and topcoat operations. EPA
is proposing improvements to the current NSPS subpart (40 CFR 60, subpart MM) and to a new NSPS
subpart (40 CFR 60, subpart MMa). The current NSPS subpart applies to sources that were new,
modified, and reconstructed after October 5, 1979, and before or on the Federal Register publication date
of this proposed action. The proposed NSPS subpart MMa would apply to sources that are new, modified,
and reconstructed after the Federal Register publication date of this proposed action. Interested parties
can download a copy of the proposed rule notice and fact sheet from EPA's website

at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/automobile-and-light-duty-truck-surface-coating-

operations-new.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 5/2/2022

*** SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting *** FRIDAY, May 6, 2022, 10 a.m. —11:30 a.m. EDT
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, May 6, 2022. The meeting will
be held using the Microsoft Teams platform. Send your RSVP to david.rostker@sba.gov. A meeting link
will be provided to you when you RSVP. Agenda

10:00 AM - 10:20 AM National Coordinating Entity for Sustainable Chemistry
Melanie Buser, White House Olffice of Science and Technology Policy

10:20 AM —-10:40 AM The Role of Federal Research, Policy and Engagement in Third
Party Standards and Certifications
Kathryn Beers, National Institute of Standards and Technology

10:40 AM - 11:30 AM Discussion
Dave Rostker, SBA Office of Advocacy

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
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the attendees.

Small Business Environmental Roundtable Issues for Discussion May 6, 2022
Sustainable Chemistry in the United States and the Role of the Federal Government

The National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2021 tasked the White House Office of Science
and Technology Policy (OSTP) with convening an interagency entity to coordinate Federal programs and
activities in support of sustainable chemistry. This group will develop a strategic plan for sustainable
chemistry, which would include a framework of attributes and metrics to characterize sustainable
chemistry, an assessment of the state of sustainable chemistry in the United States, identification of
federal regulatory barriers to and opportunities for federal agencies facilitating sustainable chemistry, and
more.

As part of this group’s outreach, OSTP has published a Request for Information (RFI) in the Federal
Register. In support of this RFI, Advocacy is convening this small business roundtable to discuss the role
of small business in sustainable chemistry and the small business perspectives on the questions in the RFI.
There will be a presentation on the mission of the working group and on the RFI, followed by a
presentation on the role of third-party standards in sustainable chemistry, and then an open discussion on
the questions raised in the RFI.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 4/22/2022

Last night the Administrator signed a proposed revision to add trans-1,1,1,4,4,4-hexafluorobut-2-ene
(also known as HFO-1336mzz-E; CAS RN 66711-86-2) to the list of compounds excluded from the
regulatory definition of volatile organic compound (VOC) because it makes a negligible contribution to
ground-level ozone formation. HFO-1336mzz(E) may be used in a variety of applications in foam
expansion or blowing agents where it has significant performance and energy-saving advantages. It can
serve as a replacement for several compounds with higher global warming potential. It also has a lower
stratospheric ozone depletion potential than other alternatives, and based on the available toxicity data, it
is less harmful compared with other chemicals used for the same purpose. EPA will accept comment on
this proposal for 60 days after publication in the Federal Register. For more information and a
prepublication version of the proposed revision, visit: https://www.epa.gov/ground-level-ozone-
pollution/revision-regulatory-definition-volatile-organic-compounds

Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/21/2022

U.S. EPA Proposed Amendments to Air Toxics Standards for Wood Preserving Area Sources (Comment
Deadline: 4/21/22)

The deadline to comment on U.S. EPA’s proposed results of the technical review of the 2007 National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Wood Preserving Area Sources April
21, 2022. Following a technology review, EPA is proposing to find that there have been no cost-effective
developments that would further reduce air toxics since the original NESHAP was promulgated. As part
of this package, EPA is also proposing technical corrections to the Surface Coating of Wood Building
Products NESHAP (Subpart QQQQ) to address an outdated OSHA reference in the rule. More
information is available here, including a fact sheet.

Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/18/2022
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This is why we need to focus on autobody outreach. 93% have less than 100 employees. Shops can
determine their compliance options with 6H by completing the Reg Nav Tool at:
https://regnav.app.cloud.gov/6h/6HExemptionStorylineoutput/story html5.html

Paula Hoag, EPA Office of Small Business Programs: 4/11/2022

Following Clean Air Act requirements, EPA is proposing determinations for whether certain areas have
met the 2008 or 2015 National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for ground-level ozone. Our
proposals cover determinations regarding the air quality progress of seven nonattainment areas classified
as “Serious” for the 2008 ozone NAAQS, and determinations for 31 nonattainment areas classified as
“Marginal” for the 2015 ozone NAAQS. For areas not meeting the ozone standards, today’s proposals
outline new timeframes and next steps for states to take to improve air quality. These proposals are based
on a scientific evaluation of certified, publicly-available air quality monitoring data for the years 2018 —
2020. We expect these actions to publish in the Federal Register on Wednesday this week and will accept
comment on both proposed actions for 60 days after publication. EPA plans to hold a virtual public
hearing for both proposals 25 days after publication. Tomorrow, April 12", we will post on EPA’s
website pre-publications versions of the proposals and summary fact sheets

at: https://www.epa.gov/ground-level-ozone-pollution/2008-0zone-national-ambient-air-quality-
standards-naags-nonattainment and https://www.epa.gov/ground-level-ozone-pollution/proposed-
determinations-attainment-attainment-date-extensions-0.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 4/12/2022

On April 8, 2022, EPA proposed routine corrections and updates to some of its emissions measurement
methods that are included in various stationary source regulations and used at stationary and industrial
sources. EPA takes this routine step every few years to improve consistency in measurement methods and
data quality. The proposed revisions consist primarily of corrections of typographical and technical errors,
updates to procedures, and the addition of alternative methods that the Agency has deemed acceptable to
use. A pre-publication copy of the proposed rule and a fact sheet are available

at https://www.epa.gov/emc/emc-recent-additions
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Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 4/8/2022

Revision to EPA’s Third Party Certifier Corrective Action List

EPA is increasing the integrity of its review of all test reports for new woodstove certification
applications to ensure that they are compliant before they go on the market. As part of this effort, EPA
revised its Wood Heater Test Report Corrective Action List. Third Party Certifiers use this checklist to
aid their review of EPA Approved Test Lab certification test reports. Revising the checklist is one of
many steps that EPA is taking to address serious and systematic problems in the Third-Party Certification
process. The revised checklist is available at https://www.epa.gov/burnwise/epa-approved-test-labs-and-
third-party-certifiers-residential-wood-heaters.

Nancy Larson KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/7/2022

FYI - may impact small businesses that manufacture or repair heavy duty engines.

**%* SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting ***FRIDAY, April 8, 2022, 10 a.m. —11:30 a.m. EDT
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, April 8, 2022. The meeting will
be held using the Microsoft Teams platform.Agenda
10:00 AM - 11:30 AM EPA Efforts to Reduce Emissions from Heavy-Duty Vehicles and
Engines
Brian Nelson, Office of Transportation and Air Quality, 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 April 8, 2022

EPA Efforts to Reduce Emissions from Heavy-Duty Vehicles and Engines

On August 5, 2021, EPA announced the Clean Trucks Plan, a series of rulemakings to reduce greenhouse
gas (GHG) emissions and other air pollutants from heavy-duty vehicles, including long-haul tractors,
buses, commercial delivery trucks, and many other types of trucks. EPA has also announced plans for
stricter emission standards for medium-duty commercial vehicles.

The first proposed rulemaking, signed on March 3, 2022, would apply to heavy-duty vehicles starting in
model year 2027and set new standards for criteria pollutants for the entire sector as well as targeted
updates to the existing GHG emissions standards.

EPA will present on this proposed rule and give an update on the upcoming GHG emissions rulemakings.
There will be an opportunity for questions about the proposed rule and a discussion of the likely impacts

of the three rulemakings on small businesses.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 4/6/2022

Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced it is inviting qualified small
businesses, governments, and not-for-profit organizations to participate as Small Entity Representatives
(SERs) for a Small Business Advocacy Review (SBAR) Panel. This Panel will focus on the agency’s
development of proposed revisions to the existing Air Emissions Reporting Requirements (AERR) rule
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that was last revised and published on February 19, 2015 (80 FR 8787). The proposal may add reporting
requirements to gather data about hazardous air pollutants, emissions rate test results from facilities,
emissions from facilities in Indian Country that are not currently reporting emissions data, and emissions
from small electricity generating units used intermittently, such as to meet demand on high electricity
usage days. You can read the full news release here: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-seeks-input-
revision-air-emissions-reporting-requirements-rule

R Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 4/22/2022

Wanted to send out a general request based on this email from Rhonda at OAPQS. As noted, this
is a potentially broad proposal and may have more impact on states rather than small businesses.
However, it could also have a direct impact on small businesses, hence the calling for a Small
Business Advocacy Review panel (SBAR). In talking with some of the leads for this SBAR, I did
nominate for the panel but because an SBEAP doesn’t fit the true definition of a SER, if they do
let me in it would be setting a precedent. However, there is a second option that would allow
SBEAPs to be involved, but without setting a precedent. And that is as a SER Helper. What this
means is a third party group that acts as an advisor to a SER and receives all the same information
and can guide a SER in comments, but is not necessarily making comments directly.

Overall, one of the goals is to try and get better information to EPA to develop better emission
factors and have better data to work off of. Industry groups that already may have specific
requirements in relation to source testing such as RICE would not be impacted as they already
have requirements. This would be for all those that don’t have specific rule requirements or the
emission factors are dated. How many times have we looked at AP-42 and the factor hasn’t been
updated in 15 years? Or we’re looking for a factor that doesn’t occur in AP-42 or WebFIRE?

To this end, I request that each state that has a CAP reach out to them, especially the panel
members representing businesses and share this information with them. If one or some of them
would like to take part in the SBAR for this rule, it could add to the groups looking at the rule as
well as could be a way for us as SBEAPs to act as a third party SER helper. If someone is
interested, but hesitant, let them know that [ would be available to act as a SER helper to them at
a minimum, which may take some of the concern and pressure off of them. This rule is overall
not expected to be as contentious as say the Oil and Gas Methane Reduction rule, but it may have
some wide reaching potential.

Jenifer Dixon, MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/31/2022

Save the Dates!

EPA’s Office of Grants and Debarment is pleased to announce the launch of a new webinar series. The
webinar series, which will take place over three weeks starting in April, is intended for grant applicants
and recipients. Participants will hear from EPA staff about key aspects of the grants process and have the
opportunity to submit questions.

Competition Process
Learn how to find and successfully apply for EPA grants.

Developing a Budget
Learn how to develop budgets and budget narratives in this instructor-led version of EPA’s Developing a
Budget online training course

Financial Management
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Hear from EPA’s Research Triangle Park Finance Center about grant financial management, including
how to successfully enroll in the Automated Standard Application for Payments (ASAP) system, properly
draw down and account for funds, make adjustments in ASAP, submit financial reports, and financially
close out a grant.

Details about how to register for the webinar series will be coming soon, so keep an eye on your inbox
and save the dates.

01 02 03
Competition Developing Financial
Process a Budget Management
April 28 May 05 May 10
2-3pm ET 2-3pm ET 2-3:30pm ET

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 3/29/2022

Yesterday, the Administrator proposed to remove the “emergency” aftirmative defense provisions from
Clean Air Act (CAA) operating permit program regulations. These provisions allow sources to avoid
liability in enforcement proceedings by demonstrating that violations of certain emission limitations in a
title V permit were caused by an “emergency” situation. These title V affirmative defense provisions are
inconsistent with EPA’s interpretation of the Clean Air Act’s enforcement structure, following the D.C.
Circuit’s 2014 NRDC v. EPA decision. This proposal would replace EPA’s 2016 proposed rule regarding
the same provisions. EPA will accept public comment on this proposal for 30 days after it is published in
the Federal Register. For additional information, visit https://www.epa.gov/title-v-operating-
permits/current-regulations-and-regulatory-actions .
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Jenifer Dixon, MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/25/2022

Draft Michigan Environmental Justice Screening Tool (MiEJScreen) - Now open for comments
through May 16

The Michigan Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy (EGLE) has opened a 60-day public
comment period on a newly developed draft interactive mapping tool to help identify Michigan
communities disproportionately impacted by environmental hazards.

The draft Michigan Environmental Justice Mapping and Screening Tool (MiEJScreen) allows users
to explore environmental, health, and socio-economic indicators. These indicators are guides to help
identify where populations are more vulnerable, what challenges communities face, and provide data to
move toward environmental equity. The creation of the tool was a cooperative effort with EGLE's Office
of the Environmental Justice Public Advocate, and the Michigan Interagency Environmental Justice
Response Team.

WHERE CAN I LEARN MORE?
In the next 60 days, EGLE will offer several opportunities to learn about how to use the tool
during informational sessions, office hours, and an opportunity to provide official
comments. The first of these is a webinar focusing on how to navigate and use the tool.

Register to attend the MiEJScreen Informational Webinar and Screening Tool
Demonstration on March 29, 2022. There will be an afternoon and evening session.
* Attend the 1:00 pm to 2:30 pm Session
* Attend the 6:00 pm to 7:30 pm Session

Attend Office Hours to ask question on how to use the tool on April 13, 2022 and May 2, 2022.
No need to register just join at the links below.

» Attend on April 13,2022 from 12:00 pm to 1:00 pm

* Attend on May 2, 2022 from 12:00 pm to 1:00 pm

Register to attend the MiEJScreen Informational Webinar and Public Comment Session on April 27,
2022. There will be an afternoon and evening session.

* Attend the 1:00 pm to 2:30 pm Session

* Attend the 6:00 pm to 7:30 pm Session

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/25/2022

*** SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting *** FRIDAY, April 8, 2022, 10 a.m. —11:30 a.m. EDT
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, April 8, 2022. The meeting will
be held using the Microsoft Teams platform. Send your RSVP to david.rostker@sba.gov. A meeting link
will be provided to you when you RSVP. Agenda

10:00 AM - 11:30 AM EPA Efforts to Reduce Emissions from Heavy-Duty Vehicles and

Engines
Brian Nelson, Office of Transportation and Air Quality, 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
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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 April 8, 2022

EPA Efforts to Reduce Emissions from Heavy-Duty Vehicles and Engines

On August 5, 2021, EPA announced the Clean Trucks Plan, a series of rulemakings to reduce greenhouse
gas (GHG) emissions and other air pollutants from heavy-duty vehicles, including long-haul tractors,
buses, commercial delivery trucks, and many other types of trucks. EPA has also announced plans for
stricter emission standards for medium-duty commercial vehicles.

The first proposed rulemaking, signed on March 3, 2022, would apply to heavy-duty vehicles starting in
model year 2027and set new standards for criteria pollutants for the entire sector as well as targeted
updates to the existing GHG emissions standards.

EPA will present on this proposed rule and give an update on the upcoming GHG emissions rulemakings.

There will be an opportunity for questions about the proposed rule and a discussion of the likely impacts
of the three rulemakings on small businesses.

Paula Hoag, EPA Office of Small Business Programs: 3/24/2022

In EPA’s SmallBiz@EPA March 2022 Bulletin, the Asbestos and Small Business Ombudsman’s (ASBO)
Program announced the newly developed Resource List for Small Entity Compliance Assistance, now
available on the ASBO website. This newly developed webpage shares information about compliance
assistance resources available to small entities who must comply with environmental regulations. Special
thanks to the recently retired Catherine Tunis for her hard work and expertise in compiling this
information while on detail with the ASBO Program.

Additionally, ASBO has recently included general guidance information on our SmallBiz@EPA Bulletin
webpage for submitting news worthy content for inclusion into an upcoming SmallBiz@FEPA publication.
We greatly appreciate your program’s news and updates! Read below for specific submission instructions.

Promote your news and events in EPA's SmallBiz@EPA Bulletin:

Do you have a story, upcoming event, resource, or information that may be beneficial to the small

business community?

1. Email asbo@epa.gov with your brief submission

2. Include a suggested title at the top, along with a contact name, email or phone number and a
web link for more information at the bottom

3. Be sure that your content has already been vetted/approved and is live on your organization’s
website. Federal or state government content is preferred and often required.

