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BACKGROUND

The Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) provided for public comment on the
proposed permit to construct for Trinity Trailer Mfg., Inc. - Eisenman from July 19 through
August 20, 2018, in accordance with IDAPA 58.01.01.209.01.c. During this period, comments
were submitted in response to DEQ’s proposed action. Each comment and DEQ’s response is
provided in the following section. All comments submitted in response to DEQ’s proposed
action are included in the appendix of this document.

PUBLIC COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

Comment 1:

Public comments regarding the technical and regulatory analyses and the air quality aspects of
the proposed permit are summarized below. Questions, comments, and/or suggestions received
during the comment period that did not relate to the air quality aspects of the permit application,
the Department’s technical analysis, or the proposed permit are not addressed. For reference
purposes, a copy of the Rules for the Control of Air Pollution in Idaho can be found at:
http://adminrules.idaho.gov/rules/current/58/0101.pdf.

Comment 1 Section 3.6 Laser Cutting Throughput Limit

In our June 28, 2018 letter we commented to the IDEQ that the initial version of the draft
permit restricted plasma laser cutting to only stainless steel. We provided a revised emission
inventory that demonstrates that cutting 17,000 lbs. aluminum and 17,000 Lbs. of mild steel
per year complies with applicable standards| and requested that these amounts of aluminum
and mild steel be added as limits. The pubic comment period-emission inventory includes
these emission estimates but does not include the limits. We propose the following revisions
to Section 3.6 to clarify the amounts of aluminum and mild steel cuttings that match the
emission inventory.

Section 3.6 Laser Cutting Throughput Limit

For each material type, the amount of material removed by laser cutting shall not exceed the annual limit
listed in the following table:

Response 1:

Comment 2:

Response 2:

Table 3.3 Amount of Material Eemoved by Laser Cutting

Type Usage (Ib/y1)’
Stainless Steel 3303
Aluminum 17.000
Mild Steel 17.000

" Based on 12 months rolling period

Requested change is made.

Revise Permit Conditions 3.7, 4.5 and 5.7 to allow using alternate materials that emit new TAP
or emit TAP at higher rates than the ones in the emissions inventory (EIl) provided in the
applicant. Refer to Appendix of this document for more details on this request.

Permit Conditions 3.7, 4.5 and 5.7 are revised to allow for the use of alternate materials
that may emit new toxic air pollutants (TAP) or TAPs emitted at higher rates than what
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Comment 3:

Response 3:

Comment 4:

Response 4:

were evaluated in this permitting action — see also Appendix A of the SOB for the TAPs
summary.

In order to provide operational flexibility for alternative materials used in abrasive
blasting, welding and coating operations, Section 6 of the permit was developed that
ensures compliance with the emissions limits in the permit and ensures compliance with
the TAP standards in IDAPA 58.01.01.585 and 586 when using alternative materials. The
section includes monitoring and recordkeeping requirements for PMi, PM, s, VOC, HAP,
and TAPs. The facility will track and estimate the alternative materials emissions to
determine compliance with the emissions limits in the permit and the applicable TAP
screening emission levels. If emissions due to alternative materials would exceed any
emissions limit in the permit, or any applicable screening emissions level, the applicant
would need to modify their permit to allow for the new material.

TAP Emissions

Table 6 in the Statement of Basis provides a summary of potential to emit (PTE) for emission
increases of toxic air pollutants (TAPS). It appears that DEQ is reporting preproject and
post-project values as “controlled hourly emissions.” We question the appropriateness of the
reported values given that a number of emission sources lack any emission control equipment.
Thus, it seems inappropriate to utilize “controlled hourly emissions” values if the sources of the
emissions are not in fact controlled in any manner. We encourage DEQ to recalculate pre- and
post-project PTE for TAPs using an appropriate emission factor.

Table 6 of the SOB provides the potential to emit (PTE) of toxic air pollutant (TAP)
emissions for the facility. Because this is an initial permit to construct, pre-project
emissions are identified as zero. Post project emissions are calculated based on the
“controlled emission rate”, defined in IDAPA 58.01.01.210.02.c, as “The controlled
emissions rate of a toxic air pollutant from a source or modification is calculated using the
maximum capacity of the source or modification under its physical and operational design
with the effect of any physical or operational limitation that has been specifically
described in a written and certified submission to the Department.”

All emission factors used to calculate the controlled emission rates for each TAP have been
reviewed and determined to be appropriate for each source.

According to DEQ’s Statement of Basis, the hazardous air pollutants (HAPs) emitted from the
paint booth and solvent recycling operation are regulated by 40 CFR 63 Subpart HHHHHH.
DEQ presumes that EPA evaluated the potential emission of 187 HAPs from operations such as
this one that fall under the regulations of 40 CFR 63. DEQ cites this as justification for not
conducting a further review related to HAPs. However, we are confused by this statement,
because immediately following this statement in the Statement of Basis is Table 7, which
summarizes the potential to emit (PTE) values for HAPs from all emission units.

We ask DEQ to clarify if Table 7 reflects HAPs PTE from all emission sources at the facility, or
only those that are not regulated under 40 CFR 63 Subpart HHHHHH. Further, we are curious if
DEQ reached out to the EPA to validate their presumption that the 187 HAPs were considered
as part of 40 CFR 63, and request that they please provide a summary of the correspondence
between DEQ and EPA regarding this facility’s permit.

For TAPs:

DEQ presumes that EPA evaluated the 187 HAPs when developing the emission standards
for new, modified or existing stationary sources regulated by 40 CFR Part 63; therefore,
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Comment 5:

Response 5:

Comment 6:

Response 6:

no further review is required under IDAPA 58.01.01.210 for these pollutants for sources
subject to 40 CFR Part 63, including sources specifically exempted within the subpart.
Since coating operations are covered by 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart HHHHHH, DEQ only
evaluated those TAPs from coating operations that are not one of the 187 HAPs. It must
also be noted that all TAPs from welding, abrasive blasting and cutting operations were
evaluated in accordance with IDAPA 58.01.01.210 as these sources are not covered by any
40 CFR 63 Subpart. DEQ did not specifically reach out to EPA staff on this matter, but
did rely on the background documents of the NESHAPS to reach this interpretation.

For Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAP):

All HAP emissions from all sources at this facility were calculated to determine the facility
classifications for HAPs. As described in Table 7 and Table 8 in the SOB, no single HAP
exceeds 10 T/yr and the total of all HAPS are less than 25 T/yr. Therefore, this facility is
classified as an area source, or minor source, for HAP emissions.

Low VOC Paint

The paint booth is the most substantial emitter of VOCs from this facility (50.4 T/yr PTE). We
are curious if DEQ or the applicant has evaluated or plan to use low-VOC paint. If utilized, low-
VOC paint could significantly reduce the emissions of VOCs from the paint booth. If this option
was analyzed, we request that DEQ provide details regarding the emissions reductions that
would result from utilizing low-VOC as well as the reasoning behind why this was not selected
as an emission control device in the draft permit. If this option was not analyzed, we request
details as to why that was the case.

