RESOLUTION NO. 540

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD QF DIRECTORS
OF THE PUCET SOUND AIR POLLUTION
CONTROL AGENCY ADQPTING MODIFIED
PARTICULATE SOQURCE TEST PROCEDURES

WHEREAS, Regulation I Section 9.09(f) raquires procedures
far source sampling performed in connection with standards of
Regulacicon I and II for particulats and gases to be done using
current Eavirommenzal Protection Agency Xsquirements or proceduzss
and definicions adopted by the Boazd; and

WHEREAS, to conform £a current safe and less toxic chemical
scorage, the partizulate measuremsnt proceduras currently usad
by tha Agency have been proposad for modification; and

WHEREAS, cthe Expanded Advisory Council zeviawed and approved
said scuzce tasc laboratory procsdura madificacions; and .

WHEREAS, a ublic hearing was held by the Pugat Sound Aiz
Pollution Concrol Agency Board of Direccors on Augusc 11, 1383,
to allow public input and exicique on the proposal; and :

WHEREAS, cthe ‘Board deems it necassary to adept said modifi.
cation to source tast praocadures; now thereiora,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF PUGET SOUND AIX POLLUTION
CONTROL AGENCY:

The Boazrd of Directors does hereby adopt the medificacions
to the scurce Cast procedures, a copy of which 1s actached hereto
and made a part hereof, :

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Boacd of Diveccors of the Bugec
Sound Aiiggguueiou_mm{ Agency held chis 223 day of _
August:, . .

PUGET SOUND AIR POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY

By 'Jf

Actast:
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T. Procedures for Particulate Source Sampling ‘
' Unless otherwise authorized by the Contrel Officer, ali
particulate source sampling performed to demonstrate ecom-
liance with the emission standards of Ragulation I shall -
ge done using current Envirommental Protection Agenc .
" Methads 1-5 contained in 40 CFR Part 60, Appendix A, as
wodified in Section II of this document.

Ik. Procedure for Determining Part:iéulat:e Matter.in the Impinger

Tatch (Back Halt)

The analysis and calculations for Methed § shall couform to
that described by EPA in the cuxrent 40 CFR Part 60, Appendix

. A, except that the back half catch shall be included as par- o :
ticulate matter. The back half weight is the sum of tha : +
dmpinger catch (organic and inorganic) and the back half T

' ‘acetone rinse weights. '

A. Sample Recovery of the Back Half
1. Purging

Whenever SO; interference i3 suspected, purge the
impingers Lmmediaztely after the test run.is complete
with N3 or clean air for a minimm of one-half the .
sample volume. " -

2. minger' Liquid

Measure the volume of water collected in all impingers
and place the water from the first thrae impingers _
in a comtainer. Thopoughly rinse all sampla-exposed
surfices batween the filter and fourth impinger with
watar and place in above container. _ '

‘3. . Acatone Rinse |
Thoroughly rimse all ::g;e-expoécd surfaces between

the filter and the fo impinger with acetona and
Place the washings in a tared beaker to dry. :

B. ;lualzsis of ‘the Back Half
1. Impinger Liguid Extraction

a. Add 50-100 mz of dichlovomethane to the impinger
liquid. )

b. Spin for at leasc ten minutas.




C.

2.

C.

i.

a.

b,

Pour the liquid inte a separatory funnel and
drain the organic phase iato a tared beakar
(organic fractiom), s

Drain the remaining liquid into a beaker and .
repeat Steps a, b, and ¢. Perfomm the extrac- -
tion several times with fresh dichloromethane
until the organic fraction is clear. Keep each
organic extraction in a separate beakez,

,Followinid:he last axtraction, drain the remain-

ing liquid from the separatory fummnel iunto a
tared beaker (inorganic fractiom). '

Allow the ovrganic fraction beakers to dry under

a hood at room temperature.

Evapérate the inorganic fraction in such a mahnér":‘
that the beaker contents do not become exposed
to Cemperaturas greater then 212°F.

Dry waeighed beakers containing a sample of the

- aceatone, dichloromethane and a sample of distilled
. delonized water to check for b weight.

. Desiccate organic, inorganic and blank beakars

for at least 24 bouzs at room temperature in a . .
disiccator containing silica gel. Weigh toa =
constant weight and zreport the results to the .

- nearest 0.1 mg. Constant weight is defined in

Section 4.3 of Mechad 5.

' Back Half Acecone Ringe

Dry the acetone ‘rinse in a hood at room tempera-
ture. . ' .

Desiccate and weigh the beaker toc constant weight
and zecord. . .

Rﬁagents

1.

Water

v

Use distilled deionized watez inlcﬁd'impingers and
to rinse all glassware. ' .

Acgtaone

. Use reagent grade, < 0.001 percent residue in glass

Botcles.

Dichlorémechaue

Uge reagent grade, < (.00l percent residue im glass

bottles.
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Ravised July 12, 1390

STATE GF WASHINGTON DEPARTMEYT OF ECOLOGY
. SQURCZ TEST METEOD 9A _ ‘
YISUAL DETERMIVATION OF QPACTTY FOR A THEEX MINOTE STANDAZD

Exinsigle
The opacity of e:ai‘.::i.ans from s.z:f.m—; souzces i1 deserzined
wisually by a qualified obsaxver. .