4. Submit your content by the 1* of the month to be included in that month’s Bulletin, which
goes out @ the 15™ of each month

John Podolinksy, MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/23/2022

This msg is from one of my partners, MMEC, on how lowa’s manufacturing assistance program works.
Consider contacting your state’s manufacturing extension office... https://www.nist.gov/mep/mep-
national-network My program just finished a project working with a number of food and beverage
companies across MT and MMEC on source reduction assistance battling waste. Here is lowa’s
automation grant program that is based on the lowa Strategic Plan for

Manufacturing: https://www.iowamfg.com/technology-investment-program/ [iowamfg.com] Here is
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lowa’s Strategic Plan for Manufacturing: https://www.iowamfg.com/iowa-manufacturing/ [iowamfg.com]
North Dakota used to have automation grants for manufacturers and I was just informed that Utah’s
Legislature just funded $750k in automation grants for manufacturers based on the Strategic Plan from
Iowa. Montana needs to do something like this.

Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/23/2022

These two upcoming EPA Small Business Innovation Research webinars feature researchers sharing
innovative Reuse, Recycling, Built Environment, and Disaster Resilience products and technologies.
The webinars are open to the public.

Please share the webinar invitations with internal and external colleagues.

U.S. EPA Small Business Innovation Research Recycling Technologies Webinar

EPA’s SBIR Program recently funded six projects for U.S. small businesses to develop and
commercialize innovative recycling technologies in areas such as repurposing waste glass, ocean plastic
recycling, materials tracking software, and automated waste sorting. Each of these small businesses will
provide a short presentation on the design, application and impact of their technology and discuss
progress toward making these innovations available in the marketplace. Companies presenting are from
EPA Regions 3, 8, 9, and 10. Additional information is in the attached invitation files and information on
all of the research projects funded is at SBIR | Research Project Database | US EPA.

Date/Time: Wednesday, March 30, 2:00 — 3:30 p.m. (EDT)

Registration: Click here to register

EPA SBIR Small Business Innovation Research Sustainable Materials Technologies Webinar

EPA’s SBIR Program recently funded seven projects for U.S. small businesses to develop and
commercialize innovative sustainable materials technologies addressing green building, embodied carbon,
disaster resilience, beneficial reuse of materials, and alternatives to single use plastics. Each of these small
businesses will provide a short presentation on the design, application and impact of their technology and
discuss progress toward making these innovations available in the marketplace. Companies presenting are
from EPA Regions 1, 2, 5, 8, and 9. Additional information is in the attached invitation files and
information on all of the research projects funded is at SBIR | Research Project Database | US EPA.
Date/Time: Wednesday, April 13, 2:00 — 3:30 p.m. (EDT)

Registration: Click here to register

Sara Johnson, NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/14/2022

NH Business for Social Responsibility coordinates this program. I participated in their Racial Equity
Program that was fantastic. You don’t have to participate in the calls, but the emails will be filled with
articles, videos, and other guidance material.

What is the Climate Action Challenge?
e An eight-week program designed to engage you and workplace team in climate action! No
expertise needed, only passion! There are four modules, each is two weeks in duration.
Module 1: The Science Behind Climate Change
Module 2: Business as a Force for Change
Module 3: Climate Strategies & Opportunities
Module 4: Putting the Action Into Climate Action


http://www.iowamfg.com/iowa-manufacturing/

e Every week you will receive two emails with readings and resources. The emails will be sent out
on Mondays and Wednesdays. Get a quick primer on the topic or dig deeper - you choose!

o At the end of each module, you'll have the opportunity to hear from local experts in climate
change and action. They'll bring to life all the ideas presented throughout the challenge, allow
you the space to ask your questions.

o By the end of the Challenge, you'll have the foundation for your Climate Action Plan!

Why take the Challenge?

o Learn the science, local impact and opportunties to create change

o Develop actionable plans

o Connect with other business and community professionals interested having positive impact in
addressing the challenges we are facing

e Become the change you wish to see!

What is the program cost?

o  Our inaugural offering will be free to all thanks to our sponsors. Future offerings will only be

free to NHBSR members.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 3/11/2022

EPA has just announced its proposed “Good Neighbor” plan for the 2015 ozone standard. Thanks in
advance for sharing this information with you key stakeholders.

On February 28, 2022, the Administrator signed a proposed Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) to assure
that the 26 states identified in the proposal do not significantly contribute to problems attaining and
maintaining the 2015 Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) in downwind

states. This action, known as a “Transport Rule” would help states fully resolve their Clean Air Act
“good neighbor” obligations for the 2015 Ozone NAAQS.

The rule would establish an allowance-based ozone season trading program with nitrogen oxides (NOx)
emissions budgets for fossil fuel-fired power plants in 25 states. The rule would also establish

NOx emissions limitations for certain other industrial stationary sources in 23 states.

The public comment period for the proposal will be open for 60 days after publication in the Federal
Register and we plan to hold a virtual public hearing.

A pre-publication version of the proposal as well as key technical support documents are available on the
web at: https://www.epa.gov/csapr/csapr-2015-ozone-naags.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 3/9/2022

This is not small-business related; however, in case you’re interested, please see the information below on
a free webinar regarding federal funding to help community-based organizations.

This free webinar may be of particular interest to Community-Based Organizations as well as other
partners with which you’re working.

Please share as appropriate.

Webinar: Federal Funding & You
Tools to Help Community-Based Organizations Access Resources
March 16, 1:00-2:30pm ET

The guidelines for federal funding can be confusing and overwhelming, especially for a community-based
organization (CBOs) with limited capacity. Join us on March 16th for the second half of a SPARCC
federal funding series on best practices for CBO’s to influence and access federal resources. This session
will look both at how to position your organization to receive federal or other government funds, and also
how your organization can work with states, local governments, and other recipients of federal funds to


https://www.epa.gov/csapr/csapr-2015-ozone-naaqs

ensure these dollars support community-led projects and needs.

Speakers:

e Sasha Forbes, Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC)
Roberto Garcia-Ceballos, Fideicomiso Comunitario Tierra Libre
Susan Hartmann, Enterprise Advisors
Melissa Jones, Bay Area Regional Health Inequities Initiative (BARHII)
Mia Madison, Memphis Tilth

¢ Roberto Requejo, Elevated Chicago
> Register here.

*If you missed the first half of the series, Demystifying Federal Funding, you can view the video here.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 3/8/2022

***SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting***
FRIDAY, March 11, 2022, 10 a.m. — 11:00 a.m.

Via Webinar
The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
virtually to discuss the following topic, beginning at 10 a.m. on Friday, March 11, 2022. 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 - 10:05 AM Introductions
10:05 AM - 10:25 AM EPA’s Proposed Response: Petition To Revise the Non-Hazardous

Secondary Material Standard
Tracy Atagi, Office of Resource Conservation and Recovery, Materials
Recovery and Waste Management Division, EPA

10:25 AM - 10:40 AM Railroad Tie Management: A Short-Line Railroad Perspective
Sean Strong, Watco, American Short Line and Regional Railroad
Association

10:40 AM - 11:00 AM Q&A

Small Business Environmental Roundtable
Issue for Discussion
March 11, 2022

EPA’s Proposed Response: Petition To Revise the Non-Hazardous Secondary Material Standard
On January 28, 2022, EPA published its proposed response to an industry petition to revise the Non-

Hazardous Secondary Material (NHSM) regulations. The NHSM requirements consists of standards and
procedures that are used to identify whether non-hazardous secondary materials are solid wastes when


https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fsparcchub.us13.list-manage.com%2Ftrack%2Fclick%3Fu%3Da27878232e2220f64b0fb32cb%26id%3D9c0586b043%26e%3D4878baced8&data=04%7C01%7CShah.Surabhi%40epa.gov%7Ca71a90cc31494f5a34ef08da008ff71a%7C88b378b367484867acf976aacbeca6a7%7C0%7C0%7C637822915877600639%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000&sdata=FF%2BAkDsHReW5YgDZHI%2FtxfvFJLa%2BfSSj1wHn1s%2Bx5fE%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fsparcchub.us13.list-manage.com%2Ftrack%2Fclick%3Fu%3Da27878232e2220f64b0fb32cb%26id%3Dcdfe34426d%26e%3D4878baced8&data=04%7C01%7CShah.Surabhi%40epa.gov%7Ca71a90cc31494f5a34ef08da008ff71a%7C88b378b367484867acf976aacbeca6a7%7C0%7C0%7C637822915877600639%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000&sdata=1zydj5yVTq09J4LTiyW24mX3ppfMs6FV%2BS%2FpuS5%2FNb8%3D&reserved=0
mailto:tayyaba.zeb@sba.gov

used as fuels or ingredients in combustion units. The petitioners requested various changes which include:
(1) changing the legitimacy criterion for comparison of contaminants in the NHSM to the traditional fuel
the unit is designed to burn from mandatory to “should consider;” (2) removing associated design-to-burn
and other limitations for creosote-treated railroad ties (CTRT); and (3) revising the definition of paper
recycling residuals (PRR) to remove the limit on non-fiber materials in PRR that can be burned as a non-
waste fuel.

In its proposed response, the agency denies all the requested revisions. For the first two requests, EPA
reasons that these changes would negatively affect the NHSM program by increasing the levels of
contaminants that could be burned in units that are not appropriately designed to burn them. While the
agency is proposing to deny the request to revise the definition of PRR, it is alternatively proposing to set
a numerical limit of two percent on the amount of non-fiber materials that may be included for the
residuals to be considered a non-waste fuel.

The public comment deadline is March 29, 2022.

Speaker Bio: American Short Line and Regional Railroad Association

The American Short Line and Regional Railroad Association (ASLRRA) mostly represents small
business owners and operators of short line and regional railroads and railroad suppliers throughout North
America. ASLRRA is an affiliate member of EPA’s SmartWay program which helps freight
transportation sector improve supply chain efficiency. Sean Strong works for a single source
transportation and supply chain services company, Watco, a member of ASLRRA. He also serves as the
Chair of the ASLRRA Environmental committee. He has extensive experience in compliance,
remediation, sustainability, and environmental due diligence for industrial properties. Mr. Strong is a
Certified Hazardous Materials Manager and a Qualified Industrial Stormwater Practitioner through the
California Stormwater Quality Association. He has worked throughout the lower 48 states and has
completed projects in Mexico and Canada. Mr. Strong holds a degree in economics from the Hobart and
William Smith Colleges.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 3/2/2022

Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) released AirToxScreen, its new and improved
air toxics risk screening tool. AirToxScreen is a screening assessment designed to provide broad estimates
of cancer risk related to air toxics. It is part of the Agency’s new approach to air toxics that provides
updated data and risk analyses on an annual basis to help EPA more readily identify existing and
emerging air toxics issues. This assessment, based on 2017 air toxics data, will help EPA, states, tribes,
and local communities evaluate where more detailed analyses are needed to get a more focused idea of
actual risks. It will also provide communities — especially those with environmental justice considerations
— with more current and complete information about the impacts of air toxics on their air quality.

This current release of AirToxScreen estimates risks from air toxics using data from 2017, the most recent
year of complete data available. To ensure the most complete dataset, EPA compiled and analyzed air
toxics emissions data from state, local and Tribal air agencies, as well as data submitted by industrial
facilities. Where there were gaps in the data, EPA engineers and scientists calculated estimates to provide
the most complete picture of air toxics emissions in the U.S. These data cover a variety of sources
including industries, cars and trucks, and wildfires. EPA then took these data and combined it with
information about the toxicity of more than 100 chemicals to create a national screening assessment that
estimates the risks of getting cancer or other harmful health effects from air toxics.



The site is available at https:/www.epa.gov/AirToxScreen

If you have additional questions, please email airtoxics@epa.gov

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 3/2/2022

On Monday (2/28/22), the Administrator signed a notice to remove a stay of formaldehyde standards in
the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Stationary Combustion
Turbines. A desk statement is below.

EPA is removing a stay of formaldehyde standards in the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants (NESHAP) for Stationary Combustion Turbines. This stay applied to certain subcategories of
gas-fired turbines at major sources of HAP emissions and has been in place since 2004. EPA is also
considering a delisting petition related to this NESHAP. However, EPA has evaluated the authority for
the stay, in light of recent caselaw concerning Clean Air Act and Administrative Procedure Act (APA)
stays, and has been unable to identify any authority for the stay in either the APA or the Clean Air Act.

Hazardous air pollutants, also known as toxic air pollutants or air toxics, are known or suspected to cause
cancer or other serious health effects or adverse environmental effects. The stay applied to formaldehyde
limits for two subcategories of stationary combustion turbines -- new lean premix gas-fired turbines and
new diffusion flame gas-fired turbines. Units in these two subcategories are at sources such as compressor
stations, power plants and chemical plants. Lean premix gas-fired turbines and diffusion flame gas-fired
turbines that have been installed since January 14, 2003, will now have to comply with the requirements
of the NESHAP. Compliance for turbines installed between 2003 and the effective date of this action will
be required upon the effective date of the final amendments. Owners and operators will have 180 days to
perform the initial compliance demonstration for their turbine(s).

A pre-publication version of the notice and a fact sheet are posted at https://www.epa.gov/stationary-
sources-air-pollution/stationary-combustion-turbines-national-emission-standards

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 3/1/2022

On February 28, 2022, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) proposed the results of its
technical review of the 2007 National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for
Wood Preserving Area Sources. Following a technology review, EPA is proposing to find that there have
been no cost-effective developments that would further reduce air toxics since the original NESHAP was
promulgated. As part of this package, EPA is also proposing technical corrections to the Surface Coating
of Wood Building Products NESHAP (Subpart QQQQ) to address an outdated OSHA reference in the
rule.

Interested parties can download a copy of the fact sheet and a pre-publication version of the proposed rule
from EPA's website at the following address: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/wood-
preserving-area-sources-national-emission-standards-hazardous

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/25/2022

Thanks to our R7 RASBL, Keith Johnson, for sharing [OAQPS upcoming rules with potential SB
impact]. Please excuse any cross postings.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/8/2022



https://www.epa.gov/AirToxScreen
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For those of you working with air emissions and water (that is most of you), you may be interested in this
topic, one | had not heard about before —

EPA’s Draft TSCA Screening Methodology to Evaluate Chemical Exposures and Risks to Fenceline
Communities

Read below to see the meeting and learn how “fenceline” communities are defined.

***SBA Environmental Roundtable Meeting***
FRIDAY, February 18, 2022, 10 a.m. — 11:00 a.m.

Via Webinar
The next U.S. Small Business Administration, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtable will meet
virtually to discuss the following topic, beginning at 10 a.m. on Friday, February 18, 2021. 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 - 10:10 AM Introductions
10:10 AM - 10:30 AM EPA’s Draft TSCA Screening Methodology to Evaluate Chemical

Exposures and Risks to Fenceline Communities
Rehan Choudhary, Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics, EPA

10:30 AM - 10:40 AM Comments on EPA’s Draft TSCA Screening Methodology from the
Perspective of Small Manufacturers
John Schweitzer, American Composites Manufacturers Association
Robert A. Haberlein, Ph.D., American Composites Manufacturers
Association

10:40 AM - 11:00 AM Q&A

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
Issue for Discussion
February 18, 2022


mailto:tayyaba.zeb@sba.gov
mailto:david.rostker@sba.gov

EPA’s Draft TSCA Screening Methodology to Evaluate Chemical Exposures and Risks to Fenceline
Communities

On January 21, 2022, EPA published its draft “TSCA Screening Methodology to Evaluate Chemical
Exposures and Risks to Fenceline Communities.” EPA plans to use the screening level methodology to
evaluate potential chemical exposures and associated potential risks to fenceline communities in its Toxic
Substances Control Act (TSCA) risk evaluations. EPA defines fenceline communities as members of the
general population that are in proximity to air emitting facilities or a receiving waterbody. In the
methodology, EPA limits the chemical release to the ambient air to less than or equal to 10,000 meters but
does not provide a limit for waterbodies other that it must be the receiving waterbody of the chemical
discharge. The agency intends to apply the screening level methodology to seven of the “first 10”
chemicals undergoing risk evaluation under TSCA Section 6, which include methylene chloride (MC), 1-
bromopropane (1-BP), n-methyl-2-pyrrolidone (NMP), trichloroethylene, perchloroethylene, carbon
tetrachloride and 1-4 dioxane. This methodology will also be employed by the agency for all future
chemicals undergoing the risk evaluation process under TSCA. The agency recently extended its public
comment deadline from February 22, 2022 to March 22, 2022.