The applicant did not propose the use of low VOC paints. DEQ evaluated the paints
proposed in the application to determine compliance with applicable rules.

Emission Venting Indoors

A number of the emission sources vent back indoors where we presume there will be employees
working. If this is the case, we are curious if DEQ has consulted with the Occupational Safety
and Health Administration (OSHA) to discuss indoor air quality resulting from the venting of
these emission sources. We request that DEQ explain the extent of their consideration for
indoor air quality while drafting this permit, and include copies of or references to any
supporting material relied upon to demonstrate that indoor air quality will be protective of
employee health.

DEQ evaluates regulated air pollutants and toxic air pollutants emitted to the ambient air.
DEQ does not coordinate permitting efforts with OSHA. However, DEQ’s permit does
state on the front page that this permit “... does not release the permittee from compliance
with all other applicable federal, state, tribal, or local laws, regulations, or ordinances...”.
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Appendix
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Permit to Construct No. P-2018.0005

Project No. 61993
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3459 E. Boulder Heights Dr. Boise, Idaho 83712 208.345.7222 www.torf.us
August 17, 2018
Email Transmittal to: Shawnes.Chen@deg.idaho.gov

Shawnes Chen

Idaho Department of Emvironmental Quality
1410 North Hilten

Boise, ID 83706

Re: Public Comment Proposed Permit to Construct
Trimity Trailer Mfg., Inc. - Eisenman, Boise
Facility ID No. 001-00341

Dear Ms. Chen:

In accordance with the public comment period for the Draft Proposed Trinity Trailer Mfa.
Permit to Construct, and on behalf of Trinity Trailer Mfg., the following comments and
proposed revisions to the Draft Permit are submitted.

Comment 1 Section 3.6 Laser Cutting Throughput Limit

In our June 28, 2018 letter we commented to the IDEQ that the imitial version of the draft
permit restricted plasma laser cutting to only stainless steel. We provided a revised emission
inventory that demonstrates that cutting 17,000 [bs. aluminum and 17,000 lbs. of mild steel
per year complies with applicable standards and requested that these amounts of aluminum
and mild steel be added as limits. The pubic comment perod-emission inventory includes
these emission estimates but does not include the limits. We propose the following revisions
to Section 3.6 to clarfy the amounts of aluminum and mild steel cuttings that match the
emission inventory.

Section 3.6 Laser Cutting Throughpuat Limit

For each material rype, the amount of material removed by laser cutting shall not exceed the anonal limit
listed in the following table:

Table 3.3 Amount of Material Bemoved by Laser Coming

Usage (Thyt)
Stminless Steel 3393
Alominom 17000
Mild Steel 17.000

! Based on 12 months rolling period
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Public Comment for Proposed Modified Permit to Construct
Trinity Trailer Mfg., Inc. - Eisenman, Boise

August 17, 2018

Page 2

Comment 2 Section 3.7 Welding Rod Type

In our June 28, 2018 letter we commented that the “equivalent electrode”™ provision—
“emissions are lower than the listed welding rod” is difficult to apply. Demonstrating that
the new welding rod emissions are lower could be interpreted to mean not a single TAP
emission higher, even if other TAPs were lower. We propose comparing the potential new
electrode’s emissions to the TAP 585,/586 standards. We suggest revising Section 3.7 using a
permit condition modeled after the IDEQ-approved Alternate Coating Scenano, described in
Comment £ and as shown below.

3.7 Welding Rood Type
The permittes shall nse the welding electrode rods erthe-altermsEreamivalent-clocFodeFad
following table or an Altemate Weldine Biod Scenario:

Table 3.4 Walding Fod Type
1.1 Welding Fod Type

Type
Quanmm Arc ERE05-D2 Hobart
Lincoln BLUE MATX, mig 308L50

te-Ormendia m I R N P O T o AP PPN I TN PR 00 PN T, R e able 3 thepumttee
follows the procedures of this secion. The permittes shall not wse any new Welding Usage Scenario untl
walding TAP ¢ liznce and welding Emission Limit iamce have been demonstrated for that Scenario
acoording to the procedures below. . [insert IDEQ Alternate Usage permit conditions, as listed in Comment
4, below]

Comment 3 Section 4.5 Abrasive Blasting Media Usage Limits

Similar to Comment 2 above, the “equivalent abrasive blasting media”™ provision—
“emissions equal or lower” is difficult to apply. Demonstrating that a new abrasive’s
emissions are lower could be interpreted to mean not a single TAP emission higher, even if
other TAPs were lower. We propose comparing the potential new abrasive’s emissions to the
TAP 585,586 standards. We suggest revising Section 4.5 using a permit condition modeled
after the IDEQ-approved Alternate Coating Scenario described in Comment 4 and as shown
below.

4.5 Abrasive Blasting Media Usage Limits
*  The daily usage of the abrasive blasting mesdis shall not excesed 9,472 Lb/'day.

*  The anmial usage of the abrasive blasting media shall not exceed 1,231 ton per 12 calendsr months
Tolling pericd.

! Idaho Department of Environmental Quality, Permit to Construct, P-2013.0056, Mobile Component, Inc.,
Auwgust 9, 2018

. TORF

AEHAGEMENT
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Public Comment for Proposed Modified Permit to Construct
Trinity Trailer Mfg., Inc. - Eisenman, Boise

August 17, 2018

Page 3

Az sliernate eqaiveless sbrasive blasting medis may be used if itis demensirated that the lisrmate equivales

Abrasive Us: Scenario untl abrasive TAP complisnce and abrasive Emission Limit complisnce have been

demonstrated for that Scenario according to the procedures below . . [insert IDEQ) Alternate Usage permit

conditions, as listed in Comment 4, below]

Comment & 5ection 5.7 Coating Materal Formulations

S5imilar to Comments 2 and 3, above, the “equivalent coating” provision is difficult to apply.
Trimity Trailer should be able to substitute coatings as long as it can demonstrate that
emissions comply with cntena, TAPs, and HAPs standards. Comparing different coatings and
mixtures of coatings to original coatings is difficult. Comparing an Equivalent’s emissions to
the 585,586 standards would be easier to apply and would satisfy FTC requirements.

We request using a permit condition modeled after the IDEQ-approved Alternate Coating
Scenario’ and as shown below. In addition, we request that only the first use of a new
Alternate Coating Scenario be annually reported (see (oating Usage Scenario Reporting,
below). This would provide the IDEQ notification and opportunity to review, without
burdening the permittee with annual reporting of information that does not change. Records
would be maintained on-site.