‘Bxocaduse
' Tha observar muss be cartifisd in accordancs with tha ptc'rf.a lovs of

Seccian 3 of 40 CFR Fazw 60, Appendix A, Mached 9, 22 iz eifacs oz
July 1, 1290, vhick azs hauby adspead by refazenca, .

The qualifisd coserrsr skall stapd ac a3 digcance suillclanc Co
provida 2 clear view of cha ealssious with the suz ozlancad ia the
1.40‘ soctsr %o Ris hack. Caonsissanc wich malnszining ths abeve
requizemenc, che abservezr shall, as wuch as possille, maka his

obsarvacions from 3 positien such thac his line of vislon is

approxizacaly perpendicular ta the plume.dirscclon, and vhen :
abssx7iag opacicy of ealssions from veczangulir cuclacs (s.g., zesf
scaitars, cpen baghouses, noneizsulaz stacks), apprsximacaly :
perpendicular to che longer axis of tha ouclsec. The chsarnez’s

line of sight should nat ineclude mors than oue plume 2t 2 cize when.
aulsipls stacks ars [avolved, and iz amy casa, the cbservez should
maks his chsarvaciens wich his line of sighc perpendicular s che

- lenger axls of such 2 seg of mlr.ipla scacks (e.g., STuB s3acks on

Bbaghousas).

- The ¢bsarver sna.u Tecard the name of the phn: sxissian lce.-';:ica. N

cype of £acility, obsazver’s pane and gf2ilistion, and cha daca on
a f1ald datz shees. Tha tize, estimarmed distancs €5 tha saission
locacion, approxizate wind dirwction, escizaced viad sp«d. .
daseripcion of tha sky condition (prasence and color of eclouds),
and plums backzround azs racardad en a fisld danz shaes 3t eh- tiza
apaclicy Teadings ave {nitfaced and complecsd.

The observer shauld zaks noca of the amisnce tnlz:ivg bemidicy,
ambienc tszperacuss, the pelac iz che plume that Che chservacioms
vars macs, tle escizactad depch af the plume 3G C28 poins of
abserTacion, and She cslar and ccuaieisn af Che plume. I i alsa
helpZul L& picturas ¢f tha plume aze makan. .




Visusl Determination of Opacicy for a Tares Minucs sﬁida.:d.
.. . - Keology Soutce Test Mached 9A - .
2" pevised July 12, 1990 - .

, Page 2

3.

A,

Cpacicy obsarvacious shall be wmade ac tha poiac of greatase eya;eizy .

in che portion of the plume whazs condensed vacer vapor {5 wac
prasent. The cbsezver shill moc look comcinuously ac the plune,
but i{nstaad shall obsarve the plume momencasily ic-15-second.

{ncarvals,

When coudsnsed vacar vapor is presenc wichin the plume as ic
emerzes from ctha amizsion cuclec, opacity cbsarvations shall be
mads Beyoud the peinc iz the plume ac which condatised vaztar vapar
is 8o louger wisibls. )

When Watar viger in the plume condenses and becomas visihle ac a
discines discincs from the emission ouclac, tha .apacicy of -

emissisns should be evaluicad ac the exfssion ouclac prior to the
condensacion of wacar vapar and the formacion of tle goazz plume,

Opacity abservations shall be racordsd €0 the nearass § pazcanc st .

13-sacond fasarvals ou an observacianal record shaec. Eiek
BOWENTITY obsarvatist racarded shall he deemad t3 TapTasanc.she
&vecage cpaeicy of emissions for z 15-second periad.

Analvals
mcpu;qcfmplmbambriﬂﬁmml
cksezva + Opacity aball be zepormad as che vangs of values
W&z‘qaq«iﬂﬁﬁmgm.ucumﬁ :
cousecucive minsucag, The apacicy scamdard is axcaeded {f chers arzs
wore than 12 chservacicas, diring any esnsacucive 60-mimvrs

for which & opasity greazar chan the standard is Tagarded.

. Fedaral hgisu:."?ol. 3§, o, 247, page 26393, Dac. 3, 1971,
rimiares fo¥ Saske and Opastey Tratning Scheel 1970-1971" Gragea-

|-+ Washingeon ALz Qualicy Commizzae, -

“Guldelinas for Evaluacian of Visthle Exissioms< 24 348/1-75-007,
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‘March 18, 1993

Boeing Commercial Airplane Group
Mr. L. M. Babich HI,

PO Box 3707

Seattle WA 98124-2207

- Registration Number: 13125, Boeing Renton, Building 10-59
Notice of Construction No. 3406

RE: Letter R-1152-93-GVM-115
Exemption from Vertical Stack Requirement of
Regulation I, Article 9, Section 9.16

_ Dear Mr. Babich:

This is in response to your letter dated February 25, 1993, reguesting

the vertical stack requirement at the Boeing Renton Facility, Building 10-59. .

Based on the field inspector's recommendation, we hereby exempt you from the vertical
~ stack requirements, provided that this exemption may be revoked for cause. -

Sincerely

Air Pollution Engineer

ACL:Is

cc: Dic Gribbon, Air Pollution Inspector

AN [. Frankel, Au Pollution Contral Officer
8 O A R O o ¢ Ot R ECTORS

Chairman: Win Cranluad, Communtioner. Xitsap Countv Prter Hurlev, Councilman, Snohaansh Coumy . Norm Rice, Mavar, Seatile
fanet Chalupnk. Member 3t Lage Pere Ninch, Maywr, Everen " Douy, Suthedand. Prerce Countey Executiva



Attachment 2

. Dt PUGET SOUND  AIR  POLLUTION CONTROL -AGENC','Y-'

] .