EPA is also planning to hold a virtual peer review meeting of the Science Advisory Committee on
Chemicals (SACC) March 15-17, 2022, to consider and review this methodology along with its
application to 1-BP, NMP and MC.

Speaker Bio: American Composites Manufacturers

The American Composites Manufacturers Association (ACMA) represents an industry comprised of more
than 1,000 facilities producing fiber reinforced polymer composite products, the majority of which are
owned by small companies. Composites manufacturers have long been regulated under VOC, HAP, and
state air toxics programs, and many have been required to conduct exposure modeling using EPA-
approved methods. John Schweitzer is a Senior Advisor at ACMA. Rob Haberlin is the owner of
Engineering Environmental Consulting Services (EECS) and has provided occupational, environmental,
and litigation support to composite manufacturers, and other large and small manufacturers since 1991.

R Mark Stoddard IN Compliance & Technical Assistance Program: 2/8/2022

If I recollect accurately, Michigan DEQ (EGLE) conducts or did conduct an air toxic screening at
the property line for air permit applications.

R Jenifer Dixon, MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/8/2022

We do. Our state toxics rules have specific indices we use to look at impact exposures from all of
our regulated toxic air contaminants. Any company submitting a permit application is required to
do a toxics analysis and sometime toxics modeling as part of their application. Some of these are
looked at cumulatively or additively and some are individual.

This is definitely a topic of interest.

R Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program. 2/8/2022

NH air toxics uses a calculation if the building is 40 feet or less from another property line
including multi-use building.

I had a small wood coater that could not pass compliance due to formaldehyde without major
modifications to his stack or relocate. He was in a renovated mill building that was pretty cool



and fit perfect for his needs. SBTAP and his coating vendor were able to find a formaldehyde free
product line and he was able to comply easily without any upgrades or moving.

For me, the rule was a win-win for everyone. Less emissions, he liked the new product line better,
and neighbors stopped complaining. Without the rule, he never would have looked into a new

product line

John Podolinksy, MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/4/2022

EPA Seeks Input on TSCA Section 8(a)(7) Rule: Reporting and Recordkeeping Requirements for
Perfluoroalkyl and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances

February 2, 2022

WASHINGTON - The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is inviting small businesses,
governments, and not-for-profit organizations to participate as Small Entity Representatives (SERs) for a
Small Business Advocacy Review (SBAR) Panel. This Panel will focus on the agency’s development of a
rule that would require reporting and recordkeeping for per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS)

from certain persons who have manufactured (including imported) a PFAS in any year since January 1,
2011.

In accordance with the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) section 8(a)(7), EPA proposed a rule in
June 2021 [epa.gov], to require reporting and recordkeeping from manufacturers (including importers) of
PFAS. This rule proposed to require certain persons who have manufactured (including imported) a PFAS
at any time since 2011 to submit certain information to EPA related to chemical identity, categories of
use, volumes manufactured and processed, byproducts, environmental and health effects, worker
exposure, and disposal.

The proposed rule would help EPA better understand the sources and quantities of PFAS manufactured in
the United States and support the agency’s PFAS research, monitoring, and regulatory efforts under
the PFAS Strategic Roadmap [epa.gov]. Once finalized, this rule would provide EPA with the most
comprehensive dataset of PFAS manufactured in the United States. The public comment period for this
proposed rule closed on September 27, 2021.

In response to public comments and additional information received during the comment period, EPA is
interested in convening an SBAR Panel.

The Panel will include federal representatives from the Small Business Administration (SBA), the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB), and EPA. The Panel members ask a selected group of SERs to
provide advice and recommendations on behalf of their company, community, or organization to inform
the Panel members about the potential impacts of the proposed rule on small entities.

EPA seeks self-nominations directly from the small entities that may be subject to the rule
requirements. Other representatives, such as trade associations that exclusively or at

least primarily represent potentially regulated small entities, may also serve as SERs.

Self-nominations may be submitted through the link below and must be received by February 16, 2022.
Nominate yourself as a SER: https://www.epa.gov/reg-flex/potential-sbar-panel-tsca-section-8a7-rule-
reporting-and-recordkeeping-requirements [epa.gov]

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 2/4/2022

NESHAP for Municipal Solid Waste Landfills Residual Risk and Technology Review; Correction
On Thursday, the Administrator of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) re-signed final
technical revisions and clarifications for the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAP) for MSW Municipal Solid Waste Landfills established in the March 26, 2020, final rule.
These technical revisions were initially signed on January 14, 2022; however, due to an administrative
error, were re-signed on February 3, 2022.


http://www.epa.gov/reg-flex/potential-sbar-panel-tsca-section-8a7-rule-

Again, this final rule corrects inadvertent errors and clarifies wellhead monitoring requirements for the
purpose of identifying excess air infiltration; delegation of authority to state, local or tribal agencies for
“emission standards”; applicability of the General Provisions to affected MSW landfills; and handling of
monitoring data for combustion devices during periods of monitoring system breakdowns, repairs,
calibration checks and adjustments. EPA is finalizing amendments to the MSW Landfills New Source
Performance Standards (NSPS) at 40 CFR part 60, subpart XXX, to clarify the timing of compliance for
certain requirements of the MSW Landfills NSPS for existing MSW landfills that have modified but
previously triggered the requirement to install a gas collection and control system under related MSW
landfill rules. EPA is also revising the definition of Administrator in the MSW Landfills Federal Plan that
was promulgated on May 21, 2021. The revision makes the definition consistent with other Federal plans
such as the Federal Plan Requirements for Sewage Sludge Incineration Units (40 CFR part 62, subpart
LLL), which distinguishes between the administrator of the federal plan and the administrator of a state
plan. For more information and a prepublication version of the rule, visit: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-
sources-air-pollution/municipal-solid-waste-landfills-national-emission-standards

MATS for Power Plants: Proposed: Reaffirmation of the Appropriate and Necessary Finding

On Monday, the Administrator signed the proposal to reaffirm the scientific, economic, and legal
underpinnings of the 2012 Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) for power plants. The press release
is below. The MATS pages are updated. The links are below.

Main page
Mercury and Air Toxics Standards | US EPA
https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/mercury-and-air-toxics-standards

Proposed rule page

Proposed Revocation of the 2020 Reconsideration and Affirmation of the Appropriate and Necessary
Supplemental Finding | US EPA
https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/proposed-revocation-2020-reconsideration-and-
affirmation

[PRESS RELEASE] EPA Reaffirms Scientific, Economic, and Legal Underpinnings of Limits on
Toxic Emissions

Action Would Ensure Continued Protection for Children and Vulnerable Communities
Contact: EPA Press Office, press@epa.gov

WASHINGTON (Jan. 31, 2022) — Today, EPA is proposing to reaffirm the scientific, economic, and
legal underpinnings of the 2012 Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) for power plants, which
require significant reductions of mercury, acid gases, and other harmful pollutants. Controlling these
emissions improves public health for all Americans by reducing fatal heart attacks, reducing cancer risks,
avoiding neurodevelopmental delays in children, and helping to restore certain ecosystem functions that
people and businesses value. These public health improvements are especially important for children and
particularly vulnerable segments of the population such as Indigenous communities, low-income
communities, and people of color who live near power plants or are affected by hazardous air pollution.
The proposal, which responds to President Biden’s January 20, 2021, Executive Order 13990, “Protecting
Public Health and the Environment and Restoring Science to Tackle the Climate Crisis,” would reverse a
rule issued by the previous administration in May 2020, which undermined the legal basis for these vital
health protections.
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“Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and
vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution,” said EPA Administrator Michael S. Regan. “EPA
is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people, regardless of zip
code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and productive lives.”

The proposal would leave the current emissions standards unchanged but would ensure the continuation
of public health protections provided by these requirements, while seeking information from the public on
opportunities for additional pollution reductions. Taking account of the burden that hazardous air
pollutants including mercury impose on public health as well as the costs of controlling these emissions,
EPA proposes to find that it is appropriate and necessary to regulate emissions of air toxics from power
plants under the Clean Air Act.

The MATS, combined with advancements in the power sector, have driven sharp reductions in harmful
pollutants. EPA has estimated that by 2017, mercury emissions from power plants were reduced by 86
percent, acid gas emissions were reduced by 96 percent, and non-mercury metal emissions were reduced
by 81 percent compared to pre-MATS levels in 2010.

Prior to the MATS, power plants were the largest domestic source of mercury and other toxic pollutants
such as hydrogen chloride and selenium. They were also among the largest domestic contributors of
arsenic, chromium, cobalt, nickel, hydrogen cyanide, beryllium, and cadmium.

The initial appropriate and necessary finding was made in 2000 and affirmed in 2012 and 2016. In May
2020, the previous administration reversed EPA’s 2016 finding, undermining the legal basis for the
Mercury and Air Toxics Standards. President Biden’s Executive Order 13990 directed EPA to review that
finding and consider an action to rescind it. In today’s action, EPA proposes to find that the 2020 action
was based on a fundamentally flawed interpretation of the Clean Air Act that improperly ignored or
undervalued vital health benefits from reducing hazardous air pollution from power plants. Based on a
thorough review of these benefits, the reasonable costs of controls, and other relevant factors, EPA is
proposing to reaffirm that it is appropriate and necessary to regulate emissions of hazardous air pollutants
from coal- and oil-fired power plants.

The agency is also continuing to consider the MATS Risk and Technology Review, as directed by
Executive Order 13990, to determine whether more stringent protections for hazardous air pollution from
power plants are feasible and warranted. To support that review, EPA is soliciting information on the
performance and cost of new or improved technologies or methods of operation to control hazardous air
pollution emissions, as well as risk-related information, as a part of this proposal.

EPA will accept comment on the proposal for 60 days after publication in the Federal Register. The
agency also plans to hold a virtual public hearing. Details about the hearing will be announced online in
the coming weeks.

Please contact press@epa.gov for a copy of the proposal.

Thanks in advance for sharing this with your stakeholders.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 2/3/2022

Advocacy will be hosting a virtual Energy Roundtable on Friday, February 11, 2022 from 1-2pm
(ET) to discuss a recent National Academy of Sciences report on DOE’s process for establishing energy
efficiency standards and whether in light of this report DOE should reopen comments on its process rule.


mailto:press@epa.gov

Please see attached agenda and below for more information. Please RSVP to me to receive teleconference
participation information.

*This invitation is public and may be forwarded.

TO: Interested Persons

FROM: Prianka Sharma, Assistant Chief Counsel

SUBJECT: Roundtable to discuss reopening comments on Department of Energy’s Process
Rule

The Office of Advocacy will host a roundtable to discuss whether the United States Department of
Energy should reopen comments on its 2021 final process rule in light of the National Academies of
Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine (NAS) report entitled, “Review of Methods Used by the U.S.
Department of Energy in Setting Appliance and Equipment Standards.” The roundtable will take place

on Friday, February 11, 2022, from 1-2 p.m. (ET). Roundtable participation details will be provided
upon receipt of RSVP. RSVPs should be sent to Prianka.Sharma@sba.gov. The purpose of the roundtable
will be to gather small entity input and feedback on the issue for discussion.

Agenda

1:00 p.m. — 1:05 p.m. Introductory Remarks

Prianka Sharma, Assistant Chief Counsel, Office of Advocacy
Tyler Richards, Regulatory Economist, Office of Advocacy

1:05 p.m. — 1:20 p.m. Presentation on NAS Report
The report is available here.!!
Linda Cohen, Professor of Economics and Law, Emeritus,
University of California at Irvine (Committee Chair)

Susan Dudley, Director, GW Regulatory Studies Center
Distinguished Professor of Practice, Trachtenberg School of Public
Policy & Public Administration (Committee Member)

1:20 p.m.- 2:00 p.m. Input from Interested Small Entity Representatives

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 prianka.sharma@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 entity concerns. The meetings are not intended to achieve or communicate any consensus positions
of the attendees.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 1/26/2022
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On January 5, 2022, the EPA published a final rule adding 1-bromopropane (1-BP) to the list of
hazardous air pollutants under section 112 of the Clean Air Act (HAP list). While the EPA has previously
removed substances from the HAP list, this final rule is the first time that a substance has been added to
the list. The final rule will be effective on February 4, 2022. This webinar will discuss the final rule and
potential immediate or future regulatory impacts on facilities that emit 1-BP.

This virtual event is FREE and open to participants from state, tribal, and local environmental regulatory
agencies, and to the U.S. EPA. REGISTRATION IS REQUIRED.

WEBINAR INFORMATION
DATE: Thursday, February 10, 2022
TIME: 2:00 PM —4:00 PM (Eastern time)
WHERE: Microsoft Teams (link to be provided)

Click the link below to register. After registering, you will receive a confirmation email. A link to the
webinar will be sent the day before the event.

https://www.eventbrite.com/e/epa-webinar-for-states-addressing-implementation-of-1-bp-
registration

To learn more about this rule, please visit: https://www.epa.gov/haps/petitions-add-1-bp-npb-clean-air-
act-list-hazardous-air-pollutants. For information on the CAA list of hazardous air pollutants and
modifications to the list, please visit: https://www.epa.gov/haps/initial-list-hazardous-air-pollutants-
modifications.

Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/31/2022

Received this information on a webinar from Dept. of Interior that is occurring today relating to orphaned
wells. I don’t think I’1l be able to make it, but wanted to share to the group in the event that someone else
would like to join in.

Subject: 5:30pm TODAY: Interior Briefing on Orphaned Wells

Today, the Department of the Interior will make an announcement about the formula for funding available
to states from the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law to create jobs cleaning up orphaned oil and gas wells
across the country. You are invited to join a virtual briefing for environmental justice and climate
community leaders. DOI Officials will provide information on the thoughtful and methodical approach to
implementing the orphaned oil and gas well program and answer questions.

DOI Officials:
o Steve Feldgus, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Land and Mineral Management
e  Winnie Stachelberg, Senior Advisory and Infrastructure Coordinator
Department of the Interior Briefing Call
on the Orphaned Oil and Gas Well Program
January 31st at 5:30 PM EST
Register in advance here:
>https://www.zoomgov.com/meeting/register/vJIscu-srT4rH7eTs-gpUSsxlucSf2DDiSk<
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After registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information about joining the meeting.
Capacity for this briefing call is capped at 100 people, and admission will be prioritized based on order of
registration.

Please email your questions to OIEA@ios.doi.gov, and the call moderator will read them to the
presenters

Please check the Interior News page to find the press release and a social media toolkit, which will post
later today, Monday January 31. If you have any questions about registration or the announcement, please
contact: OIEA@jios.doi.gov.

Belinda Breidenbach, ID Small Business Development Center: 1/24/2022

Please join the Education Subcommittee as we visit the National SBEAP website annual report page and
walk through the data collection tool step-by-step. The presentation is expected to last approximately 20
minutes and be followed by a question and answer session.

Informational Webinar Jan. 25, 2022

Are you new to Annual Reporting or do you have questions about what type of information should go
into the report? Join us for an informational webinar on Tuesday Jan. 25, 2022 at 2:00 pm Eastern, 1:00
pm Central, 12 noon Mountain or 11:00 am Pacific. Simply click the link below or dial in to join. Can't
attend that day? Check back on this page to view the recording.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 1/18/2022

On Friday, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized technical revisions and
clarifications for the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Municipal
Solid Waste Landfills established in the March 26, 2020, final rule. These changes correct inadvertent
errors and clarify wellhead monitoring requirements for the purpose of identifying excess air infiltration;
delegation of authority to state, local or tribal agencies for “emission standards”; applicability of the
General Provisions to affected MSW landfills; and handling of monitoring data for combustion devices
during periods of monitoring system breakdowns, repairs, calibration checks and adjustments. EPA is
finalizing amendments to the MSW Landfills New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) at 40 CFR
part 60, subpart XXX, to clarify the timing of compliance for certain requirements of the MSW Landfills
NSPS for existing MSW landfills that have modified but previously triggered the requirement to install a
gas collection and control system under related MSW landfill rules. EPA is also revising the definition of
Administrator in the MSW Landfills Federal Plan that was promulgated on May 21, 2021. The revision
makes the definition consistent with other Federal plans such as the Federal Plan Requirements for
Sewage Sludge Incineration Units (40 CFR part 62, subpart LLL), which distinguishes between the
administrator of the federal plan and the administrator of a state plan. For more information and a
prepublication version of the rule, visit: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/municipal-
solid-waste-landfills-national-emission-standards

John Podolinksy, MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/13/2022

Join U.S. EPA for its next Enforcement and Compliance History Online (ECHO) webinar on Tuesday,
February 15, 2022, 1:30-2:30 PM EST. This webinar focuses on how to use the ECHO facility
searches to learn about environmental and demographic data from EPA's EJSCREEN [Inks.gd].
We will demonstrate examples of using ECHO searches and reports to view EJSCREEN data and how to
interpret the information. The webinar will cover the following topics:

e How to search for environmental and demographic data in your community.
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e How to view and interpret EJSCREEN index values at the location of a facility.
e How to visualize EJSCREEN data on an interactive map.