5.7 Coating Material Formulations
The permifttes shall only use coating materials listed in Table 5.2 or ieir respective agaivalont costiag

i g g g o =ty EeRaime et m e icbadn aga- __mj_altemm[mljﬂg
materizl that complies with the Alternate Dhaily Coating Usage Scenario as described below.

Alternate Daily Coating Usagze Scenarios

Unless o aCoa material for which o liance has nously been determined in Table 5.2 (such as
when new or reformulated coating materials are introduced), each day before coating matenials are nsed the
permittee shall follow the procedures of this section. The penmittee shall not nse any new Daily Coating
Usage Scenano untl cosfing TAP ¢ liznce and Coatine Emission Limit compliance have been
demonsirated for that Scensrio according to the procedures below.

Propose a Daily Coating Tsage Scenario

Prior to usine or implementing 3 new Daily Coating Usame Scenario:

= The permittes shall propose and record maximum daily coating usage limits for each coating material
that will be used in the Scenario, in gallons per day (gal'day). The ittes shall not use or implement

any Scenario that does not have recorded maxirourm daily coating wsage limits,
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Public Comment for Proposed Modified Permit to Construct
Trinity Trailer Mfg., Inc. - Eisenman, Boise

August 17, 2018

Page 4

»  The penmittes shall estimate emissions of PMIDPM2.5, VOC, and all TAP listed in Table 5.3 for the
Scenamio (Th'day for each pollutant). nsins the procedure: described below for estimating emissions.

»  The permittes chall demonstrate coating TAP compliance for the Scenario, using the procedures
described below for demonsirating coating TAP complisnce. The permittes shall not use or implement
any Scensario that does not demonsirate coating TAP complisnce.

»  The permities shall demonstrate Coating Emission Limit compliance for the Scenanoe. using the
procedures described below for demonstrating Coating Ernission Limit compliance. The permittes shall
Dot use of implement any Scenario that does not demonstrate Coating Emdssion Limit compliance

»  The daily coating nsage limits and emission estimates nsed in determining coating TAP complisnce and
Coating Emission Limit complisnce shall be based on estmated emissions from all coatings to be nsed
from all coating operations at the facility (i e.. facility-wide).

Estimate Coating TAF Emissions
TAP emissions shall be estimated for all TAP listed in Table 5.3:

»  Emissions shall be estimated by multiplying each mamimum daily ceating usaze rate (gal'day) by the
TAP content (Th'zal) of that coating. and summing the total emissions from all coating materials
{Tb/day). TAP emissions which are desizmated as a particulate in Table X 4 may also be muldplied by
one minus the documented spray zun transfer efficiency and by one mimis the docomented Slration
system contrel efficiency when control equipment will be applied to such emissions.

» TAP content (Th'zal) of a coating is specified on the Safety Data Sheet (S05) for that coating. or shall be
calculated by multiphring the wei entaze of TAP (%) by the dencity (Tb/gal) of the coating from
the 505

» For TAP content. if 8 Tange is presented on the SOS5 for 2 coating. the hizhest value of the range shall be
used when estimating emissions. unless documentad evidence from the mannfacturer or supplier
demonsirates etherwise

»  “When the TAF content is listed as below detection on S0O5 or other documentation. the TAP confent
shall be assumed equal to the coating density divided by I 00 (ie . [ of density in Ib/eal) when
eslimating emissions, unless docomented evidence from the manufacurer or supplier demonstrates
otherwize.

*  When the TAP content cannot be determined fiom 505 or other documentation, the TAP content shall
b= assumed equal to the density of the coating (Th/zal) when estimating emissions.

Demonstrate Coating TAP Compliance
For each Daily Coafing Usage Scenario, the permittee shall estimate TAP emissions and compare against the

TAP Screening Emission Bates in Table 5.3:

» _ The permittes shall compare estimated TAP emissions for all coatings azainst the Screening Emission
Eates in Table 5.3. For emissions equal of less than the Screening Emission Bate. modeling snalyses is
not required. For emissions in excess of the Screening Emission Fate. mode analyses is e d to
determine the maximm maedeled conceniration.

»  Modeled emissions from all coating operations for 8 Daily Coating Usaze Scenario shall not exceed the
Modeled Concentration Limits jn Table 5.3. The permittee shall not nse of implement any Scenario that
exceads a Modeled Concentration Limit.

» Al modeling analyses shall use EPA-approved models and follow relevant suidance in the most recent
wersign of the "State of Tdahe Guideline for Performine Air Coality Impact Analyses " gvailable for
download at DEQY's website.

Table £.3 TAP Screening Fmission Bates and Modeled Concentration Limits
[lis: TAP Ibs.'day and mg/m’ values ot reprinted hare]
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Public Comment for Proposed Modified Permit to Construct
Trinity Trailer Mfg., Inc. - Bisenman, Boise

August 17, 2018

Page 5

Demonstrate Coating Emission Limit Compliance

For each Daily Coasting Usage Scenario. emicsions from all costing operations shall be estimated and

compared against the Coating Emission Limits in Tahble 5.3:

»  PMINPMIS emissions shall be estimated by multiplyving each coating maximum daily coating usage
rate (zal/day) by the solids content (Ib/=al) of that coating. and summing the tofal emissions from all

coatings (Th'day). Emissions may also be multiplied by one (1) minus the ransfer efficiency and by one

{1} minus the filter control efficiency when control equipment will be applied fo such emiscions.

» WO emissions shall be estimated by pmltiplying each costing maximum daity coating usaze rate
{zal’day) by the VOC content (Tb'zal) for that coating material and summing the total emissions from all
coating materials (Th/davy).

»  HAP emissions shall be estimated by mltplyving each costine maxinmm daily coating nsaze rate
{zal'day) by the HAP content (T for each coal material. and summing the total emissions from
all coating materials (Thiday).

»  For solids content, VOO content, and HAP content. if 3 range is presented on the SDS for 2 coating, the
highest value of the range shall be nsed when estimating emissions. unless documnented evidence from
the mamfactarer or supplier demonstrates otheraise

= When the solids content, VOC content, or HAP content is listed as below detection on 505 or other
documentation the HAP content shall be assurned equal to the coating density divided by 100 {ie.. 1%
of density in Ib/gal) when estimating emissions. unless documented evidence from the manufacharer or
mpplier demonstrates otherwise

*  When the solids content VOC content, or HAP content cannot be determined from SDS or other
documentation the content shall be assumed equal to the density of the coating (Th/'zal) when estimating

»  The penmities shall compare estimated emissions for all coating materials agamst the Coating Fmission
Limits in Table 5.3. The permittee shall not use of implement any Scenanio that exceeds a Coating
Emission Limit.