November 30, 1992

Boeing Commercial Airplane Group-Everett
B.J. Thompson

P.0. Box 3707, M/S OH-00

Seattle, WA 98124-2207

Dear Ms. Thompson:

PSAPCA Approval for Exemption to the Requirements . . : :
of Regulation I, Section 9.16 "Spray Coating Operations” B A

Puget Sound Air Pollution Control Agency (PSAPCA) grants your request for an exemption to
PSAPCA's odor and nuisance control cade, Regulation I, Section 9.16 "Spray Coating
Operations”, in respect to the spray coating operations ongoing in the buildings listed below at

the Everett facility.
Buildings:  40-21 40-22
40-23 - 40-24 .
40-25 40-26 '
40-31 40-32 - : o
40-33 ' 40-34
40-35

' 'This is an approval by the Control Officer of PSAPCA to allow the coating of items that
- cannot be reasonably handled in an enclosed spray area, as required by Regulation I, Section
9.16, subpart (b)(6).

‘This exemption to merequire.mem for a filtration system to capture over spray and a vertical
stack exhaust to control odors will be valid provided that this exemption may be revoked for -

Please direct any quéstions or comments to Abby Lee at 689-4059.

DaveS Kircha'
Manager ~ Engmeenng

-- ce:  David Smukowski

Pat Bachtel
Jade Hudson
Anita |. Frankel, Air Pollution Cantrol Officer ‘
B ‘ B O AR D Q F Ot RECTORS
Chaieman: Win Granlund, Commussioner, Kitsap County Pete Kinch, Mavor, Everent . Normm Rice, Mayor, Seattle
Vice Chairman: fim Hill, King County Execuive Darlene Madenwaid, Member it large Joe Stomni, Plerce County Executive
Peter Hurlew, Counciiman, Snchamish County . Louis Mentor, Mavar, remerton Karen Vidile, Mayor, Tacoma

110 Union Street, Suite 500. Seattle. Washington 98101-2038  »  (206)343-8800 «  (800)552-3565 ~ a - FAX:(2061343-7522

ORmSS QN FECVENG GiDer
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February |, 1993 o oo
. o . FI120 4 1993
Boeing Commercial Airplane Group .
L. M. Babich Il _ '
P.0. Box 3707, M/$ 63 01
Seattle, WA 98124-2207

-Rii:. Renton - Registration No. 13125 and North Boeing Field - Registratio.z Ne. 10107 -

Spray Coating Regulation I, Section 9. 16(b)(6) - Approval \o't' exemption

~ Dear Mr. Babich:

Puget Sound Air Pollution Control Agency (PSAPCA) grants your request for an exemption to
PSAPCA's, Regulation I. Section 9.16 “Spray Coating Operations”. for the spray coating
operations ongoing in the buildings listad below at the Renton and Norzh Boeing Fizld
tacilities. '

North Boeing Field: Building 3-390

Renton: Buildings 3-20, +-21(Floor #2), +356. 4-81, 3.82,
10-50:51:55:56.57:59. 10-65

- This is an approval by the Control Officer of PSAPCA 10 allow the <oating ofr items

that cannot be reasonably handled in an enclosed Spray area, 25 required by Regulation |,

A R NP LA TRCRTY SRR
M aboye branesne Sguime s, 4ot

Section 9.16. subpant (b)(6).

This exemption to the requirements for a filtration S¥Stem {0 saplure over spray and a versicai
Stack exhaust to control adors will be valid provided that this examption may be revokad fur
Jause,

~ Sinceraly,

David S. Kircher
Manager - Engineering

AL b boprard Aer 14 guitinge

LU A R Y A L L A
I I R V o O U

NN bu e tapan;
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A UGET SOUND AR POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY -

KINGCOUNTY & KITSAPCOUNTY &  ° PERCECOUNTY  a SNOHOMISH COUNTY - 7

_ August 1, 1996
Ms. Chris Morris
Manager, Environmental Affairs
Boeing Everett Division
PO Box 3707 MS OH 00
Seattle, WA 981242207

RE: Boeing Letter No.: E-1320-JTF-133

PSAPCA Registration No.: 13120 o S
- Everett Facility, 3003 W Casino Rd., Everert WA 98201 - :

Dear Ms. Moris:

Airplane Cleaning Operations
" Boeing Everett Facility

Puget Sound Air Pollution Control Agency has determined that the “typical airplane cleaning :
operation” described in your letter of June 13, 1996, is best defined under the Aerospace NESHAP.
(40 CFR Part 63 Subpart GG) as 4 “hand-wipe cleaning” operation. Hand-wipe cleaning operations
where wiping, scrubbing, mopping, or other hand actions are used are specifically not included as
“flush cleaning.” ' ,

In your description of your typical airplane cleaning operations, you noted that it is the scrubbing and
wiping action that is responsible for removing contaminants from the surface, which meets the above
described NESHAP definition of “hand -wipe cleaning operation.”