Register at https://echo.epa.gov/help/training#upcoming [Inks.gd]| to save your spot. If you can’t
make it, don’t worry, ECHO tutorials [Inks.gd] and recorded webinars [Inks.gd] are available at any time.
Feel free to forward this announcement on to anyone who might be interested. Thank you for your interest
in ECHO (https://echo.epa.gov [Inks.gd])!

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 1/13/2022

NEW EPA Grants Award Process Webinar

EPA invites all grant applicants and grant recipients to attend a Grants Award Process Webinar

on Wednesday, January 26, 2022, from 2:00-3:30 pm ET. Hosted by EPA’s Office of Grants and
Debarment, this high-level webinar will cover topics related to finding and applying for grants as well as the
basics of managing a grant award. Advance registration is required.

Presentation materials and a list of helpful links will be available before the webinar on EPA’s website
at: https://www.epa.gov/grants/epa-grants-award-process-webinars. After the webinar, a recording will be
posted to the same webpage.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 1/5/2022

On yesterday, Janet McCabe signed an action. As required by the Clean Air Act, EPA is finding that
certain state and local air pollution control programs failed to submit State Implementation Plan (SIP)
revisions to appropriately address excess emissions during periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction
(SSM). The following state and local areas failed to submit plans to correct SSM-related deficiencies in
their SIPs by November 22, 2016:

Alabama Ohio

Arkansas Rhode Island

California — San Joaquin Valley Air South Dakota

Pollution Control District

District of Columbia Tennessee — Shelby (Memphis)

[llinois Washington — Energy Facility Site
Evaluation Council

North Carolina - Forsyth Washington — Southwest Clean Air
Agency

This finding of failure to submit notifies states that they failed to meet their obligation to submit the
necessary SIP revisions applying to excess emissions during periods of startup, shutdown, and
malfunction (SSM). It also establishes a 24-month deadline for EPA to either approve SIPs or finalize
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Federal Implementation Plans (FIPs) that would apply in areas that do not submit an approvable plan to
address excess emissions during periods of SSM.

Once this action becomes effective, two sanctions clocks will start. These clocks and/or sanctions will be
stopped once EPA determines the state has made a complete SIP submission.

1. Eighteen months after the effective date of this finding, a 2-to-1 offset ratio for the nonattainment
New Source Review (NSR) permitting program will go into effect.

2. Six months after the date of offset sanctions, highway funding may be withheld in nonattainment
areas.

EPA is committed to working with all the affected air agencies to support the development and
submission of their state plan revisions and to ensure continued progress toward cleaner air.

More information is available at: https://www.epa.gov/air-quality-implementation-plans/emissions-
during-periods-startup-shutdown-malfunction-ssm

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 1/4/2022

On 12/22/21, the EPA Administrator signed a proposal to amend the 2002 National Emission Standards
for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Primary Copper Smelting major sources and the 2007
NESHAP for Primary Copper Smelting area sources. EPA has evaluated the risks remaining after fully
implementing the 2002 National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the
Primary Copper Smelting major source category and determined that risks are unacceptable. To address
these risks, EPA is proposing new emissions standards in the major source NESHAP for anode refining
process fugitive emissions and work practices to minimize fugitive dust emissions, which will reduce
risks to acceptable levels and provide an ample margin of safety to protect public health. EPA identified
no additional cost-effective developments in practices, processes, or control technologies that would
further reduce emissions of air toxics. Following a technology review conducted under the Clean Air Act,
EPA is proposing minor amendments to the area source standards. EPA will accept comment on the
proposed amendments for 45 days after publication in the Federal Register. A pre-publication version of
the proposed rule and a fact sheet are posted at https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-
pollution/primary-copper-smelting-area-sources-national-emissions-

standards and https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/primary-copper-smelting-national-
emissions-standards-hazardous-air

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 1/4/2022

On December 22, 2021, the Administrator signed a notice adding 1-bromopropane (1-BP) to the Clean
Act Act’s list of hazardous air pollutants (also known as air toxics). This is the first time that EPA has
added a pollutant to the list of hazardous air pollutants since Congress created the list through the 1990
Clean Air Act amendments. The chemical 1-BP is largely used in solvent degreasing, adhesives, furniture
foam fabrication, and in other applications including the aerospace industry. EPA is modifying the list of
hazardous air pollutants because the Agency has determined that 1-BP is a hazardous air pollutant and its
emissions, ambient concentrations, bioaccumulation, or deposition are known to cause or may reasonably
be anticipated to cause adverse effects to human health or the environment. Once added, facilities will
need to include 1-BP in their assessment of their source size classification (i.e., area source or major
source) for their facilities. EPA will be working to revise current NESHAP regulations and identify
whether additional NESHAP are warranted. Under a separate action, EPA is developing a regulatory
infrastructure that will address compliance and implementation issues that may arise from the addition of
a chemical to the list of hazardous air pollutants. This regulatory infrastructure will be proposed for public
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notice and comment in 2022 and is expected to be finalized in early 2023. More information, including a
fact sheet and pre-publication version of the action, are available at https://www.epa.gov/haps/petitions-
add-1-bp-npb-clean-air-act-list-hazardous-air-pollutants

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 12/27/2021

The next SBA, Office of Advocacy Environmental Roundtables will meet virtually to discuss the
following topics on Thursday, January 6, 2022 as well as Monday, January 10, 2022. The meeting will be
held using the Microsoft Teams platform. Send your RSVP to astrika.adams(@sba.gov. A meeting link
for both events will be provided to you when you RSVP.

Agenda for Thursday, January 6, 2022

11:00 AM - 11:05 AM  Introductions
Astrika Adams, Office of Advocacy, SBA

11:05 AM -11:35 AM  EPA’s and Army Corps’ Proposed Definition of “the waters of the United
States” (WOTUS)
TBD, Office of Water, EPA
TBD, Department of the Army, Army Corps of Engineers

11:35 AM - 12:30 PM  Discussion and Q&A
Astrika Adams, Office of Advocacy, SBA

Agenda for Monday, January 10, 2022

12:00 PM - 12:05PM  Introductions
Astrika Adams, Office of Advocacy, SBA

12:05 PM - 12:35 PM  EPA’s and Army Corps’ Proposed Definition of “the waters of the United
States” (WOTUS)
TBD, Office of Water, EPA
TBD, Department of the Army, Army Corps of Engineers

12:35 PM - 1:30 PM Discussion and Q&A
Astrika Adams, Office of Advocacy, SBA

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 astrika.adams@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 6, 2022 and January 10, 2022
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EPA’s and Army Corps’ Proposed Definition of “the waters of the United States” (WOTUS) under
the Clean Water Act

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Army Corps of Engineers through the Department of
the Army (Army Corps) recently published their proposed regulations defining “the waters of the United
States” (WOTUS) under the Clean Water Act (CWA). The proposed definition attempts to restore the
1986/88 regulations defining “the waters of the United States” while updating these regulations to conform
to and account for applicable Supreme Court caselaw precedent. Importantly, the proposed definition
incorporates both Justice Kennedy’s “significant nexus” test as well as Justice Scalia’s “relatively
permanent” test.

At this roundtable, EPA and Army Corps will be providing an overview of the proposed regulation defining
“the waters of the United States.” The January 6, 2022 Roundtable will emphasize the applicability of the
proposed regulation to members of the agricultural community. Time will be available for discussion and
questions directed to both EPA and Army Corps.

Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 12/21/2021

Attached are the minutes for today’s subcommittee call. It was a good discussion relating to the 6H rule.
Also attached is the letter requesting an extension to the comment period for the 6H proposed rule. This
letter is planned to be submitted by close of business today (4:30 CST). If there are any comments for this
letter, please let me know as soon as possible. Overall, it is just a general request. And the third
attachment is the draft comments for the 6H rule. As we hope to get an extension, comments will be due
January 21% (though please send them in earlier rather than later!). If the extension is not granted, the
comments will be submitted on January 3" the final day for comments on the 6H rule. As such, please
review the comments and if you have edits to suggest, please include myself, Tony Pendola, Jennifer
Collins, and Mark Stoddard in your email.

R Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 12/29/2021

Thank you to the group that has provided comments and edits on this already. Working together,
we have gotten the comments together and cleaned them up so that they are clear and specific.
Thank you! Jennifer has let me know that EPA has let her know that the comment period
will not be extended as per our request. As such, I am planning to submit the comments
(attached) on Friday morning (this will allow states west of me the full day in which to
make any comments or suggestions). I’ve already accepted/incorporated the edits and
comments made so far and cleaned up where the tracking might have masked a minor
typographical issue. Tony, I do have a question on this section: A recent example is a
paint manufacturer that has not produced a target HAP-containing paint in years, but they
came across a special Original Equipment Manufacturer (OEM) automotive finish they
could not properly match without using target HAPs. The autobody shop should not be
subject to an entire rule simply to process one OEM paint color for an incredibly rare car
that cannot be matched despite the paint manufacturer’s best efforts. Was it a paint
manufacturer or autobody shop that came across the OEM finish? If an auto body shop, I
suggest the following edit: A recent example is an autobody shop that has not used a
target HAP-containing paint in years, which came across a special Original Equipment
Manufacturer (OEM) automotive finish they could not properly match without using
paints with target HAPs. The autobody shop should not be subject to an entire rule simply
to process one OEM paint color for a rare car that cannot be matched despite an autobody



shop and paint manufacturer’s best efforts. This should show that the autobody shop
received the job and worked with the paint manufacturer to find a non-target HAP
solution, but still had to use one with a target HAP.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 12/16/2021

New EPA Grants Update: The Office of Grants and Debarment (OGD) would like to announce the
publication of a new Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Program training. This optional online
training course is designed to introduce EPA grant applicants and recipients to key aspects of the DBE
Program, including if, when, and how to complete and submit EPA Form 5700-52A. The training is
located on OGD’s Recipient’s Training page (https://www.epa.gov/grants/recipient-training-
opportunities), as well as, through the direct hyperlink included below. Accurately Completing EPA Form
5700-52A (MBE/WBE Ultilization Report Form) and Other Collateral Disadvantaged Business Enterprise
(DBE) Program Requirements If you have any questions about this training or experience any issue
accessing the training, please email us directly at: EPA_Grants Info@epa.gov

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 12/14/2021

On Monday, EPA extended the public comment on the Agency’s proposed comprehensive new
protections to sharply reduce pollution from the oil and natural gas industry to January 31, 2022. The
previous comment deadline was January 14, 2022.

The proposed Clean Air Act rules, announced November 2, 2021, would lead to significant, cost-effective
reductions in methane emissions and other health-harming air pollutants that endanger nearby
communities. The proposal would expand and strengthen emissions reduction requirements that are
currently on the books for new, modified and reconstructed sources in the oil and natural gas industry and
would require states to reduce methane emissions from hundreds of thousands of existing sources
nationwide for the first time. Tn addition, the proposal would encourage the use of innovative methane
detection technologies and other cutting-edge solutions, many of which are being developed and deployed
by small businesses providing good-paying jobs across the United States.

To read the comment period extension notice, visit: https://www.epa.gov/controlling-air-pollution-oil-
and-natural-gas-industry/epa-extends-comment-period-proposed-new

For instructions on submitting public comment on the proposal,
see: https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2021-11/epas-2021-oil-and-gas-proposal.-how-to-
comment.pdf

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 12/14/2021

On Friday, Dec. 10, 2021, the EPA Administrator signed a final action finding that New York and
Pennsylvania failed to submit timely state implementation plan (SIP) revisions necessary to satisfy certain
Clean Air Act and EPA requirements for implementing the 2015 ozone National Ambient Air Quality
Standards. Specifically, the action finds that the two states have not provided required SIP revisions for
the 2016 Oil and Natural Gas Industry Control Techniques Guidelines (CTG) for the 2015 ozone
standards. The findings establish a 24-month deadline for EPA to either approve SIPs or finalize Federal
Implementation Plans addressing sources in these states covered by the CTG. The findings also establish
timelines for the implementation of two mandatory sanctions that will take effect if New York and
Pennsylvania do not submit complete SIPs to address the CTG, as required by the Clean Air Act.
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More information is available at https://www.epa.gov/ground-level-ozone-pollution/finding-failure-
submit-state-implementation-plans-2015-0zone-national .

Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 12/8/2021

FYTI - EPA is proposing to deny all pending small refinery exemption (SRE) petitions from the
Renewable Fuel Standards https://www.epa.gov/renewable-fuel-standard-program/proposal-deny-
petitions-small-refinery-exemptions

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 11/22/2021

For programs interested in or involved in citizen science projects.

EPA Tools & Resources Webinar

Community and Citizen Science: Making Your Data Count

Wednesday, December 15 from 3-4 PM ET

How can community and citizen science contribute to environmental decision-making? Many EPA, state,
and tribal environmental programs are increasingly using community and citizen science for
environmental monitoring and addressing social and environmental justice concerns. A recent multi-
stakeholder workshop explored gaps and needed improvements in data management that will allow for a
more efficient flow of data from producers to users. This webinar will showcase community-oriented
projects and share ideas from the workshop. Please attend this webinar to learn about the tools and
practices used in these exciting community and citizen science projects and how EPA, states, and tribal
governments can better support these efforts. Register here for the Community and Citizen Science:
Making Your Data Count webinar.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 11/19/2021

The Administrator has signed the final rule responding to the Court remand of ozone designations for El
Paso County, TX and Weld County, CO for the 2015 NAAQS. EPA has completed its response to the
D.C. Circuit Court’s remand of certain air quality designations for the 2015 Ozone National Air Quality
Standards by expanding its initial designations for the Dofia Ana County (Sunland Park Area), New
Mexico and Denver Metro/North Front Range, Colorado nonattainment areas. In the case of the Dofa
Ana County, New Mexico area, the nonattainment area now includes all of El Paso County, Texas and
has been renamed El Paso-Las Cruces, Texas-New Mexico nonattainment area. The Denver Metro/North
Front Range, Colorado nonattainment area now includes all of Weld County. The prepublication rule and
supporting documents are available here: https://www.epa.gov/ozone-designations/final-rule-additional-
revised-air-quality-designations-2015-ozone-national.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 11/15/2021

The below rulemaking is now PUBLISHED:

The Standards of Performance for New, Reconstructed, and Modified Sources and Emissions Guidelines
for Existing Sources: Oil and Natural Gas Sector Climate Review, 63110-63263
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2021-11-15/html/2021-24202 .htm
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2021-11-15/pdf/2021-24202.pdf

For more information regarding this regulatory action, please visit: https://www.epa.gov/controlling-air-
pollution-oil-and-natural-gas-industry.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 11/9/2021

It is not too late to apply for Environmental Education Grants....
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EPA Seeks Applicants for 2021 Environmental Education Grants, Applications due December 6,

2021

Up to $3 million in funding for locally-focused grants are now available

EPA announced up to $3 million in funding for locally-focused environmental education grants under the

Environmental Education (EE) Local Grant Program. EPA will award grants in each of EPA’s 10

Regions, for no less than $50,000 and no more than $100,000 each, for a total of 30-40 grants nationwide.

The 2021 Requests for Application (RFA) notice is now posted on www.grants.gov. Applications are due

Dec. 6, 2021. Applicants should choose the RFA that is for the location of the project. EPA’s Office of

Environmental Education will also host two webinars on how to write a competitive application and to

address commonly asked questions related to the 2021 EE Local Grants RFA.