AMonitoring. Recordleeping, and Beporting Requirements

Coafing Usage Scenario Monitoring
Each calendsr day on which coating materials are used, the permitiee shall select and record the Daily

Coating Usare Scenaro that will be nsed for that day, and comply with the maximum daily coating usage

limits specified for the selected Scenario.

»  Omly one Daily Coating Usaze Scenanio may be used each calendar day

»  The penmittes shall not exceed any daily coating usage limit for the Scenanie chosen that calendar day.

»  The penmities shall maintain documentation such a5 coating material SDSE. manufacrer's specification
sheets that support Slter control efficiencies. ransfer eficiencies. capmare efficiencies. and other
EnFinesning assumptions relied upon in emission calcnlatons.

Coating Material Usage Recordkeeping

»  Each calendar month on which approved coating materials are used, the permittes shall collect and
maintain records of the quantity of each material used. nchoding bt not limited to primers. basecoats,
sealers. thinners. solvents. and adhesives to demonstrate complisnce with Monthly Coating Usage
Limits.

»  Each calendar dav on which coating materisls are nsed. the permittee chall collect and maintain records
of the guantity of each material used including but not limitsd to primers. basecoats, sealers. thinners,
solvents. and adhesives to demonstrate compliance with Specialty Adbesive 2014 or Altiernate Diaily
Coating Uzaze Limits.

Coating Material Purchase and Safety Data Sheet Recordkeeping
For each coating matesial used at the facility. including but not limited to primers. basecoats, sealers,
thinmers. solvents. and adhesives, the penmittes shall record and maintain the following records:
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Public Comment for Proposed Modified Permit to Construct
Trinity Trailer Mfg., Inc. - Eisenman, Boise

August 17, 2018

Page 6

= Msierisl se records
= Safety Data Sheets (SDSY

Coating 1 Scenario Re i

The ittee shall submit a . 15t on the use of a new Daily Coating Usage Scenario during the
ious 365 iod. The report shall inchide documentation s ing the TAF © i

demonsirations and the Coating Emission Limit compliance demonstrations relied upon for esch Daily

Coating Usage Scenario. Documentation should be in sufficient detail. mclnding documentation of all

calculations such that DEQ can verify the anahysis. The shall be titled "Parmit-] red TAP
Complisnce Beport™ sand shall be sent to:
DEQ State Office Air Quality Division 1410 M. Hilton Boise. 1D 83706

Thank you for the opportunity to prowvide comment on the Draft Pemit to Construct. Please
do not hesitate to contact me with any questions you may have. I may be reached at (208)
345-7222 or via Email at mtorfi@torf.us.

Very truly yours,
TORF Environmental Management

{-"'7'

Mark A. Torf ﬁ

President

cc: Dean Hearst, Trinity Trailer Mfg.
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3450 E. Boulder Heights Dr. Boise, Idaho 83712 208.345.7222 www.torf.us

September 10, 2018
Email Transmittal to: Shawnee.Chen@deq.idaho.gov

Shawnee Chen

[daho Department of Environmental Quality
1410 North Hilton

Boise, ID 83706

Re: Public Comment Follow-up - Proposed Permit to Construct
Trinity Trailer Mfg., Inc. - Eisenman, Boise
Facility ID No. 001-00341

Dear Ms. Chen:

In accordance with your request, the document enclosed shows our proposed alternate material use
permit conditions for welding and abrasive blasting, mirrored after the conditions previously proposed
for spray coating.

The propesed permit conditions are modeled after the IDEQ-approved Altemate Coating Scenario™ and
as shown in the document. The proposed additions to the Draft Permit are emphasized with underline-
format and the proposed deletions are highlighted in strike-out format. In addition, we request that
only the first use of a new Alternate Coating Scenario be annually reported (see (oating Usage Scenario
Reporting, below). This would provide the IDEQ notification and opportunity to review, without
burdening the permittee with annual reporting of information that does not change. Records would be
maintained on-site.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comment on the Draft Permit to Construct. Please do not
hesitate to contact me with any questions you may have. I may be reached at (208) 345-7222 or via
Email at mtorf@torf.us.

Very truly yours,
TORF Environmental Management

Malrt—
Mark A. Torf
President

Enc.

cc: Dean Hearst, Trimity Trailer Mfg.

! Idaho Department of Environmental Quality, Permit to Construct, P-2013.0056, Mobile Component, Inc., August
g, 2018.
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Public Comment Follow-up - Proposed Permit to Construct Altemate Material Conditions
Trinity Trailer Mfg., Inc. - Eizsenman, Boise
Facility ID No. D01-00341
September 10, 2015

3.7 Welding F.od Type
The permittee shall nse the welding elecmode rods listed in the following table or an Aliernate Weldins
Pod Scenario:

Tahle 3.4 Welding Fod Type

11  Welding Rod Type

Type
Cruanmm Arc ER305-D2 Hobari
Lincoln BLUE MAY, mig 308L51

Alternate welding rod may be used if the permifies demonsirates complisnce with TAP Screening
Baies and Modeled Conceniration Emission Limits s#is-demenchated that the Srpes and smennd

Listedsn Teble 34 The permittes shall not use any new Welding Usage Scenario until welding TAP
compliznce and Welding Emiscion Limit compliance hawe besn demonstrated for that Scenario
according to the procedure: below.

Aliernate Diaily Welding Bod Usage Scenarios

Unless nsing 3 welding rod  for which compliance ha: previonsly been determined in Table 3.4 (such
A5 when new of reformulated welding rod matsrials are inmoduced). sach day before 3 weldinz rod is
mzed the permittes shall follow the procedures of this section. The parmittes shall not use any new

Diaily ‘ii.-el-u.mw Eiod Usag Scena:m unil wﬂdﬂg TAP cnglla:u:e and wel-uﬁg E:r:u:smn Limnit

. T:l.e ga‘m:l:tee s:lall E 'g]gn:-s.e and 'ecard TAXimIm u:l'l we]dmg md usage limirs for each welding
material that will be used in the Scenanio. in pounds per day (Th'dsy). The permities shall not use

or LI:I'_'D].EIL'I.E]]I a.111r Ecenann that -ines ot have recor dE{‘. IL'I.B.}E:L'IJ.EL'I. daily v.el:imv NSEEE Lu:u 5.