Thank you for offering me the opportunity to watch the operation in person (on third shift). I
regretfully excuse myself due to scheduling difficulties. Your description of this cleaning operation is
similar to what I have seen at several Boeing facilities and I am confident that this is 2 reasonable,
accurate interpretation of the Aerospace MACT. I am looking forward to more in-depth
conversations with you regarding the new MACT standard. '

 Sincerely,
ol (.

Abigail C. Lee
Air Pollution Engineer

ACL:ls

cc: H. Kimball, J. Fosberg, Boeing
W. Voegtlin, PSAPCA Dennis J. McLerran, Air Pollurion Cantrol Officer
8 O AR D O F OIRECT ORS S

Chairman: Win Cranlund, Commissioner, Kitsap County Lynn S, Horton, Mayer. Bremeron Brian Ebersole, Mayor, Tacoma

lanet Chalypnik, Member at Large R.C. Iohnson, Councilman, Snchomish County Norman 3. Rice, Mayor, Seanfe
Edward D, Hansen, Mayor, Everert - GCary Locke, King County Executive Ooug Sutherland, Pierce County Executive

110 Unign Street. Suite 500. Seattle, Washington 98101-2038 . (206) 343-8800 (8001 552-3563 FAX:1206)343-7522

TG AR FACCIoN IO
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

‘é‘ REGION 10
1200 Sixth Avenue
. Seattle, Washington 98101
Reply To ggT 14 1888

AmOf OAQ-107

Mr. Jay M. Willenberg

Puget Sound Air Pollution Control Agency
110 Union Street, Suite 500 -

Seattle, Washington 98101-2038

Re:  Preval Spray Units Applicability to the Aerospace NESHAP
Dear Mr. Willenberg:
This letter is in mponsé t0 your correspondence to Gregg Wagner, B.F. Goodrich

Acrospace, dated August 18, 1998, regarding the applicability of Preval® spray units to the National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Aerospacs Manufacturing and

- Rework Facilities, 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart GG. Specifically, you determined that the Preval®

spray units are exempt from the Aerospace NESHAP and requested concurrence from the

Eavironmental Protection Agency (EPA). EPA concurs with your determination for the reasons’ o=

explained below. .

You have stated that the Preval® system used at B.F. Goodrich Aerospace is a hand-held - .

. aerosol can that has 2 non-refillable pressurized portion. In Appendix A - Specialty Coating

Definitions of the A¢rospace NESHAP, EPA defines “acrosol coating” as a hand-held, pressurized,
non-refillable comainer that expels an adhesive or a coating in a finely divided spray when a valve
on the container is depressed. Based on your description, we agree that the Preval® system meets

 the criteria for being classified as an asrosol coating. Since aerosol coatings are considersd specialty

coatings, and specialty coatings are exempt from the Aerospace NESHAP [63.741()], we have
«concluded that the Preval® system is exempt from the Aerospace NESHAP.

If, at any time, EPA amends this NESHAP such that'spécialty coatings are no longer exempt,
this applicability determination will need to be revisited. If you have any questions regarding this
determinarion, please contact Andrea Wullenweber at (206) 553-8760. ' .

7
Sincerely,

Douglas E. Hardesty, Manager '
Federal & Delegated Air Programs Unit

cc:  Robin Bennett, Boeing Company
Lisa Rutan, Hexcel Corporation
Jim Szykman, EPA OAQPS .
Gregg Wagner, B.F. Goodrich Aerospace

& prinsect ot Recycied Papar
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. PUGET SOUND AR  POLLUTION CONTROL  AGENCY |
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. KING COUNTY A KITSAP COUNTY a PIERCE COUNTY A SNOHOMISH coynTy

February 19, 1999

The Boe¢ing Company

c/o Robin Bennett, Manager — Environmental Regulatory Affairs
PO Box 3707 MS 7A-XC

Seartle WA 98124-2207

Bcéing Commercial Airplane Group
Acrospace NESHAP Paint Booth Requirements

Dear Ms. Bennett:

Thank you for your December 21 letter, G-1242-AGW-022, to James Nolan conceming the applicability of
the Aerospace NESHAP for certain coatings.

After reviewing the information that you provided: our regulations and EPA’s aerospacs rules and guidance,

we concur that the requirements for coating with inorganic hazardous air pollutants (HAP) do not apply to
coatings with HAP concentratious less than 0.1 percent for carcinogens and 1.0 percent for nog-carcinogens,

the required reporting concentradons for the - Material Safety Data Sheet (MSDS) under 29 CFR -
1910.1200(3). Specifically, if a coating containg less than 0.1% inorganic HAP, it is not subject to the spray .
‘bgoth requirsments for inorganic HAP (40CFR 63.745(g)) even though it may have a conceatration of aboue
0.0002% inorganic FZAP. However the requirements for organic HAP and VOC may apply.

PSAPCA concludes that teducing the HAP content to below the reportable thresholds is a desirable pollution
prevention approach that should be encouraged. Consider that primers, such as BMS 10-11 and BMS 10-79,
often have inorganic HAP coucentrations in the 5% to 20% range and the required control efficiency for

less than 0.1% inorganic HAP results in lower emissions than using 4 coating with 5% HAP and 90% contro]
40CFRE3.47L(f) states that the. requirements of subpart GG do not apply to primers and topcoats containing
HAP and VOC concentrations less than 0.1 percent for carcinogeas or 1.0 percent for nomn-carcinogens, as
determined from manufacture’s representations.” When EPA says, “manufacture’s representations”, they
clearly mean the MSDS-asxtb.ey indicated In applicability section of their Summary of Requirements for
Implementing the NESHAP', Elsewhere in that document EPA says that the inspector should observe
coating labels and other records for organic HAP and VOC coatent”. Clearly EPA. wants to use widely
availabie information to determine if the Acrospace NESHAP applies to 2 particular activity.