Press Release: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-seeks-applicants-2021-environmental-education-
rants

Grant notice: https://www.epa.gov/education/environmental-education-ee-grant-solicitation-notice

Below you will find an invitation to a new educational webinar from US EPA and the Center for
EcoTechnology. This webinar will include strategies to reduce food waste and provide information on
the science of anaerobic digestion. Note the invite time is listed as Eastern Time.
Reducing Food Waste
in K-12 Schools:
Strategies for Prevention,
Donation, and Recycling

Learn about wasted food prevention, donation, diversion
opportunities; get a deeper understanding of anaerobic
digestion, and hear success stories from schools.

wastedfood@cetonline.org
SEPA ;nv v

= L

Did you know that up to 40% of food grown and imported into the U.S. is wasted? This represents an
opportunity for schools to implement wasted food management practices that save money, benefit society,
build student engagement, and improve the environment.
Join this virtual workshop hosted by the Center for EcoTechnology (CET) to learn about how your
school can implement wasted food prevention, donation, and diversion programs. The workshop will
highlight, among other strategies, information about separating food scraps for anaerobic digestion, one
method to divert food waste while generating energy. We will also share stories of successful programs in
local schools.
Participants will leave with an understanding of the next steps for building wasted food management into
their operations and access to digital resources and guidance documents. All attendees will also have
access to free one-on-one support from CET.
REGISTER HERE!

Please reach out to wastedfood@cetonline.org with any questions.
You can find complete details in the event registration form. We will be sharing a final agenda and list of
speakers with registered attendees prior to the event.
This workshop is made possible by funding from EPA’s Supporting Anaerobic Digestion in Communities
Grant.
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Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 11/2/2021

On November 1, 2021, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) made minor technical
corrections to four promulgated rules under the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants (NESHAP). The rules to be amended by this action include the following four NESHAP:

o Surface Coating of Automobiles and Light-Duty Trucks, subpart IIII, promulgated July 8,
2020;

o Surface Coating of Metal Cans, subpart KKKK, promulgated February 25, 2020;

¢ Boat Manufacturing, subpart VVVV, promulgated March 20, 2020; and

¢ Clay Ceramics Manufacturing, subpart KKKKK, promulgated November 1, 2019.

This action makes minor corrections to typographical errors found after publication and does not result in
any change in emission standards, work practice standards, compliance requirements, or other
requirements in the four rules being amended.

Since these corrections do not substantially change the actions taken in the four final rules, EPA
is finalizing this action without prior proposal or opportunity for comment as allowed by section 553 of
the Administrative Procedure Act.

More information is available on the following websites:

Surface Coating of Automobiles and Light-Duty Trucks
Surface Coating of Metal Cans

Boat Manufacturing

Clay Ceramics Manufacturing

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 11/2/2021

On November 1, 2021, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) proposed minor amendments to
the 2008 National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Paint Stripping and
Miscellaneous Surface Coating Operations at Area Sources. Following a technology review, EPA is
proposing to find that there have been no cost-effective developments that would further reduce air toxics
since the original NESHAP was promulgated. EPA is also proposing to amend provisions regarding
electronic reporting; make miscellaneous clarifying and technical corrections; simplify the petition for
exemption process; and clarify requirements addressing emissions during periods of startup, shutdown
and malfunction (SSM). More information, including a summary fact sheet and a pre-publication version
of the proposed amendments, is available at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/paint-
stripping-and-miscellaneous-surface-coating-operations

Tony Pendola, NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 11/2/2021

On Friday and Monday, the Administrator signed four final air toxics rules:

Final Air Toxics Standards for Carbon Black Production

On November 1, 2021, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized amendments to the
2002 National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the Carbon Black
Production source category. EPA evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the NESHAP
and determined that risks are acceptable and the standards provide an ample margin of safety to protect
public health and the environment. The technology review of the standards for Carbon Black production
major source and area facilities did not identify any developments that would further reduce hazardous air
pollutant emissions beyond the original NESHAP.
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EPA is finalizing other 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.

More information, including a summary fact sheet and a pre-publication version of the final rule, is
available at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/acetal-resins-acrylic-modacrylic-fibers-
carbon-black-hydrogen.

Final Air Toxics Standards for Cyanide Chemicals Manufacturing

On November 1, 2021, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized amendments to the
2002 National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the Cyanide Chemicals
Manufacturing source category. EPA evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the NESHAP
and determined that risks are acceptable, and the standards provide an ample margin of safety to protect
public health and the environment. EPA identified no technology-related developments that would lower
emissions beyond the original NESHAP. As a result, EPA is not amending the NESHAP as a part of the
technology review. However, as a part of our technology review, we did identify previously unregulated
emission sources and finalized changes to the NESHAP that add standards for these sources.

EPA is finalizing other 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.

More information, including a summary fact sheet and a pre-publication version of the final rule, is
available at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/acetal-resins-acrylic-modacrylic-fibers-
carbon-black-hydrogen.

Final Air Toxics Standards for Flexible Polyurethane Foam NESHAP and RTR Final Rule

On October 29, 2021, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized amendments to the
2003 National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the Flexible Polyurethane
Foam Fabrication Operations major source category. EPA evaluated the risks remaining after fully
implementing the NESHAP and determined that risks are acceptable. EPA identified one technology-
related development that is a current industry practice. Accordingly, EPA is amending the definition of
“hazardous air pollutants (HAP)-based adhesive” so that major source new and existing loop slitters are
prohibited from using adhesives containing one percent or more by weight of total HAP.

EPA is finalizing minor changes to the original NESHAP for these major source and area source
categories and has determined that the standards continue to provide an ample margin of safety to public
health and the environment.

More information, including a summary fact sheet and a pre-publication version of the final rule, is
available at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/flexible-polyurethane-foam-
fabrication-operations-national-emission.

Final Air Toxics Standards for Refractory Products Manufacturing

On October 29, 2021, The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) finalized amendments to the
2003 National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for the Refractory Products
Manufacturing source category. EPA evaluated the risks remaining after fully implementing the NESHAP
and determined that risks are acceptable, and the standards provide an ample margin of safety to protect
public health and the environment. EPA identified one technology-related development that reflects
current industry best practices. As a result, EPA is amending the work practices that are required to
minimize air toxics emissions during scheduled maintenance of control devices for continuous kilns.
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EPA is finalizing other 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.

More information, including a summary fact sheet and a pre-publication version of the final rule, is
available at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/refractory-products-manufacturing-
national-emissions-standards.

EPA has filed a motion with the DC Circuit Court indicating that EPA will reconsider the 2020 decision
to retain 2015 standards, based on the existing scientific record.

As with the reconsideration of the particulate matter National Ambient Air Quality (NAAQS), EPA will
reconsider the decision to retain the ozone NAAQS in a manner that adheres to rigorous standards of
scientific integrity and provides ample opportunities for public input and engagement. This action
reflects the Agency’s renewed commitment to a rigorous NAAQS review process, with a focus on
protecting scientific integrity. EPA will ensure the Clean Air Scientific Advisory Committee (CASAC)
is fully equipped to advise the Administrator and will reinstall an ozone CASAC panel to provide targeted
expertise and advice, as requested by the CASAC itself.

EPA is targeting the end of 2023 to complete this reconsideration.

EPA established the current standards at a level of 70 parts per billion in 2015 and retained them in
2020. EPA has received numerous legal challenges to the 2020 decision. In addition, the 2020 review
was completed without the benefit of an ozone-specific panel supporting the Clean Air Scientific
Advisory Committee.

Background

While ozone levels have fallen by more than 20 percent over the past 20 years, about 100 counties have
measured ozone levels above the 2015 standards. The Agency is working closely with State, Tribal, and
local air agencies to ensure appropriate area designations and nonattainment area classifications are in
place. In addition, EPA will continue to ensure that State, Tribal, and local air agencies comply with
applicable planning and control requirements in order to attain and maintain the 2015 standards, while
this reconsideration is underway.

More information about ground-level ozone and the most recent review of the ozone NAAQS is available
at: https://www.epa.gov/eround-level-ozone-pollution.

White House Environmental Justice Advisory Council Public Virtual Meeting

The EPA has confirmed the dates for the next White House Environmental Justice Advisory Council
(WHEJAC) public meeting. This virtual two-day meeting is free and open to the public. Members of the
public are encouraged to provide comments relevant to the specific issues being considered by WHEJAC.

When: November 17 and 18, 2021 from approximately 3:00 pm — 7:30 pm (EST)

Register here: https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/white-house-environmental-justice-advisory-
council

Individual registration is REQUIRED and is available through the scheduled end time of the meeting
day.
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Agenda: The meeting discussion will focus on several topics including, but not limited to the discussion
and deliberation of draft recommendations to the Chair of the Council on Environmental Quality and the
White House Interagency Council on Environmental Justice from the Justice40 Work Group, Climate and
Economic Justice Screening Tool Work Group and the Scorecard Work Group.

The meeting agenda and other meeting support materials including the public comments will be posted in
the public docket Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OA-2021-0683 as they become available
at http://www.regulations.gov.

Public Comment Period: A public comment period relevant to the specific issues will be considered by
the WHEJAC during the public meeting. Registration to speak during the public comment period will
close at 11:59 p.m., (EDT), on November 10, 2021. Also, submitting written comments for the record are
strongly encouraged. Submit your written comments, identified by Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OA-2021-
0683 at http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the online instructions for submitting comments. Written
comments can be submitted up to two (2) weeks after the meeting date. Submit your comments to Docket
ID No. EPA-HQ-A0O-2021-0683 or by one of the following methods:
o www.regulations.gov: Follow the online instructions for submitting comments.
e Email: Send comments by electronic mail (email) to: whejac(@epa.gov, Attention Docket ID No.
EPA-HQ-A0-2021-0683.
o  Webform: Use the webform at https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/white-house-
environmental-justice-advisory-council#whejacmeeting and email any additional materials
to whejac@epa.gov.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 11/2/2021

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is taking a significant step forward in fighting the
climate crisis through a proposed rule that would reduce methane and other harmful pollutants from the
oil and natural gas industry. The industry is the largest industrial source of U.S. emissions of methane, a
potent greenhouse gas. Oil and gas facilities and operations also emit smog-forming volatile organic
compounds and toxic air pollutants such as benzene. EPA reviewed its rules for the oil and natural gas
industry in response to President Biden’s Executive Order 13990, Protecting Public Health and the
Environment and Restoring Science to Tackle the Climate Crisis.

To help engage with our stakeholders on the proposed oil and natural gas methane rule, EPA will host
three half-day training events. The training will provide: background information on the oil and gas
production process; an overview of the proposed rules; panel discussions with environmental justice
communities, tribes, and small business stakeholders; and information on how to effectively engage in the
regulatory process. This event will be open to the public; however, the targeted audiences are
communities/environmental justice stakeholders, tribes, and small business stakeholders. These events
will be held using Zoom, and a toll-free call-in number will be available. To learn more about this rule
and the training, please visit this link: https://www.epa.gov/controlling-air-pollution-oil-and-natural-gas-
industry/epa-host-trainings-november-16-18-2021-epas.

This virtual event is FREE and open to the public. REGISTRATION IS REQUIRED

TRAINING INFORMATION:

DATE: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 — Targeting EJ Communities and Tribes
TIME: 12:30PM — 5:00PM (Eastern time)
TOPICS:
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o Background: Understanding the Oil and Gas Production Process, Climate- and Health-Impacts,
and
¢ Overview of the Oil and Gas Proposed Rulemaking

DATE: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 — Targeting EJ Communities and Tribes
TIME: 12:30PM — 5:00PM (Eastern time)
TOPICS:

o Dialogue Among Grassroot Community Members and Tribal Nations,

¢ How to Participate in the Comment Period and Public Hearings, and

e  Group Discussions

DATE: Thursday, November 18, 2021 — Targeting Small Business Stakeholders
TIME: 12:30PM — 6:30PM (Eastern time)

TOPICS:
¢ Overview of the Oil and Gas Proposed Rulemaking and the Small Business Advocacy Review
Panel,

o Dialogue Among Small Businesses Stakeholders,
e How to Participate in the Comment Period and Public Hearings, and
e  Group Discussions

See below for training details.

_ Click the link below to register for the upcoming training events. After
registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information on how to join the webinar.

https://usepa2021oilandgastraining.eventbrite.com

We look forward to your participation and encourage you to share this invitation with others in the Small
Business community who may be interested.

Please share with your stakeholders.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 11/2/2021

Yesterday, the Administrator signed a proposed rule that will take a significant step in fighting the climate
crisis and protecting public health. This proposal would sharply reduce methane and other harmful air
pollution from both new and existing sources in the oil and natural gas industry. The proposal would
expand and strengthen emissions reduction requirements that are currently on the books for new,
modified and reconstructed oil and natural gas sources, and would require states to reduce methane
emissions from hundreds of thousands of existing sources nationwide for the first time. A prepublication
version of the proposal, supporting technical documents and summary fact sheets are available on the web
at: https://www.epa.gov/controlling-air-pollution-oil-and-natural-gas-industry/actions-and-notices-about-
oil-and-natural#regactions.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 11/1/2021

I want to share information about an exciting One Health webinar series for states that will be held
November 3", in commemoration of One Health Day, and November 17", from 4:00-5:00 pm ET. The
flyer is attached with links to registration. The webinars are being hosted by EPA ORD with our state
partners at ASTHO, ECOS and AFWA.
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One Health is a collaborative, multisectoral, and trans-disciplinary approach — working at local, regional,
national, and global levels — to achieve optimal health and well-being outcomes recognizing the
interconnections between people, animals, plants and their shared environment. In other words, it is a
systems approach that considers contributions of the environment, animals, humans, and plants in a
holistic manner.

Many Departments and Agencies have adopted this approach to better understand the linkages between
human, animal, and plant health and the environment. By taking these factors into consideration, better
and more relevant data and decision support tools can be developed and used to address specific issues,
such as those related to the environment, environmental health, fish and wildlife, as part of a system that
influences the outcome.

Jenifer Dixon, MI Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/28/2021

EPA Appoints New Members to National Environmental Justice Advisory Council

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced the appointment of ten new members to the
National Environmental Justice Advisory Council (NEJAC). Established in 1993, the NEJAC provides
advice and recommendations about broad, cross-cutting issues related to environmental justice to the EPA
administrator.

“The NEJAC’s role in this administration is critical to ensuring that EPA is delivering on its commitment
to protect overburdened and underserved communities in America,” said EPA Administrator Michael
S. Regan. “I’ve already gained critical insight from the NEJAC, which has informed key policy,
enforcement, and granting decisions to reduce exposure to dangerous pollution. It is with great pleasure
that [ welcome these expert new members of the NEJAC, and I look forward to their counsel so we can
go even further, together.”

These new members are coming to the NEJAC from academia, community-based organizations, non-
governmental organizations, state and local governments, and tribal governments. They will serve for an
initial one-year term.

EPA selected new members from a very large pool of qualified candidates. Selections were made in
accordance with the NEJAC charter to achieve balance and diversity in terms of geographic location,
gender, ethnicity, and stakeholder perspective.
The new NEJAC members and their affiliations are:
Academia

o Jill Lindsey Harrison, PhD — University of Colorado Boulder
Community Based Organizations

o Leticia Colon de Mejias — Energy Efficiencies Solutions (EES)/ Green ECO Warriors

e Rev. Dr. Ambrose Carroll, Sr. Green — The Church

e Sofia Owen — Alternatives for Community & Environment (ACE)

Non-Governmental Organizations

e Brenda Torres — San Juan Bay Estuary Program
e Andy Kricun — US Water Alliance



Tribal Indigenous Governments and Organizations

o Jonathan Perry — Becenti Chapter
e Scott Clow — Ute Mountain Ute Tribe

State and Local Government

e Charles Bryson — City of St. Louis Civil Rights Enforcement Agency
o Felicia Beltran — Arizona Department of Transportation

In addition, EPA would like to thank the following departing members of the NEJAC, who have all
provided invaluable voices on environmental justice to the EPA:

e Sacoby Wilson, Ph.D. — Community Engagement Environmental Justice and Health Initiative
Maryland Institute of Applied Environmental Health

o  Cheryl Johnson — People for Community Recovery

e Richard Moore — Los Jardines Institute

e Hermila Trevino-Sauceda — Alianza Nacional de Campesinas

o Melissa McGee-Collier — Office of Community Engagement Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality

¢ Dennis Randolph — City of Kalamazoo Depatment of Public Engineer

o Kelly Wright — Environmental Waste Management Shoshone-Bannock Tribes

For more information about the NEJAC: https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/national-
environmental-justice-advisory-council

For more information about applying for the

NEJAC: https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/nominations-nejac

To read the NEJAC Charter: https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/national-environmental-justice-
advisory-council-charter

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/26/2021

EPA Responds to New Mexico Governor and Acts to Address PFAS Under Hazardous Waste Law
WASHINGTON (Oct. 26, 2021) — Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced
it is acting upon a petition from Governor Michelle Lujan Grisham of New Mexico to tackle PFAS
contamination under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). In responding to the petition,
EPA outlined plans to initiate the rulemaking process for two new actions under the hazardous waste law,
reflecting the agency’s focus on using best available science and leveraging authorities to combat this
shared challenge.