Hl:h uu]]u.tam‘- using the n'ocedu:es dascribed below f-:|' E:‘I:I:L‘la‘l:l:l' Emissions

» The ga‘m:l:tee s:lall demnn_-,u'ate :uwe]dmg meaterial 'HI' cnghu-:e for the Ecenmn nsing the

5J:LaJ] Jmt nse ar mm]en&nt any Scenanu H:I.H. does not demonstate v.el-nmr TAP cnn'_'phann:e
The permities shall demonstrate Welding Bod Emission Limit compliance for the Scenario, nsing

the procedures described below for demonsoannz Welding Biod Ermission Limuit complisnce. The

penmittes shall not nse or implement oy Scenarie that does not demonsate Welding Emission
Limit compliznce.
The lﬂ..':l.Ll‘; wﬂLLug Iu:-d u_ge ]m.ut:. and emission estl:uates used in u:lel:e"nu:u:l_g cm:l.n_g T-ﬁI‘

- n&ldJ_:Lg Tod fo bE msed "m:r_ ﬂlnelﬂmr uuerarum_-, at :he fan:ﬂ]h [1 e, fal:l.].'l.". —v.'Ld_:l_

Estimate Welding Bod TAF Emissions
T@m:mmshaﬂbee:mﬁedfnraﬂ TAP listed in Table 3.5:

Emizsions shall be estimated by multiplyving each maxinmim daily welding rod nsaze rate (Ih/day)
by the TAP confent (o) of that weldins rod. and suwmming the tofal emissions from all welding rod

materials Qb'dayy,
TAP content (%a) of 3 welding rod is specified on the Safery Data Shest (SDS) for that weldinge rod
or other information provided by the mammfacturer.
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FPublic Comment Follow-up - Proposed Pemit to Construct Alkemate Material Conditions
Trinity Trailer Mfg., Inc. - Eisenman, Boise

September 10, 2018

Page 2of 8

» For TAP content if s ranze is presented on the 505 o1 other information for 4 welding rod. the
highest valne of the rangs shall be used when esfimating emissions, unless dommented evidence
Pa— - — ——

*  When the TAP content is listed as below detection on 5D or other documentation the TAP
content shall be assurmed equal to the detection limit specified. unless dooomented evidence from

the manufaciurer or supplier demonsirates otherwise.

Demonsirate Welding TAF Compliance
F-:l' each Diaily ‘ﬁrdﬂmr Eod Us."_'e Scenario, the permuities shall estimate TAP smissions and conmpare

— . - =
E o 1 5-

»  The permittes shall compars estimated TAP emissions for sll welding rod asainst the Screenins
Emission Bates in Table 3.5. For emissions equal or less than the Screening Emiszion Fate.
:nn{ie]g amalvses s oot reg%d For EIUSSION: in excess of d:ue Ec*eemv E:r:ussl.-:-:t Poaie.

- ".rind.&led emissions fom all cnﬂhﬂﬂ‘gaﬂﬂm fora Da.l]v‘iirel{'.mv Riod Us.aze Scenario shall not

excesd the Modeled Concentration Limdts in Table 3.5, The permities shall not wse o implerment

any il:gna:]ﬂ -:-1[ E:;Ed: a !jmﬂg'gd ; ﬂn:gnuﬂﬁﬂ: 1 ]:] "
» Al modeling snalyses shall nse EPA-approved models and follow relevant smidsnce in the most

recent version of the "5tate of Idaho Guideline for Performing Air Cuslity Impact Anslyses "
available for dowmload at DEQ's website.

Table 2.5 TAP Screening Emiszion Eates and Modeled Conceniration Limits

Hodeled
Screening —t.
Foi-zion Dmte Concentration
_— Limit
Begqulated TAP L Particulate? (1b/day)—* iEﬂiE%LEL

-

E

]
L]}

Compounds=) , a= Ba

160.0E

K 2084
Ho T.882 D.Z5
o—-Dichlorobensens Ho 480 15
Dimthyw]l Phthalate Ho T.042 O.Z2E
Diiscbutyl Ketone Ho 222 .0E T.25
Dimethylphthalate Ha T.882 0.2Z5
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[
i

Alcpohol

i
it

in-Heptane) Hao 2616 B2
Yun n_75

Fo 35
Hs £
Ho 0045
Ho 1663.2 52

o= J.1
Magnesite YTus 0.5

M=thacry c Acid

M=thyl Acetats

Ho 12
Ho 5.2
Ho 2TE. 1.75
Ho 25
Mplvbdenum a= Mo Tas .25
Honans= Ho 52.5
Ho 4B 1.8
Ho li44 42
Ho TLG.2 25
- Amorphous,
+ [iatomaceous Earth (uncalcined) - S =
» Precipitated Silica === = —=
Ho 26.25
Ho g43.2 26_5
Ho 1596.F 6.15
Ho 2 68.5
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7440-£6-6 Yes 16.00B

1314-13-2

Weldins Fod Usage Scenario Monitoring and Becordliesping
Ead:n calem:la: day on 1'|.I:L|.v.::115!.&[-:‘.1.11=r rod matenals. are nsed. the Er:l.uttee s.ha.]J :E]Ect and nacu*d the

‘ii.-el-nmg R-:n:] Lsag .J.|:r_113 5.Etied fu:r 1:1.e :ﬂeche-i Scena'm
Coly one Daily Weldins Biod Usaze Scenanio may be used each calendar day.

»  The permities shall not exceed any daily Welding Fiod Usass Limit for the Scenstio chosen that
calendar day.

»  The permittes shall maintsin documentaton such as costing material 5D 5. mannfacurer's
5.1:»EC|.5|:an-m:| sheets that :-1.|:p‘|:-o*t 5.|.|:E' -:am:rl:-] Efﬁ.C:IE-II.C:IE:. t'B:ISfE' EfE.EI.lE:I.EI.lES i:an'u.e

Welding Rod Usage Scenario BEeporfing

The permittes shall submit 8 report by May 1st oo the use of & new Daily Welding Pod Usage Scenano
during the previous 363-day period. The report shall include documentation supporing the TAP
compliance demonsirations relied upon for each Daily Welding Bod Usage Scensrio. Docnmentation
:]J.ou.l.c be in sufficient detail, mv:ludj_.ng -:'.n:»cm&nu:u:lna fall calu:ula:-:l:ls =.u-::L that DE i:! ca:11|=_'1f'. the

D Q Stzll:l.l Ufﬁ.ce Air 'Dua.h"t :Im.s.um 1_11.:. ‘ul Hilton Boise, ID Si"lilﬁ

4.5 Abrasive Blasang Media Usage Limits
»  The daily usage of the abrasive blastng media shall not exceed 9,472 [hiday.

#  The anoual usage of the abrasive blasting medis shall not exceed 1,231 ton per 12 calendar
months rolling period.

Asslternate eevalent abrasive blasing media may be used if #is-domonsTated that the pliermade
-l e i bl 5 P . 1 teasive bl :

-

- - the permittee fiollows the procedures of this section The

pemmites shall :mtus.e ANy DEW _&b'asnEUsaaE Scenario nungl sbrasive TAP cumnha.nce and abrasive
Emission Limit oo c2 have been demonsiyzted for that Scenanio acoo o the proceduras

balow

A.Itu'nare Dhaily -tb:rame Bl:stmg Media Usgge Scen:rius

'u.hen W of :ret'-:-‘mul.ﬂ_tedv.&'l.cmr rod mate'lal_-, are m:ru-::'un:eg] ad:u day 't-&t'nre ahrasu.va hlas'lqg

med.l.a 15 used tue 1:-2‘1:1112& shall fnllan the url:-cedu:es a‘ﬂu:- s.ech.an T:Le glmml:tee s:w_ll 0ot use 3:11

..‘UJ[ES.[‘.'E 31-35|l11"-’ Er_'ussmn ..J.I:I"_l‘t Co hal:u:e ]131& been demuns.h'ated for Lha E-cu.mu ACCOT : o -
the procedures below.