! EPA ~154/R-97-006. “National Emission Standards for Aerospacs Manufacwuring and Rework Facilities: Summary of

Requirements for Implementing the NESHAP* December 1998, pé »

* EPA ~156/R-97-006, “Nadonal Emission Standards for Aeraspace Manufacruring aud Rework Facilides: Summary of”
- Requirements for Implementing the NESHAP" Decamber 1998, ps2

Cennis L McLaman, Air Poliusion Conmral Officer
8§ 0ARDC OF D IRECTORS

. City of Seantle, Beard Oair Lyno $. Hatan, Mayar, Scetnerion 8sian fhassole, Mayur. Tacama,
lgm.:m:wbn ::ago - Oave Somess, Snohamith County Council Chalotie Camdo, Commissioner, Kiisap Cﬂmy
ward 0. Hansen, Vayor. Svaret Ran Sima. Xing Cauny Erecutive . Gous Sulheriand. ferce County Exacuive
10 Uaion Street, Suite 3C0, Seattle, Washingtan 98101-2038 . {2061 343-8800 (8001 3323565 . FAX:(?;?.GJ-S_'&Z_ 33-2




Acsospace NESEAP

February 19, 1999 .-

PageTwo

40CFR -63.145(3) lists coaﬁng.opemioﬁ requirements i which any of the primers or topcoats that m'uw' .

applied contain incrganic HAP”, The section does not Hist a lower threshold for determining'if 2 coating
contains inorganic HAP, However it seems clear that EPA intended to use the MSDS mﬁs of 0.I%
and 1.0% for carcinogens and non-carcinogens, because the applicability section of the subpart says that the
subpart does not apply fo primers and topeoats containing HAP and VOC concentrations less than 0.1
percent- for carcinogens or . 1.0 percent for non-carcinogens, as dstermined from manufacture’s
representations. Although EPA does not say that the section §3.745(g) does not apply to coatings containing
less thaz 0.1% inorganic HAP, we must rely on the applicability section of the subpart and our understanding
: of EPAs inteat. 'We understand EPA’s intent is not to regulate coatings with low concentrations of HAP, -
. We also understand EPA's inteat is 1o have the threshold for regulating a coating the same threshold g
" required for reporting for the MSDS. Thus an inspector could determine if a coating Is regulated ynder the
subpart based on looking at the federally required parts of the MSDS sheet?

By copy of this letter, we are also requesting EPA’s concurrence on this interpretation of the Actospace
NESHAPS. ’

I you bave any questions, please contact Abby Lee at (206) 685-4059 or me at (206) 689-4052.

Sincerely, :
¥ .
Jay M. Willenberg, PE.
Senior Air Pollution Engineér
- cc: Doug Hardesty, EPA Region 10
Lisa Jacobsen, EPA Ragion 10
Gregg Wagner, BF Goodrich Aerospace
‘Katherine Garrison, Hexcel Corparation
" Acrospace Team, PSAPCA o

329 CFR 1910.1200(3) suys that the MSDS can cequire reparting of concentrations of less than the 1.0% and 0,1% thresholds if
there is evidence that the ingredicnt(s) could be relessed fom the mixmure in concenwrations which would exceed an estblished
OSHA penmissible exposure Umit or ACGIH Threshold Limit Value, or could presaut a heaith risk to employess, [LEPA had
intended (0 use this lower threshold we asmume that EPA would have quated all of the MSDS reporting tiresholds and not just one
section. Also soms MSDS list ather ingrodieats, like inorganic HAP at lower concentration levels for othier reasons, such as Calif.
Prop. 65. Again if EPA wanted to regulats at thesa lower threshoids thae would have stated so.
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P.0.Box 3707 :
Seattls, WA, 98124-2207°

. Ret A¢rospace NESHAP Rul Inteipretation
This letter is in sesponss 1o a February 15, 1969, Istter from Pugat Sound Air Poihution

mwamhwnm&NMMMhﬁrmM
mnnﬁcm;mdhwtk&ﬁhnm Wemﬁ%’:umnhm@u&u

EPA intended 10 utllize readily svailable to appiicabillty, and MSDS
provids the woat readily available ; |
lt‘yjo'uhz.w any questions ragarding this regulatory ftarpretation, plesss contact Dan
Meyer of thix offics 4t (206) 5534150 - . - |
| ' Siocerely,
- o
Bonnis Thie, Manager :
State & Tibal Air Progeams Unit

DM:BT:ch , /
ez Ma. AbbyLes, PSAPCA.

Ma. Chirisd Lee, USEPA Region 10.- Washington Opertians Qffice
Mr. fay M. Willlenbérg, P.5.. PSAPCA.