“We can only make progress for communities suffering from PFAS pollution if we work collaboratively
across levels of government and harness our collective resources and authority,” said EPA
Administrator Michael S. Regan. “Today, we are taking important steps toward developing new
scientific approaches to confront these dangerous chemicals and strengthening the ability to clean up
PFAS contamination. I thank Governor Lujan Grisham for her engagement and leadership, which will
lead to better protections for people in New Mexico and across the country.”

“I applaud Administrator Regan for empowering states to follow New Mexico’s lead and hold PFAS
polluters accountable,” said Governor Lujan Grisham. “By taking an urgent and science-based
approach to this issue, we’re helping to protect communities in New Mexico and around the country.”


https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.epa.gov%2Fenvironmentaljustice%2Fnational-environmental-justice-advisory-council&data=04%7C01%7CDIXONJ2%40michigan.gov%7C43a4570eab1140f3740d08d99a1893ed%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637710252631495725%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=3TdEcbQtaAfvdNYpSGhqOPdYmlTFgLJe7hKJMUN5hCw%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.epa.gov%2Fenvironmentaljustice%2Fnational-environmental-justice-advisory-council&data=04%7C01%7CDIXONJ2%40michigan.gov%7C43a4570eab1140f3740d08d99a1893ed%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637710252631495725%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=3TdEcbQtaAfvdNYpSGhqOPdYmlTFgLJe7hKJMUN5hCw%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.epa.gov%2Fenvironmentaljustice%2Fnominations-nejac&data=04%7C01%7CDIXONJ2%40michigan.gov%7C43a4570eab1140f3740d08d99a1893ed%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637710252631505681%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=nNK1t%2BLYcYvDes24hPDqEnkCziF6Hzfe9eBlU%2BJF7AI%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.epa.gov%2Fenvironmentaljustice%2Fnational-environmental-justice-advisory-council-charter&data=04%7C01%7CDIXONJ2%40michigan.gov%7C43a4570eab1140f3740d08d99a1893ed%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637710252631505681%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=p%2FgV%2BKsciG0Wx%2FRgN90nFN4yR4asCGm3xoDygT%2BkLUQ%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.epa.gov%2Fenvironmentaljustice%2Fnational-environmental-justice-advisory-council-charter&data=04%7C01%7CDIXONJ2%40michigan.gov%7C43a4570eab1140f3740d08d99a1893ed%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637710252631505681%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=p%2FgV%2BKsciG0Wx%2FRgN90nFN4yR4asCGm3xoDygT%2BkLUQ%3D&reserved=0

Governor Lujan Grisham’s petition requested that PFAS be identified as hazardous waste under RCRA,
either as a class or as individual chemicals. In today’s response, EPA is announcing the initiation of two
rulemakings. First, the agency will initiate the process to propose adding four PFAS chemicals as RCRA
Hazardous Constituents under Appendix VIII, by evaluating the existing data for these chemicals and
establishing a record to support such a proposed rule. The four PFAS chemicals EPA will evaluate are:
perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA), perfluorooctane sulfonic acid (PFOS), perfluorobutane sulfonic acid
(PFBS), and GenX. Adding these chemicals as RCRA Hazardous Constituents would ensure they are
subject to corrective action requirements and would be a necessary building block for future work to
regulate PFAS as a listed hazardous waste.

The second rulemaking effort will clarify in our regulations that the RCRA Corrective Action Program
has the authority to require investigation and cleanup for wastes that meet the statutory definition of
hazardous waste, as defined under RCRA section 1004(5). This modification would clarify that emerging
contaminants such as PFAS can be cleaned up through the RCRA corrective action process.

These actions build on EPA’s broader strategy to comprehensively address PFAS pollution across the
country, following its announcement last week of the PFAS Strategic Roadmap. The roadmap commits
EPA to bold new policies to safeguard public health, protect the environment, and hold polluters
accountable. The actions described in the PFAS Roadmap each represent important and meaningful steps
to safeguard communities from PFAS contamination. Cumulatively, these actions will build upon one
another and lead to more enduring and protective solutions.

View Governor Lujan Grisham’s petition and the response: https://www.epa.gov/hw.

Learn more about EPA’s Council on PFAS: https://www.epa.gov/pfas/epa-actions-address-pfas.
Background:

PFAS are a group of man-made chemicals that includes PFOA, PFOS, PFBS, GenX, and many other
chemicals. PFAS have been manufactured and used in a variety of industries around the globe, including
in the United States since the 1940s. PFOA and PFOS have been the most extensively produced and
studied of these chemicals. Both chemicals are very persistent in the environment and in the human body
— meaning they do not break down, and they can accumulate over time. Evidence indicates that exposure
to PFAS can lead to adverse human health effects.

Learn more about PFAS: https://www.epa.gov/pfas/basic-information-pfas.

Allison Crowther, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/25/2021

The Promotion subcommittee is holding a training session on webinars this Thursday, October 28th at
10:00 CT/11:00 ET. Dan Sowry (OH), Jenifer Dixon (MI), and I (Allison Crowther, KS) will discuss the
benefits to your program of offering webinars and online training, as well as tips on how to organize
them, including topics such as

¢ Recruiting and coordinating with speakers
e Marketing

¢ Audience engagement

e Registration, evaluation, and metrics

I have included login information below, and I will be sending out a calendar invite as well

Lynelle Ladd, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/21/2021

In case you didn’t see this announcement. First-ever PFAs reporting in TRI now available for viewing.


http://url6130.epa.mediaroom.com/ls/click?upn=-2BroytcZInNRyuFbAvAoN5QyrjN-2FZnOCq2dnXWWRpCSY-3DLwI9_yJzEo6kFh7kDXV3QVCNi3mN6HnGAt-2BqH3XWcaijn9afYwLTQ9HiyhcF8hGApIsbpyK6cB-2FVdpwv9vcKiDg3rWkQYVhU8FpIwspqc9bflHmJm2q14SyFhsdmESpfMxyC7XR-2B-2B9gIZzSSRNC2pCtWiBeUCF2NM7-2FIRP2FtT8q9IEsNcWsbvpCd9o0tywtty-2BBaAe09cRm02QsSFsX9ydplduWqp0qUBxeoXrQgfTixIHTxic8P859jDZt63olcM5Lm
http://url6130.epa.mediaroom.com/ls/click?upn=-2BroytcZInNRyuFbAvAoN5dQpeWz6ROmTfQ-2B8R9uMH6q1kTkaICaGXCJ1iHuG-2BzCaeVTyD7KA1Nf2y7nxMxOHBQ-3D-3DTaAK_yJzEo6kFh7kDXV3QVCNi3mN6HnGAt-2BqH3XWcaijn9afYwLTQ9HiyhcF8hGApIsbpyK6cB-2FVdpwv9vcKiDg3rWkQYVhU8FpIwspqc9bflHmL4s7ic13cPO7WW4GzMcRkaBqLIHyMdRNJ8uD-2B-2Fe5tV7zoao6QaKwCoohzl9kqrlzHLW-2BcD6xTgs9I5HqKMGRemQ-2Bru6KVQW0YXl7NGd82eQYeC-2BrevwbtirHVVTb9RguTbI5TZFKKhZ3N6Xqdcz3pQ
http://url6130.epa.mediaroom.com/ls/click?upn=-2BroytcZInNRyuFbAvAoN5dQpeWz6ROmTfQ-2B8R9uMH6o-2F3UwJ1mmiRrF-2FFYeblJn-2Fb3NwATi6JcnBA7pkhaOHfg-3D-3DHpSz_yJzEo6kFh7kDXV3QVCNi3mN6HnGAt-2BqH3XWcaijn9afYwLTQ9HiyhcF8hGApIsbpyK6cB-2FVdpwv9vcKiDg3rWkQYVhU8FpIwspqc9bflHmLBuT0hVBtIW465yQ8O6KB9CevncKdKSuBojSulBQvWI4eJYuxDtaJOu-2FovrqtG-2Fmw52P0D3FZhnH-2B9uxnbm-2FuiqALgYqDxcGx66fREtd-2BWKpZExeuaZs-2F89TUGoncRLuYBu-2BjWkMDUs1ce9wnjoReD

IT'S YOUR RIGHT TO KNOW!

Toxics Release Inventory (TRI) Program

Providing Pollution Prevention and Toxic Chemical Release Information

2020 TRI Data Now in Online TRI Tools

EPA has made available updated 2020 TRI data about chemical releases, chemical waste management,
and pollution prevention activities that took place during 2020 at more than 21,000 federal and industrial
facilities throughout the U.S. and its territories. This dataset builds on the prehmlnary data released in

July. It includes revised and late submissions from I* tap ot TR1 acitties - Reporting vear 2020 [@nom [Rrowsoun) o] |
facilities, and reflects additional data quality checks by | v s s oo s .l
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EPA's full analysis of the 2020 data will be published o — -
early next year in the 2020 TRI National Analysis, and | & > "
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will examine numerous aspects of the data, including ’
trends in releases, waste management reporting by
parent companies, and how facilities are working to
reduce pollution.

First-Ever PFAS Reporting

The 2020 TRI dataset includes the first-ever reporting on the 172 per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances
(PFAS) added to the TRI by the 2020 National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA).

At this time, EPA has has received 91 TRI reporting forms for 43 discrete PFAS submitted by 39
facilities. The data indicate facilities managed over 841,000 pounds of production-related PFAS during
2020.

The 2020 TRI National Analysis will include discussion on the quantities of the PFAS released into the
environment, recycled, burned for energy recovery or treated; source reduction activities implemented on
PFAS; the facilities and sectors that disclosed this information; and the communities in which these



activities took place. The National Analysis will provide insights regarding the seemingly limited scope
of the reporting, including the types and number of facilities reporting and the specific PFAS reported.
As part of the recently released PFAS Roadmap, EPA plans to enhance PFAS reporting under the TRI by
proposing a rulemaking that would, among other changes, remove the eligibility of the de

minimis exemption. The de minimis exemption allows covered facilities to disregard certain minimal
concentrations of non-persistent, bioaccumulative and toxic chemicals in mixtures or trade name
products. This proposal would make unavailable the de minimis exemption with regard to providing
supplier notifications to downstream TRI facilities.

Because PFAS are used at low concentrations in many products, the elimination of the de

minimis exemption will result in a more complete picture of the releases and other waste management
quantities of these chemicals.

Accessing the 2020 Data

The 2020 data are available in the online TRI tools and data files, including the location-based TRI
factsheets.
Get 2020 Data

WWW.epa.gov/tri

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 10/21/2021

EPA is in the process of developing rulemaking actions that would address a number of states’ interstate
air pollution transport (or “good neighbor”) obligations under the Clean Air Act for the 2015 8-hour
ozone NAAQS. In these actions, EPA will make findings regarding ozone precursor emissions reductions
that are required to eliminate significant contribution to downwind nonattainment of the NAAQS or

interference with maintenance of the NAAQS. Prior good neighbor rulemakings have addressed multiple
states covering a wide region of the country, primarily in the eastern U.S. _
ﬁ to solicit input from stakeholders regarding these

regulatory actions.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 10/14/2021

Hi all — yesterday, the Administrator signed a notice and letters denying a petition for reconsideration and
request for administrative stay of its November 24, 2020 final rule “Prevention of Significant
Deterioration (PSD) and Nonattainment New Source Review (NNSR): Project Emissions Accounting.”
This rule revised the NSR regulations to make clear that both emissions increases and decreases from a
modification (a physical change or change in operation) can to be considered during Step 1 of the two-
step NSR applicability test in what we refer to as project emissions accounting.

EPA is taking no action at this time on the request within the petition for reconsideration that EPA
withdraw the March 2018 guidance memorandum “Project Emissions Accounting Under the New Source
Review Preconstruction Permitting Program.”

Petitioners did not meet the Clean Air Act 307(d)(7)(B) requirements for reconsideration because they did
not raise their specific concerns during the proposal comment period. However, the Agency believes that
the Petition for Reconsideration does raise concerns regarding the policy and regulations adopted in the
Project Emissions Accounting Rule. EPA will voluntarily be convening a rulemaking process to review
and potentially revise our NSR applicability provisions.

More information is available at: https://www.epa.gov/nsr/notice-action-denying-petition-
reconsideration-and-administrative-stay-project-emissions

John Podolinksy, MT Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/12/2021



https://lnks.gd/l/eyJhbGciOiJIUzI1NiJ9.eyJidWxsZXRpbl9saW5rX2lkIjoxMDEsInVyaSI6ImJwMjpjbGljayIsImJ1bGxldGluX2lkIjoiMjAyMTEwMjEuNDc3MTU4NjEiLCJ1cmwiOiJodHRwczovL3d3dy5lcGEuZ292L3BmYXMvcGZhcy1zdHJhdGVnaWMtcm9hZG1hcC1lcGFzLWNvbW1pdG1lbnRzLWFjdGlvbi0yMDIxLTIwMjQ_dXRtX21lZGl1bT1lbWFpbCZ1dG1fc291cmNlPWdvdmRlbGl2ZXJ5In0.9m1_hwQ83Tm2VnTdSENNzsYWraan7Jn9NUmjspCFRhA/s/830048681/br/114418110318-l
https://lnks.gd/l/eyJhbGciOiJIUzI1NiJ9.eyJidWxsZXRpbl9saW5rX2lkIjoxMDIsInVyaSI6ImJwMjpjbGljayIsImJ1bGxldGluX2lkIjoiMjAyMTEwMjEuNDc3MTU4NjEiLCJ1cmwiOiJodHRwczovL3d3dy5lcGEuZ292L3RveGljcy1yZWxlYXNlLWludmVudG9yeS10cmktcHJvZ3JhbS90cmktZGF0YS1hbmQtdG9vbHM_dXRtX21lZGl1bT1lbWFpbCZ1dG1fc291cmNlPWdvdmRlbGl2ZXJ5In0.BE5NzREvel3ogif5sjs-vX8vqlQpKr19cAP2GwtF6So/s/830048681/br/114418110318-l
http://www.epa.gov/tri
https://www.epa.gov/nsr/notice-action-denying-petition-reconsideration-and-administrative-stay-project-emissions
https://www.epa.gov/nsr/notice-action-denying-petition-reconsideration-and-administrative-stay-project-emissions

I wanted to forward you the email from Mark Smith, R8 Division Director of Land, Chemicals, and
Environmental Stewardship Branch announcing R8’s New P2 Regional Award Program. The direct link
to the application can be found in the attached flyer and on this link:

2021 EPA Region 8 Pollution Prevention (P2) Award Program | US EPA [epa.gov]

Please share this with your stakeholders and/or nominate eligible organizations for this opportunity in an
effort to highlight P2 successes and potentially be recognized by Region 8 leadership.

On a side note — sharing this video from Assistant Administrator Michal Freedhoff on P2 Week!
https://publish.twitter.com/?query=https%3 A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FEPA ChemSafety%2Fstatus%2F14
40050853289738241&widget=Tweet [publish.twitter.com]

It is my pleasure to announce EPA Region 8’s new Pollution Prevention (P2) Award Program for
business, industry, non-profits and other eligible entities. Detailed information about the award program
can be found in the flyer (attached and below). Please share this opportunity with your local Chambers of
Commerce and other business contacts, so we can highlight and recognize outstanding contributions to
preventing pollution at the source. We look forward to seeing applications and nominations.

If you have questions related to the R8 P2 Award Program, please contact Melissa Payan at (303) 312-
6511 or via email at payan.melissa@epa.gov.

Mark A. Smith, Director of Land, Chemicals and Redevelopment Division: U.S. EPA Region 8:


mailto:payan.melissa@epa.gov

EPA REGION &
POLLUTION PREVENTION (P2)
ANNUAL AWARD

2021

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EFA) Region 8 is
announcing & NEW P2 Award Program! EFA seeks [o recognize
excellence and innovation in P2 efforts in the Rocky Mouniain
Region (Colorado, Montana, North Dakola, South Dakota, Utah,
Wyoming and RE Tribal Lands].

