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Proposed

Bennie Engelke deputv dlrector for admlnistratlve ger-

- Vices, has determined that for the first five-year perlod
the rufe will ba in effect, there will bs no fiscal implica--

tions to elther state or local government as a result
of enforcing er administering the rule.

Roger Wallis, deputy director for standards amd‘regulaw
tions, has determined that the benefit that will accrue

" to the public and to the state as a result of enforcing

the rule as proposed will be:a more equitable emis-
sion limit since emissions normally fluctuate about an
average valua, Emissiens should stay the -same.
However, the. nurnber of viglations should be reduced
since @ short term exceedence will no longer be a
technical violation. There is. no identlfiable cost to the
public. -

This amendment is proposed under Texas Civil
Statutes, Article 4477-6, which provides the Texas
Aif Control Board with the authority to make rules and
regulations consistent with the gehetal intent and-pur-
poses of the Texas Clean Alr Act and to amend any
ruie or regulatlon the Taxas Air Control Board makes.

§115 41, Ethylene From Low- Denszty Polyethyterze Pro-’

duction. No person may allow to be emittéd more than
1.1 pounds of ethylene per 1,000 pounds (1.1 kg/1000

kg) of low- densny polycthylene plant product averaged

over any consecutive 24-hour period when sampled at

least one time per working shift from all vent gas streams -

associated with the formation, handling, and storage of
solidified product unless the vent gas streams are burned
at‘a temperature equal to or greater than 1,300°F (704°C)
in a smokeless flare or a direct-flame incinerator or are

controlled by an approved substantially equlvalent alter— .

nate method

This agency hereby certifies that the prop‘oséll has
been rgviewed by legal counsel and found to be within
the agency’s authority to adopt

Jlssued in Austin, Texas, on’ .J_une 4, 1982,

TRAD-824690  Bill Stewart, P.E.
Executive Director
Texas Air Control Board

Proposed date of adoption. July 14, 1982
For further informeation, pleaso calt {812} 451 5711
.ext. 364, -

Storage of Volatile Organic:Compounds
in Brazoria, Dallas, El Paso, Galveston,
Gregg, Harris, Jefferson, Nueces,
_Orange, Tarrant, and Vnctorla
Counties

31 TAC §115.105, §115 106

The Texas Air Control Board proposes amondments
to §115.105, concerning exemptions ard §115.106,

_ goncerning counties and compliance schedules, The

proposed amendment to §115,105 exempts weided
tanks storing crude oil with a true vapor pressure equal

to or greater than 4.0 psia and less than 6.0 psia from

‘ Rules
certain secondary seal requirements If specified
primary seal requirements are met. The proposed

- amendment to §115.106 clarifies the original Intent

to have December 31, 1982, as the final compllance
date for §8115.101-116.104, The exemption for
welded tanks meets the U.3. Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA} 5.0% demonstration requirement
in all but Galveston County which would have a 6.0%
increase in vdlatile organic compound (VOC} emis-
sions, four tons per year above the 5.0% demonstra-
tion levet. The cost of control devices required without
the exemption would be in excess of $8,000 per ton
according to data recelved from Taxas Mid-Continent
0il and Gas Association and Exxon Pipeline Company.

Bennie Engelke, deputy director for administrative ser-
vices, has determined that for the first five-year period
the rule will be In effect, there will be no fiscal Implica-
tions to sither state or local government as a resylt
of enfarcing or administering the rule. '

Roger Wallis, deputy director for standards and regula-
tions, has determined that for each year of the first
five years the rule as proposed is in effect, the public
benefit anticipated as a result of enforcing the rules
as proposed will be more cost effective control of VOC
emissions without significant deterioration in the cur-
rent level of air quality. There Is anticipated to he a
net economic gain to individuals who are required to
compiy with the rule as proposed because of relief

“from -requirements that are not cost effective.

Changes now occuring in the standard calculation _
methods for storage tank -emissions make cost
calculations |nfeaslble at this time,

'This amendment is, proposed ‘under Texas Civil

Statutes, Article 4477- 5, -which provides the Texas
Alr Control Board with the authorlty to make rules and
regulations consistent with the general intent and pur-
poses of the Taxas Clean Air Act and to amend any
rule or regulation the Texas Air Control Board rnakes.

§115.105. Exe}riptmns " The following are exemptions
to the requirements of §115.101 of this title (relating to

- Controt Requirements) and §115.102 of this title (relating

to Floating Roof Storage Tank Requirements).
“(1)-(6) (No change.)
(7  Any welded tank storing crude oil having a
true vapor pressure equal 10 or greater than 4.0 psia (27.6
kPa) and less than 6.0 psia (41.4 kPa) is exempt from
any extérnal secondary seal requirement of §115.101 of
this title (relating to Conirol Requirements) if any of the
following types of primary seals have been instalied hefor_e
the cffective date of this rule: ' '
(A) a metallic-type shoe seal, ,
@ =a llquld-mounted foam seal, or
(©) a fiquid-mounted liguid filled type seal. _

§415.106. Counties and Compliance Schedules.
(a) (No change.) _
(b) All persons affected by §115.101 of this title
(relating to- Control Reqmremonts) §115.102 of this ti-
tle (velating , to Floating Roof Storage Tank Re-
quirements}, §115.103 of this title (velating to Inspection
Requirements), and §115.104 of this title (relating to-
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Register.