GM-W -
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SOUND. AIR POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY

= KINGCOUNTY & KTWPCOUNTY & PIERCECOUNTY = 4 SNOHOUSH COUNTY

January 9, 1998
David Moore
The Boeing Company
PO Box 3707, M/S 7A-XC
Scattle, WA 98124

Dear Mr. Moore: o
Notice of Construction (NO_C) Requirements for Paint Sprav Booths

This letter is intended to clarify when PSAPCA would require a Notice of Construction for
upgrading or changing paint spray booths. . . :

We require 2 NOC for major changes in control technology or changes that increase emissions.
We do not require a NOC for minor changes that do not result in increased emissions from the

facility.

Major changes include changing control technology from waterwash to dry filters and ‘increasing
the airflow by more than 10 or 15% over originally permitted levels. In general, changing the

fan or motor will not increase the flow by more than 15%.

Minor changes include adding an additional stage to a dry Slter to meet the Aerospace NESHAD,
and moving an existing booth to a new location within the same facility and conducting the same
activity, Boeing must notify PSAPCA if the location or use of 2 booth changes. It is essential
that PSAPCA Kknow the location of each booth and that it have some identifier such as the
MSS/ID No. so we can properly conduct inspections. The use is important to identify the
applicable requirements. An example of a significant change in the activity of a booth is
conducting abrasive blasting in 2 booth that we have not approved to house such an activity.

If you have any additional questions, please call me at 206 639-4052.

Sincerely,

§- f724
J. M, Willenberg, P.E,
Senior Air Pollution'Edgineer
IMW.MJ ) .
" eer ‘D, S. Kircher
A. C. Les
H. A. Bryant
D. J. Gribbon
. M. McAfee _ ‘
R.J. Pogers Genais ). McLerran, Al Poltuaion Canrol Officer
. M.D.Scartberry 8 ©A R0 OF CIRECTORS
Commissioner, Kitsap County Mayos, Sremenon Mayor, Teicoma
g e ooy e
110 Union Sureet, Suite 500, Seattle, Washington 98101-2038 -  (206)343-8300  + (B00Y552:3565  « FAX:2061343-7522
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August 10, 1999

Vo

3

Charles Austin

Manager, Environmental Engineering
The Boeing Company '
Fabrication Division, A-1320

PO Box 3707, MC 5R-14

Seattle, WA 98040-2207

Dear Mr. Austin:

Registration No. 13117 - Boeing (Auburn)
_ Srrgall' Container Used for Immersion Cleaning with Acetone

Thank you for your January 14, 1999 letter A-1320-ENV-015 to Abigail Lee concerning our
clarification of small containers used for immersion cleaning with acetone.

After a recent insgec:ion of your facility, we have determined thar small buckets, pails and , _
beakers with capacities of 2 gallons or less used for cleaning with acetone are exempt from Puget
Sound Clean Air Agency’s Regulation III, Section 3.05, Solvent Metal Cleaners and WAC 173-
460-060(5), Solvent Metal Cleaners, However, we encourage you to follow good industrial
practice and keep such containers closed at all times, except when adding or removing parts. We
also strongly suggest that you hold the part over the container as the part is removed until the

dripping stops.

As we review our regulations, we will incorporate this change into the rules,

- If you have any additional question on this matter, please contact Abby Lee (206) 689-4059.

Sincerely, . -
David S. Kircher
Manager - Engineering
DSK:ACL:mj
cc: Robin Bennert
Aerospace Team
AlR-Aul arnwss
' Sitewids: Acstane Exemption !

<< 3626>>

Dennis ), Mcteman, Air Poitution Contral Officer
'BOAROOFDIEECTORS

maire Pageler. City «f Seattle, Board Chaw Lvan §, Menun. Mavor, Gromenon fnan Ebersale, Mavor. Tacoma
ot Chalupmk, Memine | Large Duves Saivwers, Snohamish County Cuuned € harlotte Curndu, Commissioner, Kitsap County
vaid O. Hamen, Mayor, Everent Ron Sums, King Cavaty Exerutive Ooup Sutuvland, (Hierce Caunty Excutive
'0 Union Street, Suite 500, Seattle, Washington 98101.2038 . (206) 343-8800 {8001 552.3565 FAX:(206)343-7522
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SOUND AIR POLLUTION CONTROL AGENC
_KinG C.OUN_TY KIT3AP COUNTY - PIERCE COUNTY a SNOHOMISH COunT-
: May 8, 1995 '
! Hannah Kimbal\\.
The Boeing Company
PO Box 3707 M/S 7TEEH

Seattle, WA 98124-2207

Dear Ms. Kimball:

Sincerely, _
David S. Kircher
mj , Manager - Engineering
cc:©  A.C.Lee
- M. L. Corbin
P J. K. Anderson .
4 J. M. Willenberg Denas 1. Mt eman, Aw Poliution Conwol Oiicer
. llf)‘\l!('ln'nllrl'rnﬁ‘
Chauman Cranlund, Comnmnvimr Kitnan b ipunsy Eoaime Vi, Mavarr, ot Prarabil €y Mese, STavn, Tagem
W'Clulv:‘:i. Mﬂ!:m-ll :::‘.. " - [ luu:nnol Conmw dan, Sy € oymiy Negmaa ll R Miver, x-.lllllr
tdwad © Hamen, Aayar, Lveven Gty Lo e, Mg Cauety Eae uiswer Deru Sutiserlanit, Puece Cranty Cacculve

11 Union Sicest, Suite 500. Seattle, Washington 98101.2038 &~ (3061 303 5500 s 18001 S52.3565 o FAX:(I061343-7523
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Attachment 11

Working Together For Clean Air

' June 14, 2000
Robin Bennett
Manager, Environmental Regulatory Affairs
The Boeing Company .