WHAT IS P27

Any practice that reduces, eliminates or prevents pollution at its source prior to
recycling, reatment or disposal. EPA's P2 Program s a non-régulatory approach to
consense energly and water, reduce the use of toxic matenals, reduce hanmiul air
emissions at the source, and save money.

WHO SHOULD APPLY?

Businesses and organizations may submit recent projects (last three years) for
consideration. Applicants must be In compliance with all appicable emdronmental The Ware Macagemant Hittachy
regulations. Government agencies, EPA grantees, contractors and cooperative
agreemaent recipients arg not eliginde, howewer they can nominate 3 business o be
considered for an award

WHAT KIND OF PROJECTS ARE ELIGIBLET
P2 projects must meet the goals of the P2 Program. Projects may:
«  Reduce greenhouse gas and waste generation.
«  Conserve natural resources and materials,
Prévent spills and accidental relaases.
«  Reduce harardous materials use.
«  Promote the purchasing and use of less harardous materials.
Implemeant green chamistry practices,
«  Incraase 8 busingss's alliciency while mereasing sustainabls practices.
To see examples of P2 projects. please vsit EPA'S P2 wabsita,

Projects that are not aligible mclude recycling of dscarded matanals, waste
cleanup ot disposal activities, managing or processing of non-harardoos solid
washy (g, paper, aluminum, plastics, etc.), or activties that do not reduce the
use or release of harprdous substances, pollutants, contaminants, greenhouse
£a3 or waler,

INTERESTED IN APPLYING?

Visit https:/Swww.epa. gov/co/Moms 202 1 -spa-region-S-pallution-
prevention-p2-awand-program to leam more and apply. Deadiineg for
submission 15 October 189, 2021

Questions?

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 10/7/2021

Yesterday, 10/6/21, EPA signed an action providing public notice and soliciting comment on the
alternative means of emission limitation (AMEL) request for Leak Detection and Repair provisions in the
Standards of Performance and National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for the
Synthetic Organic Chemical Manufacturing Industry (SOCMI) and the Petroleum Refining Industry (40
CFR Section 60 Subparts VV, VVa, GGG, GGGa, and Section 63 Subparts H and CC.) This

AMEL would apply to two process units (Mid-crude and Meta-Xylene) located at the West Refinery in
Corpus Christi, Texas that is owned and operated by Flint Hills Resources LLC. Based upon review of the



AMEL request, EPA believes that, by complying with the proposed AMEL, these process units will
achieve emission reductions at least equivalent to the emissions reduction required by the applicable leak
detection and repair standards. Continuous monitoring has the potential to catch leaks, especially large
ones, much faster than the current practice of monitoring periodically. This potential reduction in large
leaks alone would likely lead to cleaner air for communities that live and work near these sites.

EPA is seeking the public’s input on the request from Flint Hills Resources that EPA approve

these alternative technologies and methods and will accept comment for 45 days after publication in
the Federal Register. The pre-publication notice and fact sheet are available

here: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/flint-hills-resources-alternative-means-
emission-limitation

Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/4/2021

I’m not sure what level of notifications that various SBEAPs get or need, but here might be a tool to get
some of them and perhaps it can guide SBEAPs in identifying common issues or groups so as to provide
more direct outreach to them and reduce enforcement.

Good Afternoon ECOS Compliance Committee Members,

I'm reaching out to forward an update on the release of ECHO Notify. Please see below and feel free to
reach out if you have any questions.

Best,

Connor

Greetings State Association Contacts,

EPA’s ECHO Team is excited to announce the release of a new tool for ECHO Gov users called ECHO
Notify. ECHO Notify is a personalized notification service that allows ECHO Gov users to sign up to
receive a weekly notification of newly identified notices for various environmental programs. ECHO
Notify is customizable to what alerts you would like to receive when ECHO is refreshed. For example,
new CWA violations in your state. Users that turn on alerts would not need to continually search ECHO
to seek out information about important changes.

How to access and sign up for ECHO Notify:

ECHO Notify is available under ECHO’s Search Options in the Cross Program section. You must be
logged in to ECHO Gov to access it, this tool is not available to the public yet. If you do not have an
ECHO Gov account already, state, local and tribal government employees can register for an ECHO Gov
account.



https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/flint-hills-resources-alternative-means-emission-limitation
https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/flint-hills-resources-alternative-means-emission-limitation
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Search EPA.gov .

EC @ Eﬂforcemenl and Login to your ECHO Gov sccount = Welcome mispstrs = Log Ot
I l Compliance History Online MYECHD  Coniac
Search Options

q Quick Search

ECHO provides a variety of ways to ldentify facilities of interest. Search for facilities by media
eﬁi search Options program using the links below or use media-specific tools to conduct additional analyses.
Cross Program Air
Analyze Trends * All Data Facility Search » Air Facility Search
s Map Any Facilities with Enforcement an & Map AirFacilities
i Compliance Data s & Clean Air Tracking Tool (ECATT)
AN Find EPA Cases * Corporate Compliance Screensr
s & Enforcement and Compliance Document Hazardous Waste
_ﬁfo:‘go;' %'ar(h » Hazardous Waste Facility Search
Data Services * = ECHO Notify s Map Hazardous Waste Facilities
Warer o o RCRA Integrated Targeting Assistant (RITA])
To sign up:
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Users will receive automatically generated email notifications whenever new activity has occurred during
the previous week-long period.

Emails normally arrive Monday morning. If you are signed up for multiple media, you will receive one
email for each media. SDWA emails will be sent quarterly.
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You may sign up for these options now, and you will receive them as soon as they are ready.

Please share this email with anyone in your organization that would benefit from learning more about
ECHO Notify. Please be aware that EPA is working on a modified version of this feature for the public in
2022. Before launching the public version, EPA will take state comments on the existing functionality.
The point of contact for the project is Tamulonis.charles@epa.gov , and we ask that any comments be
submitted by 11/30/21.
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Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 10/4/2021

As Sara had brought the subject up earlier this year, I thought I would share this information with the
group. This was passed on by our Office of Energy Programs in TN about an announcement from EPA on
regulations and handling of end-of-life solar panels: On September 9th, 2021, EPA published three new
webpages on the management of solar panels at end of life. These webpages cover regulation and
management of solar panel waste, solar panel recycling, and frequent questions on solar panel waste.
These pages provide information on how solar panels are regulated and managed at end of life when
recycled or disposed of. This includes an overview of hazardous waste regulations, state-specific policies,
and an explanation of how solar panels can be reused and recycled. These webpages were created in
response to growing stakeholder interest in this waste stream as more solar panels reach end-of-life.

To view the solar panel regulations and management page, visit https://www.epa.gov/hw/end-life-solar-
panels-regulations-and-management. To view the solar panel recycling webpage,

visit https://www.epa.gov/hw/solar-panel-recycling. To view the solar panel frequent questions,

visit https://www.epa.gov/hw/solar-panel-frequent-questions.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 9/30/2021

In a memorandum signed by the Assistant Administrator today, EPA announced the return to its 2015
policy explaining that State Implementation Plan (SIP) provisions that provide exemptions from air
emissions limits during periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction (SSM) or that provide affirmative
defense provisions are not consistent with the Clean Air Act and would not generally be approvable. This
policy had been superseded by a 2020 memorandum that EPA is withdrawing. The reinstated 2015 Policy
will ensure that all modes of source operation, including periods of SSM, have emissions limitations in
place that can be appropriately enforced in all communities and populations across the affected states,
including minority, low-income and indigenous populations overburdened by pollution.

In addition, EPA plans to revisit the three related state-specific SIP actions that were finalized in 2020
that withdrew the SIP calls previously issued to Texas, North Carolina, and lowa. Through notice-and-
comment rulemaking actions EPA plans to reconsider whether any of the findings underlying those
actions should be retained in light of the Agency’s change in policy. The memorandum has been
distributed to the Regional Administrators. The new policy is on our website: https://www.epa.gov/air-
quality-implementation-plans/emissions-during-periods-startup-shutdown-malfunction-ssm. The
withdrawn policy from 2020 is still posted as a reference. Please share this information with your
interested stakeholders.

Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 9/23/2021

A general notice from ECOS on a tool for Significant NonCompliance in water effluent violations.
Wanted to pass this on as it may be of interest to your state level water division.

ECOS Compliance Committee Members,
I'm passing along some information from the Association of Clean Water Administrators (ACWA) and

EPA on a new SNC NCI product on ECHO Gov. Please see below and feel free to reach out with any
questions.

Best,
Connor
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ACWA is partnering with EPA to help promote and distribute a new SNC NCI product, EPA and state
enforcement/compliance “Select Practices” for reducing significant noncompliance. You will find the
first three of these Select Practice summaries posted on EPA’s SNC NCI page at ECHO

Gov (login required). I have also attached them so you get a feel for the types of content that will be
captured and shared. These three Practices are titled:

1. Identifying and Resolving Significant Noncompliance (SNC) Before it is Official
2. Notifications for Significant Noncompliance (SNC)-Level Effluent Violations

3. Using a Combination of Technical Assistance and Escalating Enforcement

“Select Practices” are practices or programs being implemented by states or EPA to

reduce NPDES noncompliance. The SNC (NCI) Workgroup is leading an effort to identify, compile, and
distribute Practices to state and EPA programs. Each Practice follows a similar format: a brief description,
purpose, results, tips for implementation, and contact information for the Select Practice owner. Each
Select Practice summary has attached examples of actual products developed by the state or EPA as part
of implementing the Select Practice - that other states and EPA can use as models if they want to replicate
the Practice in their state or Region. If you have a state process/initiative you would like to see
highlighted as a Select Practice, please contact Rachel McAnallen at mcanallen.rachel@epa.gov.

Coming this fall, EPA will be facilitating discussions on these Select Practices featuring the regulators
implementing the Select Practice. The purpose of these discussions is, first and foremost, to acknowledge
the work of EPA Regions and states in reducing their SNC rate, as well as to share implementation tips
with other Regions and states for their consideration and replication. These discussions will provide state
and EPA NPDES programs an opportunity ask questions about the Select Practice to gain insights and
learn more about how it worked to reduce NPDES significant noncompliance.

A schedule of upcoming Select Practice discussions will be posted on the SNC NCI page at ECHO.gov. If
you have an interest in learning more about the SNC NCI initiatives please check out EPA’s webpage

at: https://www.epa.gov/enforcement/national-compliance-initiative-reducing-significant-non-
compliance-national-pollutant

It would be greatly appreciated if you could circulate this email among your inspection,
enforcement, and compliance managers as well. If you have questions or wish to learn more about the
Select Practices and Select Practice discussions, please

contact David Piantanida at Piantanida.david@epa.gov.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 9/20/2021

EPA Tools & Resources Training Webinar

Chemical Transformation Simulator: To Predict PFAS Metabolites and Environmental
Transformation Products

October 7, 2021 3-4 PM ET

The Chemical Transformation Simulator (CTS) is a publicly available web-based application that predicts
how organic chemicals will transform in environmental and biological systems. Traditional exposure and
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risk assessments for human-made organic chemicals have only focused on chemicals in their
manufactured form, but it is well known that many organic chemicals can be transformed in the
environment. Organic chemicals can also be metabolized into new molecules when they are ingested by
humans or ecological species. CTS Reaction Libraries predict the products that form from various
environmental transformation processes. This training webinar will provide an overview of CTS,
including a demonstration of the CTS workflows for predicting transformation pathways and
physicochemical properties of organic chemicals. For more information visit EPA’s CTS website.

Register for the Chemical Transformation Simulator training webinar!

EPA Tools & Resources Webinar
Freshwater Explorer: Interactive Map of Water Quality
October 20, 2021 3-4 PM ET

EPA’s Freshwater Explorer is an interactive mapping tool for visualizing water quality. States, tribes and
other groups contribute water quality information to a database through the Water Quality Exchange
(WQX). To make it easier to visualize these data, EPA scientists developed this interactive web-based
mapping tool. Freshwater Explorer provides information about background and observed conductivity, a
measure of salt content, for freshwater streams, lakes and wells in all 50 US states, Puerto Rico and the
US Virgin Islands. Salts can harm aquatic life and can be indicative of the presence of other pollutants.
Data for nutrients will be added in 2022. Attend the EPA Tools & Resources Webinar to learn more about
the EPA Freshwater Explorer!

Register for the Freshwater Explorer webinar!

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 9/17/2021

This $10,000 award target community sustainability virtual resources. Read more if you are interested.

Register Now: Sustainable Communities Web Challenge

The U.S. Environmental Protection ;
Agency (EPA), Code for America, and C O D E _ /r//‘

the Georgia Center of Innovation for ‘ ‘ AMERICA G

Energy Technology have launched ' AT B

the Sustainable Communities Web

Challenge, which will award a total of up

to $10,000 across all winning SUSTAINABLE

participants. The purpose of this COMMUNITIES

challenge is to customize our interactive WEB CHALLENGE

community starter pages for a

community of interest. These pages integrate tools that show the relationships between industries
and the environment and local economy with an eye toward informing community decisions around
sustainability. Sustainable communities promote health and well-being, such as through materials
reuse and recycling, and prevention of environmental releases, while also being economically
robust.

The challenge is open to anyone who is interested in creating these community pages, including
students from high school through graduate school, community representatives, coders and others.
An adult is required to register and oversee participation of any minors.


https://qed.epa.gov/cts/
https://usepa.zoomgov.com/webinar/register/WN_3mdmMdrkQGmnpFIsm0BEGg
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Farcg.is%2FKHb9S&data=04%7C01%7CBuerk.Emma%40epa.gov%7C1e2cb17993874d68338608d97c63ba30%7C88b378b367484867acf976aacbeca6a7%7C0%7C0%7C637677590031230733%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=Udx1WLX9eGHNr3DtHkJyy%2BXCSEllfaWQR8YxyPAagEM%3D&reserved=0
https://usepa.zoomgov.com/webinar/register/WN_TPjDbY1DTGGISOVNWr6KNQ

To start, the challenge asks participants to choose a location of interest — ranging from a local
community to multiple states. They can then join a community team or create a new team for their
community and use our starter pages to start their community page. To create a competitive
challenge entry they may further develop, customize, and improve our existing web tools that
integrate EPA models and data, or integrate data, tools or imagery from other sources of their
choosing relevant to issues in their community. Participants will compete for $10,000 in awards.
The challenge will culminate in a full-day showcase event and award presentation on October 2,
2021.

Register to participate.

Learn more about the Challenge.

Virtual workshops and Slack channel Information.

Learn more about USEEIO.

Nancy Larson, KS Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 9/17/2021

Note this EJ funding opportunity and the related webinar Oct. 5™,

New Funding Opportunity: Cumulative Health Impacts at the Intersection of Climate Change,
Environmental Justice, and Vulnerable Populations/Lifestages: Community-Based Research for
Solutions Request for Applications (RFA) and Informational Webinar

COVID-19 Update: EPA is providing flexibilities to applicants experiencing challenges related to
COVID-19. Please see the Flexibilities Available to Organizations Impacted by COVID-19 clause in
Section IV of EPA’s Solicitation Clauses.

URL: Cumulative Health Impacts at the Intersection of Climate Change, Environmental Justice,
and Vulnerable Populations/Lifestages: Community-Based Research for Solutions Request for
Applications (RFA)

Open/Close Dates: September 16, 2021 - November 16, 2021

Register for the Informational
Webinar: https://cumulative health impacts climate change.eventbrite.com

Background: The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), as part of its Science to Achieve
Results (STAR) program, is seeking applications proposing transdisciplinary research to analyze
environmental problems at the intersection of climate change, environmental justice (EJ), and vulnerable
populations and lifestages.

Environmental justice (EJ) is an integral part of EPA’s mission to protect human health and the
environment. EJ is defined as the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of
race, color, national origin, or income, with respect to the development, implementation, and enforcement
of environmental laws, regulations, and policies. Low-income, minority, tribal and indigenous
communities are often disproportionately vulnerable to environmental health challenges because they are
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faced with greater exposure to many sources of pollutants or contaminants. They are also more likely to
be overburdened due to systemic environmental policies resulting in wealth and health inequities or
disparities and underserved in adaptive capacity to respond to and cope with emerging environmental
stressors caused by climate change. Climate change can create various levels of environmental and health
impacts in different regions, communities, and population groups across the nation. Additionally,
children, older adults, and people with disabilities or pre-existing health conditions may be most
susceptible and vulnerable to climate changes and associated environmental stressors. Proposed research
projects should address all of the following research questions:

o What may be the most influential community-, population- or lifestage-specific vulnerabilities
caused by ongoing climate change that would elevate exposure to pollutants or contaminants and
further exacerbate the health effects from exposure to pollutants or contaminants in overburdened
communities?

o What are the cumulative health impacts of climate change related stressors on vulnerable groups
or susceptible lifestages in overburdened communities?

e How can community-based scientific research results be translated and/or applied to provide
effective solutions to reduce climate change impacts on human health in overburdened
communities?