Record Keeping Requirements) shall submit a final con-

trol plan for compliance no later than December 31, 1979,

and shall be in compliance as soon as practicable but no
later than December 31, 1982, with the exception noted
in subsection (c) of this section,

(c)  All persons required by §115.101 of this title

(relating to Control Requiréments) to retrofit tanks with
secondary seals shall submit a final control plan to the
Texas Air Control Board no later than December 31,

1980, and shall be in compliance as soon as practicable '

but no later than December 31, 1982, with the provisions
of §115.101. of this title (relating to Control Re-
quirements), §115.102 of this title (relating to Floating

Roof Storage Tank Requirements), §115.103 of this title
(relating to Inspection Requirements), and §115.104 of

this title (relating to Record Keeping Requirements).

This agency hereby certifies that the proposal has
been reviewed by legal counsel and found to be within

the agency's authorlty to adopt.

Issued in Austi_n, Texas, on June 4, 1982,

TRD-824691 Bill Stowart, P.E.
’ ’ Executive Director
Texas Alr Gontrol Board

Proposed date of adoption: July 14, 1982
For further Infarmation, please call (512} 451-6711,
ext 354

Facilities for Loading and UnIoé-ding of
Volatile Organic Compounds in

- Brazoria, Dallas, El Paso, Galveston, -

“Gregg, Harris, Jefferson, Nueces,

-Orange, Tarrant, and Victoria Counties

31 TAC §115.111, §115.113

The Texas Air Control Board proposes amendments
to §115.111, concerning throughput and control re-
quirements, and §115.113, concerning compliance
schedule and counties. In §115. 111, the proposed

- amendments will affect gasollne termlnals in Harris

County with a daily throughput of 500,000 gailons
or more. The affected terminals will be required to
reduce emissions of volatile organic compound (VOC}
vapors to a level not to exceed 0.33 pounds of VOC
per 1,000 gallons of gasoline transferred, approx-
imately half the emission rate presently allowed after
December 31, 1982. in §115.113, proposed amend-
ments add a final compliance date of December 31,
1986, and final control plan submittal date of
December 31, 1983, for the new control requirements

of §115.111 that apply to affected gasoline termlnals

-7 TexReg 2234

in Harris County.

These proposed amendments are part of a series of
draft revisions te Chapter 115 to provide in Harris
County the  additional VOC emissions reductions
needed- to satisfy 4.S. Environmental Protection

Agency (EPA) requirements for 1982 State Implemen- .

tation Plap (SIP) revisions. These amendments are
based on technical information contained in the Ra-

June 11, 1982

dian Corporation report, * ‘Assessmeh.t of the Feasibil-

ity and Costs of Controlling VOC Emissions from Sta-.

tionary Sources in Harris County, Texas,’’ submitted
to the Texas Air Control Board September 11, 1981,

Bennie Engelke, deputy director for administrative ser-

. vices, has determined that for the first five-year period

the fule will he in effect, there will be no fisgal implica-
tions to either state or tocal government as a result
of enforclng or admrmstermg the . proposed
amendment. . .

Roger Wallis, deputy director for standards and regula-
tions, has determined that for each year of the first

fiva years the rule as proppsed is in effect, the public .

benefit anticipated as a result of enforcing the rule will

be improved air quality as a result of a reduction of

1,666. tons per year of VOC emissions in Harris
County after December 31, 1986. In addition, these
and other YOC emission’ reductions  proposed

slsewhere will help satisfy EPA requirements for 1982
SIP’s and help_to aveid possible growth sanctions in,

Harris County. The economic cost, (credit) 1o in-
dividuals who are required to comply with the rules
as proposed will be zero for 1983; $16,000-$35,000
for  1984; - $53,000-$114,000" for 1985;
$116,000-$251,000 for 1986; - - and
{$32,000)-$7,000 for 1987 for each facility affected,
adjusting for 10% annual inflation. For the 15 facilities
affected ‘by the proposed rule ohange, the net an-
nualized cost will be $550,000- $2 330,000 in
February 1981 dollars..

The amendments are proposad uoder Taxeé Civil

Statutes; Article 4477-5, which provides the Texas -

Air Control Board with the authority to make rules and
regulations’ gconsistent with the general intent and pur-

poses of the Texas Clean Air Act and to amend any.
rute or regulatlon the Texas Air Control Board makes..

§115.111. Throughput and Con_t_roi Requrrements. No
persen shall permit the loading er unloading to. or from
any facility having 20,000 gallons {75,708 liters) or more
throughput per day (averaged over any consectitive 30-day
period) of volatile organic compounds with a true vapor
pressure equal ta or greater than 1.5 psia (10.3 kPay under

actual storage conditions, unless the following emission

control requirements are met by the dates specified in
§115.113 of this title (relating to Compliance Schedule
and Counties): : _ .

- (1) ‘{No change,) )

(2} Gasoline terminal size and additional emis-
sion control requirements are as follows:. .

{A) Volatile organic compound vapors from .

gasoline terminals shall be reduced to a level not to ex-

ceed 0.67 pounds of volatile erganic compounds per 1,000

gatlons (80 mg/liter) of gasoline transferred,
(B) Volatile organic compound vapors frém

gasoline terminals located in Harris County and having.

500,000 gallons (1,892,706 liters) or more throughput per

day (averaged over any consecutive 30-day period) shall . -
be veduced to a level not to exceed 0,33 pounds of volatile | -
organic compounds per 1,000 gallons (40 mg/liter) of,.

‘gasoline transferred.

{C) Prior to December 31 1982 affected