Propose a Daily Abrasive Blasting Media Usage Scenario
Prior fo nsing of implementing 3 new Dhaily Abrasive Blasting Media Usame Scenario:
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»  The permities shall propose and record maximnm daily sbrasive blasting media nsaze imits for
gach B.b:l'bll‘e blasrma med.ta raterial that nﬂlbeusan :I:I.ﬂ:l.l! SCenario, muuu:l.d:-u&r -':.ax (M'dany).

da:.h aJ:lrasn'e b]btl:l' media mg 1L|:r_113

»  The permities shall estimate emissions of all TAP listed in Table 3.5 for the Scensrio (Thiday for
gach 1:n:|]]u.ta.11t‘- us.ma the n'ocedu:es described below f-:|' grfimating H:uss:ln:-:u

r.he :-rucem:res. -:lesc'lbed belu'n- fo:r -:EIJ.U:IS'IEI:III.P ahrasu.va hlaru:gg :l:edla T.ﬂ.Pn:mnhan:e l'h.e

penuittes shall not nse or implement any Scenario that does not demonsirate abrasive blasting
- = -
= The permities shall demonsirate sbrasive blasting media Emission Limit compliance for the
Scenanio, using the procedures described below for demonstrating Abrasive Blasting Ernizsion
Lirmit compliance. The permitiee shall not use or implement any Scenano that doees not Abrasive

Blasting Emissjon Limit complisnce,
The daily sbrasive blasiing media usage limits and emission esimates used in detenmining coafing

Tﬁ.P cumn]m:l.ce and Abr.ﬂ_s.me El.lasl:l.nr Enussu:-n L|.|:r_1t cumnhuce shall be based on estdrmated

Estimate Abrasive Blastine TAP Emissions

TAP srniszions shall be estimated for all TAP listed in Tabls 3.5:
Emissigns shall be esfimated by multiplying each maxinmm daily abrasive blasting medis nsage
rate (Th/day) by the TAP content (%) of that sbrasive blasting media. and suremine the fotal
emiszicms from all sbrasive blastins medis materials (Ihiday).
TAP content (%) of abrasive blasting media is specified on the Safery Data Sheet (505 for that
abrasive blastine media or other information provided by the manufachorer.
For TAP content if 2 ran=e is precented on the SD5 or other informstion for abrasive blasting
mediz, the highest value of the ranse shall be used when esdmating emissions, unless doonmented

evidence from the manufachurer or supplier demonstrates otherwiss.

When the TAP content is listed as below detection on 3D5 or other documentation the TAP
content shall be assumead egual to the detection limit specified. unlsss doomented evidence from
the manufacturer or supplier demonsmates otherwise.

Demonstrate Abrasive Blasting Media TAF Compliance
For each Diaily Abrasive Blasting Media Usage Scenario, the permities shall esfimate TAP emissions

a:.d compare againg the TAP Screening Emiscion Bates in Table 3.5:
The Een:ul:tee shall cm:u:-a'e estmated TAP emissions for all abrasive blastne w‘c the

1.1'.&. mipdeling ans lir 385 13 mot Ig‘Lu.TEﬂ Fol emissions in excess n‘ﬂle Em@g Emission the.
modeling analvees is required to deterrnins the maxirmon modeled concentration.

»  Modeled emissions from all costing operstions for a Daily Abrasive Blasting Media Usage
Scenario shall not excesd the Modeled Comcentration Limits in Table 3.5. The permittes shall not

use of implement sny Scenanio that excesds a Modeled Concentration Linnit.
All modeling analyses shall nse EPA-approved models and follow relsvant snidance in the most

available for download at DEQ's website.

Demonsirate Abrazive Blasting Fmission Limit Cnmgﬁ:n:

For each Daily Abrasive Ellasrmr Tzage Scenanio. ernissions fromm all abrasive blasone operations shall

dni:u.l:r.en ed evidence "-:ul:r_ the manufan:'!.l:r of sl.mn]:er C.EIJ.CI!ISI—][E-E otherwise
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When the splids content. VIOC content. or HAP content is listed as below detection on SDNS or
H:nl_' documentation. H:E {AD cnntent shall be ass.m:ned 511_.1] o '.hE ab:rbu'e blas.l:mg, -:lensm'

xld.en:e fTom the u'_a:mia.crurer or 5E|g 1LE' dm-an.al:rates. nﬂlemue B
When the solids content. VIOC content. or HAP content cannot be determined Som 505 or other

docurmentation the content shall be azsmmed aqual to the density of the coating (Tb/zal) when
»  The permifies shall compare esfimated emissions for all sbrasive blasiing media agzinst the
Abrasive Blasting Emdssion Limits in the Appendix. The pemmities shall not use or ooplement any

& - . —

Abrasive Blasting Media Usage Scenario Monitorms and Recordlesping
Each cal&nda: day on 1:|.I:|.|.c:L abm:n‘e I:ll.ﬂ_s.tmw mesdia matP:La]s. are usad the @nee S:I.EU. select a:u:l

with the ‘u'_axu:nm Da.LL:; Abnbu'e B]btl:l.g U:age I_1:|.1.LL-, sgec:ﬂed f-:-' H:ue s.ele: ed 'E-ce:l.ﬂ_n-:-
Coly one :lall‘r .i".bramwe B]bl:l:l.' U:aze Scena:m mav be u_-.ed gach :alll_'u:lar dary.

»  The permities shall maintsin deoumentaton such as coating material 505, mannfacmrer's

specification sheets that support Sler conmol efficiencies. wansfer eficienciss. caphure
efficiencies. and other enzminesring zssumptions ralisd upon in emission calonlznons.