PO Box 3707 MC 7A-XC

Seattle, WA 98124-2207

Dear Ms. Bennett:
' Equivalency Determination for

Safety Kleen Models 1107 and 1111 Gun Cleaning Systems
with Gun Cleaning Techniques in 40 CFR 63.744(c)

Thank you for yodr March 8, 2000 letter G-1242-AGW-003 dealing with -

equiv.alency demonstration for Safery Kleen Models 1107 and 1111 gun
cleaning systems with gun cleaning techniques in 40 CFR 63.7:4(c).

We have reviewed the regulation, information that you provided including the
manufacturer’s instructions for Safety Kleen Models 1107 and 1111, and
additional information provided by Safety Kleen. 40 CFR 63.744(c) requires
Spray guns to be cleaned using one or more of the techniques specified in 40 .
C?R.63.744(c)(1) through (4), or their equivalent. The Puget Sound Clean
Alr Agency concurs with your demonstrations that the procedures that you
described in your March 8, 2000 letter and that are described in Safety
Kleen’s directions for Models 1107 and 1111 gun cleaners are equivalent to
those specified in 40 CFR 63.744(c)(2) and (3) with the following conditions:

1. The collar that vents to the basin to the atmosphere when the cleaner is

mtched. on does not vent to the atmosphere when the cleaner is off,
According to Heyler Davis of Safety Kleen, that is the way the equipment
is designed. '

* 2. -For the Model 1111, the bi-fold door shall be closed at all timés (see Final -

Clegning Steg 8) except when operating the cleaner in manual mode, when
putting parts irito or taking parts out of the cleaner, or when the drain hose
does not drain to a container that contains solvent. '

This equivalency determination only applies to Safety Kleen Models 1107 and
1111 used according to the Safety Kleen's directions, with Safety Kleen gun
cleaner solvent that has a vapor pressure less than 45 mm Hg at 20°C, and the
additional description that you provided in your March 8, 2000 letter, We
expect that Boeing will incorporate into the specific O&M Plans or operator
instructions or checklists the descriptions that are in your letter and Safety
Kleen’s directions. Specifically, the operator instructions or checklists should
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Atcéchment 12
Warking Tagether For Clean Air

E Cicrehic January 30, 2001
The Boeing Company

PO Box 3707, MC 5R-14

Seattle, WA 98124-2207

Dear Mr. Cierebiej:

B.ceing (Auburn), Registration No. 13117
Boeing (Frederickson), Registration No. 17771

Mobile Equipmient

- Thank you for your September 19, 2000 letter (A~1320-RGS-101) concerning

the definition of “Mobile Equipment.”

The Puget Sound Clean Air Agency concurs with your interpretatio
Regulation II, Secdon 3.04, Specifically, we concur thgt mobileezzruipme:t :sf
it relates to Boemg facilities is intended 10 mean equipment that is Scensed of .
likeljf to be licensed to operats on a public roadway. For example, the
definition does not apply w0 jigs and carts used to move parts and equipment in
‘and around buildings at Boeing facilities. However, the definjtion does apply
to the trucks and trailers that move parts between Boeing facilities, such as the
large trucks and trailers that move wing parts from Frederickson to Everer.

We will include this clarification in your air operating permit, if we have not
changed the rule by then. "

If you have any questions on this matter, please contact me at (206) 6394052
or jayw@pscleanair.org. _ -

Jay M. Willenberg
Senior Enginesr .
IMW:mj
ce:  Robin Bennetr, Boeing -
L L. Nolan
Aerospace Team




Attachment 13

B e, PUGET SOUND  AIR . POLLUTION CONTROL  AGENCY

KING COUNTY - KITSAP COUNTY s PIERCE COUNTY N SNOHOMISH COUNTH
David W. Moore . January‘ 15, 1998
Environmental Regulatory Affairs
The Boeing Company

P.O. Box 3707, MS 7A-XC
Seattle, WA 98124-2207

Dear Dave: : - ' ) I

Thank you for your December 10, 1997 E-mail conceming cormpliance with solvent
composition limits. Jim has asked me to respond directly to you,

We believe that you are correct in stating that the Acrospace NESHAP accepts the
manufacturer’s supplied data in order to demonstrate’ compliance with many of the
salvent and HAP requirements. In the case of hand-wipe cleaning solvents it is the only
method cited in the rule for determining approved composition (see section 63.750 (a)).

In other areas, such as with the VOC content of primers and topcoats, the rule also cites
EPA Method 24 as the reference method (see section 63.750 ©)). ’

For the purpose of periodic monitoring and certification under Title V, Boeing may use
manufacturer’s supplied data as we have proposed in the draft permits that you have seen.
We do not intend to change those parts of the permits. Where the Aerospace NESHAP
also cites other methods, such as EPA Method 24, PSAPCA reserves the right to use
those methods or to require that Boeing use the reference method. '

As in the past, PSAPCA does not envision requiring reference method testing on 2

rouline basis. For the Aerospacc NESHAP we only envision requining reference method
testing if there is evidence that the manufacturers’ data may be erroneous.