For information on eligibility, project specifications, or how to apply, visit: Cumulative Health Impacts
at the Intersection of Climate Change, Environmental Justice, and Vulnerable
Populations/Lifestages: Community-Based Research for Solutions Request for Applications (RFA)

Learn more about EPA Research Grants.

Informational Webinar https://cumulative health impacts climate change.eventbrite.com

Date: Tuesday, October 5, 2021
Time: 1:00 p.m. - 2:00 p.m.

Join us for an informational webinar on this funding opportunity. The webinar will cover application
information and provide an overview of what has already been provided in the RFA.

Webinar Objectives:
e Share general information and information on research areas for the RFA (EPA Project Officer)
o Learn about the submission, eligibility, relevancy review and peer review processes (EPA

Eligibility, Submission, and Peer Review Officers)
e Question & answer session

A copy of the webinar presentation will be available on the RFA webpage for those unable to participate
in the scheduled webinar.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 9/10/2021

The Administrator signed proposed amendments to the National Volatile Organic Compound (VOC)
Emission Standards for Aerosol Coatings — a national reactivity-based regulation for acrosol spray paints.
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These proposed amendments are in response to petitions submitted by the American Coatings Association
requesting that the rule be updated to resolve inconsistencies and reduce burdens and costs on the aerosol
coatings industry. In this proposed action, EPA is adding new compounds and reactivity factors, revising
the default reactivity factor, updating the coating category emission limits, revising the threshold for
VOC:s covered by the rule, adding electronic reporting provisions consistent with recent rulemakings, and
making other minor clarifying edits.

EPA will accept comment on the proposed amendments for 60 days after publication in the Federal
Register. A prepublication version of the proposal and a summary fact sheet are posted on the web
at: Aerosol Coatings: National Volatile Organic Compound Emission Standards | US EPA

Donovan Grimwood, TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 8/5/2021

Based on the results of the survey, the SBEAP National Steering Committee is forming a new workgroup
focused on Environmental Justice issues. The initial purpose of the EJ workgroup will to look at ideas,
big or small, that could potentially be implemented or used by the SBEAPs to support EJ initiatives,
either within their program or any initiatives being developed at their state or even the Federal level.
These could include how better to use the tools that are already available and growing in scale, precision,
and scope of information contained, to ideas on how to make the information we as SBEAPs provide
more accessible.

Many of us have been part of various EJ webinars or sessions at conferences. Some of us have even been
the one up there talking about EJ issues. This is hopefully an opportunity to start sharing those ideas
across the network of SBEAPs in a more accessible manner. To that end, if you are interested in being
part of this workgroup, please email me. If you are interested in leading the workgroup, also let me know.
We currently have one person that has already stepped up and offered, but if we get another, we may
setup co-chairs such as we have in the Technical Subcommittee. As Melissa Collier in MS has noted, with
our connection to the small businesses that make up the majority of businesses in any community, the
renewed focus on EJ issues may be a place that the SBEAPs can do a lot of good in helping out those
small businesses in EJ communities so that the communities as a whole have a cleaner environment while
having a growing business sector.

Daniel Sowry, OH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program: 9/3/2021

We’re very proud and pleased to let you know that we’ve opened registration for Ohio EPA’s 2021
Sustainability Conference. We would greatly appreciate you helping us spread the word about this free
and virtual conference to be held on September 21* through the 23™. Here is a link to our eBinder where
attendees can register for sessions of interest.

Rhonda Wright, US EPA: 9/2/2021

Today, the EPA issued an advanced notice of proposed rulemaking (ANPRM) to assist in the potential
development of regulations for pyrolysis and gasification units. These units are used to convert solid or
semi-solid feedstocks, including solid waste (e.g., municipal solid waste, commercial and industrial
waste, hospital/medical/infectious waste, sewage sludge, other solid waste), biomass, plastics, tires, and
organic contaminants in soils and oily sludges to useful products such as energy, fuels and chemical
commodities. Pyrolysis and gasification are often described as heat-induced thermal decomposition
processes.

Through recent interactions with stakeholders, EPA has learned that pyrolysis and gasification processes
are more widely being used to convert waste into useful products or energy. An ANPRM will provide an


https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/aerosol-coatings-national-volatile-organic-compound-emission
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fepa.ohio.gov%2FPortals%2F29%2Fdocuments%2F2021-Sustainability-Conference-Program.pdf&data=04%7C01%7CDaniel.Sowry%40epa.ohio.gov%7C230de20273844995c1fa08d96efd6803%7C50f8fcc494d84f0784eb36ed57c7c8a2%7C0%7C0%7C637662857771533715%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=JnKMteNjoFJXmt%2B8znCj6HdLyL%2F3w9Fz9sWgyCfuu8I%3D&reserved=0

opportunity for a large and diverse group of stakeholders, including potentially impacted facilities, small
businesses, and state, local, and tribal governments, to participate in the data and information gathering
process and provide information on the details of pyrolysis and gasification units and processes. Based on
data and information received through this ANPRM, the agency will evaluate how best to regulate the
pyrolysis and gasification units.

A pre-publication version of the ANPRM and a fact sheet are available on the web
at: https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/advance-notice-proposed-rulemaking-pyrolysis-

and-gasification

Christopher Lynch, NE Business Environmental Program: 9/2/2021

We are excited to make plans for the 2022 National SBEAP Annual Training in Nevada in the spring of
2022! The planning committee had our first meeting in early August and will meet again on September
8™ at 3:30pm ET.

If you are a regional alternate representative to the National Steering Committee, don’t forget that you are
automatically a member of the conference planning committee. We look forward to your participation.

If you need to participate on the planning committee in order to obtain travel approval to attend the
conference in 2022 please reach out directly to me right away so we can get you on the planning
committee. Anyone else who is interested in participating on the planning committee should also get in
touch with me directly as soon as possible.

As we continue to plan for the March/April 2022 conference in Nevada, let’s all keep Stateline, NV and
South Lake Tahoe, CA in our positive thoughts as the Caldor Fire continues to threaten Lake Tahoe and
those communities in particular (which also happens to be where the conference hotels are). It has been a
difficult summer for wildfires and hazardous smoke in our area.

Tony Pendola NC Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/19/2021

I asked the Association of Air Pollution Control Agencies (AAPCA) to share our annual report and they
included it in their latest Weekly Update. Here is the snippet from the last page:

Other Environmental Reports / Articles of Interest

* The National Small Business Environmental Assistance Program has published its annual report.

* Politico, “An inconvenient truth (about weed),” August 10, 2021

* ProPublica, “We Reported on Pollution From Sugar Cane Burning. Now Federal Lawmakers Want the
EPA to Take Action.,” August 13, 2021

Rhonda Wright US EPA 8/19/2021

On August 18, 2021, EPA posted draft emission models for poultry (egg-layer and broiler) operations
developed using data gathered during the National Air Emissions Monitoring Study (NAEMS). The draft
models estimate daily air emissions of ammonia, hydrogen sulfide, and particle pollution from houses
and manure sheds on egg-laying farms and houses on broiler farms. The Agency continues to develop air
emission models for dairy animal feeding operations and volatile organic compounds from all animal
operations. After the draft emission models for all animal sectors are complete, EPA will release the entire
set of models for stakeholder review. 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. For more information, please
visit this site.

Background:



https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/advance-notice-proposed-rulemaking-pyrolysis-and-gasification
https://www.epa.gov/stationary-sources-air-pollution/advance-notice-proposed-rulemaking-pyrolysis-and-gasification
https://cleanairact.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/2020-NationalSBEAP_flyer_FINAL.pdf
https://www.politico.com/news/2021/08/10/weed-cannabis-legalization-energy-503004
https://www.propublica.org/article/we-reported-on-pollution-from-sugar-cane-burning-now-federal-lawmakers-want-the-epa-to-take-action
https://www.propublica.org/article/we-reported-on-pollution-from-sugar-cane-burning-now-federal-lawmakers-want-the-epa-to-take-action
https://www.epa.gov/afos-air/draft-air-emissions-estimating-methodologies-animal-feeding-operations

In the early 2000s, EPA determined it did not have sufficient scientific information to evaluate air emissions
from AFOs. As a first step towards improving emissions estimates for the AFO sector and addressing public
concerns about air pollution from AFOs, EPA and AFO industry participants entered into a voluntary
consent agreement. The Air Compliance Agreement established NAEMS, which included collection of
particulate matter, hydrogen sulfide, volatile organic compounds, and ammonia emissions data across the
swine, dairy, broiler chicken, and egg-laying sectors from 2007 through 2010. EPA was tasked with
developing emission estimation methodologies based on NAEMS data. Initial efforts for some of the
emission sources were released in 2012 and reviewed by EPA’s Science Advisory Board (SAB). After a
pause in development, draft swine models were released in August 2020.

Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/5/2021

After discussing with Jennifer, we wanted to share with you the notes from the ECOS call yesterday that
was a listening session from the EPA to hear about state concerns and also to start reconnecting with ECOS
after several years of low activity.

The purpose of the listening session was to try and get reconnected with ECOS as there hadn’t been much
activity lately. EPA has been active in more enforcement cases with 3600 compliance monitoring activities
since the new administration took office. This included 2 emergency order. One was for a refinery in the
Virgin Islands and the other was for a containerboard facility in SC. It should be noted that only 11
emergency orders had been issued prior over the life of the EPA.

EPA has set EJ issues as a priority and feels it is its biggest issue. Their focus on EJ will be to strengthen
enforcement and civil inspection and criminal investigation, with a specific increase in EJ communities.
Climate change is the next priority with a focus on how to manage GHG via mitigation and consent decrees.
Next priority is PFAS and EPA is looking at using the Safe Drinking Water Act to protect communities.
Examples of this include a 1431 order to a location in Jackson, MS. Following the initial action, the 1431
order changed to a 1414 order [I am not sure exactly what that refers to]. Similarly, there was a 1431 order
in IL at a community.

OK and other states noted that there appeared to be a rise in either large companies managing small local
POTWs and trying to use the small community as a shield with such actions as unlicensed operators and
other activities that might get into criminal intent. Some states noted that rather than large companies, it was
the small, local POTWs that were creating issues and cutting a lot of corners. EPA criminal investigation
lead was on the call and may follow up with some states for more information.

What is the metric/measure of strong enforcement? EPA is not totally sure right now. They do not want to
set targets and would really prefer everyone to comply and the EPA could all go home and do something
else. Since that isn’t likely to happen, the EPA reacts to issues of non-compliance. They may react more
quickly or in a more stringent fashion, but as now, it would seem each case is handled as it comes up.

Will there be more resources to states? Or will there be a change in activities? This stems from the idea that
if there is a new initiative, what has to be given up. Both states and the Federal level are well used to that.
EPA is requesting more resources so as to be able to enable new initiatives and activities while not losing
current activities. Over the last decade, EPA has lost about 1000 FTE. There are currently about 24,000
FTE in EPA.

Where do the current National Compliance/Enforcement Initiatives fit in? It is a process to change the NCI
or NEI, including public notice and going through OMB. EPA had been considering waiting until an AA
was named (Acting Administrator?) but decided to move ahead on PFAS and EJ without waiting on a
political appointment. As such, they were already moving on PFAS and EJ prior to Administrator Regan
was confirmed. They are not changing current initiatives, but instead determining how to focus on the
initiatives that are already there.

One of the main takeaways I got from this is EPA’s commitment to EJ initiatives. With the formation of
the NEJAC and WHEJAC, I believe there is a strong movement towards changes that will hopefully be
lasting and beneficial to all, but most especially the EJ communities.

Sara Johnson NH Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 8/5/2021




Thank you, Dan Fagnant, Christine Grossman, and Jennifer Theodore, for sending me publications on
hazardous waste “empty” determinations. This is the finished products from NH.
Auto Body/Collision Repair Hazardous Waste Determination: Mixing Cups

Rhonda Wright US EPA 7/27/2021

On July 20, 2021, the EPA Administrator signed the Final BP Amoco Title V Petition Order.

By partially granting a petition requesting that the Agency object to the renewal of an operating permit
issued to the BP Amoco Chemical Company’s Texas City Chemical Plant in Galveston County, Texas,
EPA will assure improved emissions monitoring at this facility. The Environmental Integrity Project (EIP)
and Sierra Club petitioned EPA in April of 2017, challenging issues related to emissions monitoring,
incorporation by reference, and the use of flexible permits. Among other issues, EPA’s order addresses the
need for additional monitoring to assure that the facility’s steam-assisted flares operate as required —
destroying 98 percent or more of the volatile organic compounds and organic hazardous air pollutants in
the emissions stream. EPA has issued enforcement alerts about flare combustion efficiency issues as far
back as 2012 for chemical plants and has more recently required such monitoring in Clean Air Act emissions
standards for flares at petroleum refineries and ethylene production plants. This order provides information
about the technical problems that reduce combustion efficiency and suggests solutions to those problems
which EPA has established in the petroleum refining and other chemical sector rules. EPA’s order
ultimately allows Texas to determine the specific approach that needs to be taken to resolve these issues at
BP Amoco’s chemical plant. EPA’s order also grants other petition claims related to insufficient emissions
monitoring and the use of incorporation by reference. Though EPA acknowledges problems with the state-
issued flexible permit for this facility, the Agency denied petitioner’s claim that a compliance schedule was
required. The order (attached) will be available here.

Rhonda Wright US EPA 7/9/2021

On July 8, 2021, EPA signed a memorandum titled “Clarifications Regarding Regional Haze State
Implementation Plans for the Second Implementation Period” to assist states as they develop plans to
address visibility impairment under the Regional Haze Rule. The document provides information regarding
the development of State Implementation Plans (SIPs) for the Regional Haze second planning period
in light of questions and information EPA is receiving regarding SIP development. The document is
available on EPA’s website. EPA will also be holding a webinar open to Regional office contacts, State,
Local, Tribal, and Federal Land Manager representatives. The webinar is currently scheduled for July 13,
2021, from 3-4pm Eastern time. Attendees can register in advance here.

Rhonda Wright US EPA 6/24/2021

Yesterday, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced a move to provide more frequent
updates to national air toxics data and risk estimates as part of the agency’s commitment to making high-
quality information available on a timely basis to the public. The agency’s new approach will provide an
annual, more systematic update for all air toxics information, including emissions, ambient concentrations,
national screening risk estimates and monitoring data. Later this year, EPA will update a popular and
accessible tool, EJSCREEN, with risk estimates using 2017 data about air toxics emissions. EPA will
update EJSCREEN again next year using 2018 emissions. The agency will keep updating EJSCREEN with
the latest information as we transition, incorporating the latest risk results into EPA’s Annual Air Trends
Report, so the public can receive a more complete picture of current air quality — including air pollution
identified as “criteria” pollutants and air toxics. EPA’s goal is to launch the new, robust report in 2023. For
more information, visit the website.

Donovan Grimwood TN Small Business Environmental Assistance Program 6/18/2021

In regard to the Oil and gas listening sessions, EPA was posting a new link for each listening session just
shortly prior to it being broadcast. As such, I did not receive a direct link to send out. My apologies for that.
However, each of the sessions was recorded and is available on YouTube where the sessions were broadcast



https://www.des.nh.gov/sites/g/files/ehbemt341/files/documents/ab-hw-mixing-cups.pdf
https://www.epa.gov/title-v-operating-permits/title-v-petition-database
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https://usepa.zoomgov.com/meeting/register/vJIscuyprT4qHIhkAjiKBP1j-bAQvCI6oGM
https://www.epa.gov/haps/improving-access-air-toxics-data

live. This page contains the links. Each session appears to be about 9 hours long. I did listen to some of it
and the general opinion appeared to be that EPA should move ahead with reducing methane emissions by
65% or more. Some speakers were approaching it from a generalized health issue. Some provided
references to studies or control methods that EPA requested be added to the docket for review. The only
dissenting comments came from the industry itself with a claim that there are already controls on the larger
emitter