Abrasive Blasting Tsage Scenario Reporting

The permittes shall submit a report by May 1st on the use of & new Daily Abrasive Blasang Usags
Scenario during the previens 365-day period. The report shall include documentation supporting the
TAP compliance demonsiratons relied npon for each Daily Abrasive Blasting [Jzame Scenanio.
Diocumentation should be in sufficient detail. incloding documsntation of all calcnlations such that
DEQ can venify the analvsis The report shall be tifled "Pemmit-Feguired TAP Compliance Fepori” and
shall e sent fo:

DED State Office Air Quality Division 1410 M. Hilton Boise, IT 83704

5.3 Emission Limits

The emissions from the ceatng application and solvent recycling shall not excesd sny cormesponding
emussions rate limits listed in the Appendite or 2o alternate Coating Usage Scenario that is
demonsirated to safsfy TAP and Painting Booth and Solvent Fecycling Emission Limifs

£.7 Coatimg Material Formulations

Tnless the permittes is complying with an Alemmats Daily Coating Ueagze Scenario which
demonsiTates compliance with TAP Screening Rate: and Medeled Concentration Sesfesand
Emission Limits eed Sereapine Hepocian Batec the permitiee may apply the coatings listed in Table

&
I

Table 5.2 Coating Materials
Manuofacturer Coating Material Description
PR Amercoat 3 Thinner

Page 19 of 25



Fublic Comment Follow-up - Proposed Pemit to Construct ARemate Matenal Conditions
Trimity Trailer Mfg.. Inc. - Eisenman, Boise

September 10, 2018

Fage Tof 8

Amercoat 101 Thinner
Amercoat 823 Thinner
Amercoat 370 Ciare (Primer)
Amercoat 371 Pearl Gray Besin (Primer)
Amercoat BSm Accalerator
Amershield Cure (Topcoeat)

Composite Topooat Finish Pame (using the
maxinvum pammt density, the maimom confents of
splid, WOZ, HAP and TAP of the following resins)

Amershield Black Fegin
Amershisld Deep Tmt Besin
Amerzhield Lisht Tint Fesin

Amershield Menmal Tint Fesin
Amerzhizld Bright Fed Resin
Amerzhisld Trinity White Fesin

g

Axalta Axalta Lacquer Thinner

Alternate Daily Coating Usage Scemarios
Tnless nsing 2 coating material fior which compliance has previowsly been determined in Table 5
(sach a5 n-]:.e:l DEW Of 'Efnr:uu.lated Cogting ma EI'.IB.]S ars mtrudl.lce-n'] each day bF_:ﬂIE- cm:.n_g

ANV DEW Da:lt' Enal:mw U;ag ‘:-n:mm-:n 1|:|11:|J cual:ulg TAP cgghance al:ui f_mgg E.l:r.l:.:.mn Limit
compliance have been demonsirated for that Scenario acconding fo the procedures helow.

Propose a Daily Coating Usaze Scenario
Prior to using or implementing 3 new Dhaily Coating Tsaze Scenanio:
*  The EEL’I:'Lil'tEE shall E'g‘gnse and 'emrd |:|:ai;i|:|:1.1:u daily c-:-ah_:tf__r' age limits for each cmgg

or LI:I‘_'D].E:IJ.E-]]I any “sn:eum':- tlzt -i-u-es Jmt hava Iecu*de-n MAKIDIIT ﬂ!.]h CUEI:IJ]." nsage l|.|:r_1 5

= The permities shall estimate emissions of PRIGEM2. 5. ViOC, and all TAP listed in Table 5.3 for
ihe Scenano (Ib/day for each pollutant). using the procedures described below for estimating
BINiE5iOms.

»  The permirtee shall demonsrate coating TAP compliance for the Scenario. nsing the procedures
desrribed below for demonsiating coating TAP compliance. The permittes shall not nse or

ment any Scenarie that does not demonstrate coating TAP compliance

= The permirtae shall demonstrate Coating Emission Limit compliance for the Scenaric. nsins the
procedures describad below for demonsmaring Coanng Fmission Limit compliance. The permittes
shall not nse or implement any Scenario that does not demonsate Coating Emiszion Timit
compliance.
The daily coating wsaze limits snd emizssion estimates wsed in detenminins coating TAR
compliance and Coating Emission Limit complisnce shall be based on estimated emissions fom
all coatings fo be used fom all costing operations ai the facility (i.e.. faclity-wide)

Estimate Coating TAF Fmissions
TAP smissions shall be estimated for all TAP listed in Table 3.5
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Emissions shall be estimated by multiplyving each maximmm daily coating nsa=e rate {zal'day) by
the I-’;P Content -1.I:| gl] a'ﬂu cuatl_:tg and 51.u:r_|:r_1.11= the total Enussln:-ns from all coadng

mulhnhe-: I:nr 00 minms ﬂ:I.E -:.DE'LI:I:'I.EDIEd 51:'31. gD ta:sfe El'ﬁcl.emand b‘t oDe munus U:lE

documented fAlitation system contogl efficiency when confrol equipment will be applied to such

Em.is.su:-ns

5.h.aJ] b= calcu.lated by mu.l:mltma me:g DEIC , ge -:lfT.ﬂ._'-" -“"u’:u by th.e densiny rIlzu F'_al‘.n of the
cm:mw fm:uﬂm 'E-OE

5.haJ] b= nzed when esru:nagg E:‘L‘I.L!.EL-D unles: dn:-:l ed evidence fom the :I.'I.."'.D‘IJfEE'LL"E :I'
supplier demonsiates ofherwise
When TlI.E TAP content is listed as below liEtECIJ.-DII. an SIDS or other dn:u:lu:l&nla'mn_ the Tﬁ.?

es.uman;ng amissions. u.nless -::n:n:mmed evidence "-::am :he :l.luu_"a.rura' oI su:lu]:ler

demumta e otherwise.

5.]13]] he assumed eggl t-:- 1:1.e »::E:mh m'tle cnatl:l_g(]_@] m.hen esumaunr Ermissions

Demonsirate Coating TAF Compliance

For each Diaily Coating [saze Scensrio. the permities shall estimate TAP emissions and compars

Azzinst the TAP Screenins Emission Fates in Table 3.5:

= The permitise shall compars estmated TAP emissions for all coatnss azainst the Screening
Emission Bates in Tahle 3.5. For emissions equal or less than the Scresning Emission Fate.
mrdeling analyses 1= not requred. For emissions in excess of the Screening Enission Bate,
mpdeling analyses is required to determins the maximurn modeled concenration.

= Modeled emicsions from all costing operations fior 3 Daily Coating Usazge Scenario shall not
excesd the Modeled Concentration Limits in Table 3.5. The permuites shall not use or implement
any Scenario that excesds a Modeled Concentration Linut.
All modsling analyses shall nse EPA-approved models and follow relsvant suidance in the most
recent version of the "State of Idsho Guideline for Perfomming Air Cmslity Impact Analyses.”
available for download st DEQ's website.

Demonsirate Coating Fmission Limit Compliance

For each Daily Coating [sage Scenario. emissions from 2l coating operatons shall be esdmared and
compared against the Coating Emdssion Limits in the Appendin:

= For solids content. "..I:I Content. mI—Lﬂ._ﬁccnnten Jfa'_gempreseneaunmESDS for a

documented evidence "-::ul:r_ the m.ﬂ.uufan:'u:e* or sl.mu]:er demonsTates -:-r.he*v.ue

When the solids content, VOC content. or HAP conbent is Listed as below detection oo 5D'S o
other dornmentation. the HAP content shall be assumed equeal to the coanng density divided by
100 (ie.. | % of density in [bv'eal) when sstimaring emizsions, unlsss dooumented evidence from
the manufacurer or supplier demonsoates otherwize

When the :al.v:l; cmlten VOC content. or HAP conbent canmot he det em.u.ued from ":-3":- oI other

estimating emissions.
= The permittee shall compare estmated emissions for all coating materials agzinst the Coating

Emissipn Limifs in Table 3.5. The permittee shall not nse or implemsnt aoy Scenario that exceads
1 Cioating Emission Limit.

Coating Usaze Scenario Monitoring and Recordliesping

Page 21 of 25



Public Comment Follow-up - Proposed Pemit to Construct ARemate Material Conditions
Trinity Trailer Mfg.. Inc. - Eisenman, Boise

September 10, 2018

Fage Bof @

Each calendar day on which coating materials are nsed. the permitee shall select and record the Daily
Coatimg Uzaze Scenanio that will be nused for that day. snd comply with the maximum daily coating
Cnly one Datly Coating Usaze Scenario may be used esch calendar day.

= The permitiee shall not exceed any daily coating nsage limit for the Scenario chosen that calendar

5.1:»euﬁn:anon mems r.ha.t =.1.|:u-1:~:|rt Ell:er n:onn-:l] efﬁc:encm:._ transfer eﬂi-:uam:uas -:agl.'ur

efficiencies, and other enminesrine asswmptions relied upon in emission calonlsfons.

Coating Usaze Scenario or i
The permittes shall subrnit a report by May 1st on the use of 2 new Daily Coating Usags Scenario
duringz the He*.mu_-, :ﬁ‘-da_}_@ud Thgpon chall mclmie documentation 5m:-|:|~urtm= ihe TAP

for Eﬁl:]l Dmh GD&‘DII.'U:&.‘!E- 5|:enann Duﬂmen:almn should be in :-IEEEEI.EI'JI deta.ﬂ mﬂg

-dﬂn:umenl:au-:-n of all n:a.lv:ulau-:-ns :~'LH.‘.|‘:I.1‘.]1‘.':|[ DE cau'.mf'. ihe analysis. The ri shall be filed

DEQ Sute DfEu:e JLLT 'l:rua.hn Dmsmn 1410 ‘\T I-Llll:on BI:I:ISE ]ID 83704
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Tanya Chin
Aar Quality Division
DEQ State Office
1410 N. Hilton
Boise, ID 83706

Shawmes Chen

Adr Cuality Division
DEQ State Office
1410 M. Hilton
Boise, ID 83706

Submitted via email: tanya.chin®@deq idaho gov and shawnee chen@deq idaho gov
RE: PTC for Trinity Trailer Manufacturing, Permit No. P-2018-0005
Dear Ms. Chin and Ms. Chen:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft permit to construet (PTC) for
Trinity Trailer in Boise, ID.

Since 1973, the Idaho Conservation League has been Idaho’s leading voice for clean
water, clean air and wildemess—values that are the foundation for Idaho's extracrdi
quality of life. The Idaho Conservation League works to protect these values through
public education, outreach, advocacy and policy development. As Idahe's largest state-
based conservation organization, we represent over 30,000 supporters, many of whom
have a deep personal interest in protecting Idaho's air quality and public health.

Our detailed comments are provided following this letter. Please do not hesitate to
contact me at 208-345-6933 ext. 23 or ahopkins@idahoconservation.org if you have any
questions regarding our comments or if we can provide you with any additional
information on this matter.

Sincerely,

Austin Hoplans
Conservation Associate

RE: Idaho Conservation League commenis on PTC for Trinity Trailer Manufacturing,
Permit No. P-2018-0005
Page I of 3

Page 23 of 25



TAP Emissions

Table 6 in the Statement of Basis provides a summary of potential to emit (PTE) for
emission increases of toxic air pollotants (TAPs). It appears that DEQ is reporting pre-
project and post-project values as “controlled hourly emissions.™ We question the
appropriateness of the reported values given that a number of emission sources lack any
emission control equipment. Thus, it seems inappropriate to utilize “controlled howrly
emissions” values if the sources of the emissions are not in fact controlled in any manner.
We encourage DEQ to recalculate pre- and post-project PTE for TAPs using an
appropriate emission factor.

Regulation of HAPs

According to DEQ's Statement of Basis, the hazardous air pollutants (HAPs) emitted
from the paint beoth and solvent recyeling operation are regulated by 40 CFE. 63 Subpart
HHHHHH. DEQ presumes that EPA evalvated the potential emission of 187 HAPs from
operations such as this ene that fall under the regulations of 40 CFE. 63, DEQ cites this
as justification for not conducting a further review related to HAPs. However, we are
confised by this statement, because immediately following this statement in the
Statement of Basis is Table 7, which summanizes the potential to emit (PTE) values for
HAPs from all emission units.

We ask DEQ to clarify if Table 7 reflects HAP: PTE from all emission sources at the
facility, or only those that are not regulated vader 40 CFE. 63 Subpart HEHHHH.
Further, we are curions if DEQ reached out to the EPA to validate their presumgption that
the 187 HAPs were considered as part of 40 CFE. 63, and request that they please provide
a summary of the correspondence between DEQ) and EPA reparding this facility’s permut.

Low VOO Paint

The paint booth is the most substantial emitter of VOCs from this facility (50.4 Thyr
PTE). We are curious if DEQ or the applicant has evaluated or plan to use low-VOC
paint. Ifutilized. low-VOC paint could significantly reduce the emissions of VOCs from
the paint booth. If this option was analyzed, we request that DEQ provide details
regarding the enussions reductions that would result from wiilizing low-VOC as well as
the reasoning behind why this was not selected as an emission control device in the draft
permit. If this option was not analyzed, we request details as to why that was the case.

Emission Venting Indoors

A mumber of the emission sources vent back indoors where we presume there will be

employees worling. If this is the case. we are curions if DEC) has consulted with the
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) to discuss indoor air quality

: ldaho Conservation League commenis on for Trinity Trailer Mamufacturing,
RE: ldaho Conservation Leag smments on PTC for Trinity Trailer Manufacturing

Permit No. P-2018-0005
Page 2 of 3
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resulting from the venting of these emission sources. We request that DEQ explain the
extent of their consideration for indoor air quality while drafting this permit, and include
copies of or references to any supporting material relied upeon to demonstrate that indoor
air quality will be protective of employee health.

RE: Idaho Conservation League commenis on PTC for Trinity Trailer Manufacturing,
Permit No. P-2018-0005
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