¢ any additional questions on this issue, please call Jay Willenberg of our staff
(206) H£9-4052 :

ly

cc: PSAPCA Aerospace Inspection/Engineering Team

Denaly . McLevtan; Alr Poltution Contat Officer
8 O A R D ©O ¢ O I R EC T O R §

Commissianey, Kilsap County Mayor, Bremerton . Mayor, Tacoma
Member 21 Large : . Snohomish Counly Council Cily of Seaitle
Mayor, Everct King County Exccutive Picsce County Executive -

110 Union Street, Sulie 500, Seattle, Washington 98101:2038  +  (206)343-8800 &  (800) 552.3565 FAX:(206)343-7522
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Attachment 14

_..._—.—PUGET SOUND AIR POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY

~ June 22, 1995
Jenette Ramos
Boeing Commercial Airplane Group
PO Box 3707 MS 63 41
Seattle WA 98124-2207

RE: LetterNo.: R-1150-95-IL-327

" PSAPCA Registration No.: 13125 |
Site address: Renton Facility, 800 Logan Ave N, Renton, WA 98055

Exemption from Registration Granted
Notice of Construction Not Required

Puget Sound Air Pollution Control Agency (PSAPCA) has determined that neither a Notice of
Construction, nor equipment registration will be required for the Dust collector or the Kevlar
cutting room located in building 4-42 as described in your letter of June 1, 1995.

This eqmpment will be exempt from reglstranon as allowed by part 17 of Exhibit A, Section 5.03

of Article §, Regulation I, which exempts only equipment with negligible emissions, that are not
a threat to health or the environment.

This equipment may not be modified or replaced unless the owner or operator has submitted and
received approval for a new Notice of Construction in comphance with Article 6 of Regulation 1.

Sincerely,
Uasd D. K o

{« Jay Willenberg
Senior Air Pollution Engineer

cc: Hannah Kimball, Irina Lutsenko, Boeing
V. Aguilar, PSAPCA Air Pollution Inspector

Dennis |. McLerran, Air Poiiczon Control Officer
8 O ARD OF D.RECTORS

Chairman: Win Granlund. Commissioner, Kitsap County Lvnn S. Horton, Mavc® Bremerton Harold G. moss, Mayor, Tacoma
Janet Chalhpnlk, Member at Large R.C. Johnson, Counciiman. Snohomish County Normman 8. Rice, Mayor, Seattle
Edward 0. Hansen, Mavor. Everert Gary Locke, King Courav Executive : Daug Sutheriand, Pierce County Exequtive
110 Union Street, Suite 500, Seattle, Washington 98101-2038" {206) 343-8800 {800) 552-3563 ' FAX:(206)343-7522

P On VO BIOST

KING COUNTY a KITSAP COUNTY - PIERCE COUNTY . ) 'SNOHOMISH COUNTY .
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PUGET « OUND AR POLLUTION CONTROL  AGENCY

KING COUNTY s KITSAP COUNTY & PIERCE COUNTY A SNOMOMISH COUNTY

' May 20, 1999

Mr. Frank Migaiolo

Manager, Everent Environmental Affairs
The Boeing Company

PQ Box 3509, MC OH-00

Seantle, WA 98124

Dear Mr. Migaiolo: ‘
Acceptable Prassure Drop Limits for Dry Filter Banks Subjeet to the Acrospace NESHAP

Thaunk you for letter dated March 10, 1999 (Letter No. E-1320-JTF-060) discussing using zero ag
a lower limit for the pressure differcatial range. Puget Sound Air Pollution Coatrol Agency
(PSAPCA) concurs that a lower pressure drop limit of zero is acceptable under certain
conditions.
Our understanding from your letter and our inspections is that under some normal operating
conditions, such as a clean filter and low air flows, the pressure drop acrass a spray booth flter s
" around 0.01 to 0.03 inches of water, Also, slight fluctuations in air velocities can result ig
-—  pressure drop readings of zero, even with the use of pressure transducers with calibration and
accuracy error of approximately +/- 0.01 inch

While pressure drop readings near zero are acceptable, we strongly encourage Boeing w identify
in its O&M Plax (as required in Regulation I, Section 7.09) alt=rnate monitoring parameters thar
assure proper operation of the filters and booth when such low levels are detected.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (206) 689-4052 or engpermits@PSAPCA. org.

Sincerely, © T
77/?"& 046/\ 4
Jay M. Willenberg /
‘ Senior Air Pollution Enginéer
IMW:raj
ce:  Robin Bennett, The Boeing Company
Acrospaca Team
- . ‘Dennis L. mclaman, Alr Poliution Convol Officar
§ O ARD ©F DIREECTORS
"N e Btlan Ehentole, Mayar,
sargares Pageler, Clty of Seaute, Bavd Car tynst S Hareon, Mayor, Bravenon . . o Tacnma
Qulugnii, Mamber Somers, Snahomith Counly Conncil [« Carride, Ci Kitsap County
ET. d O, M DC!L-\rv . Dave‘“ Sirem, s)'Gn' Couaty &«Liv: ‘ Doug Swberland, Plarca Couty Eamrcutive
(206) 343-8800 4 " (300) 352-3585 .~ FAX:('.:LG)&&?_’%E

110 Union Streex, Suita 500, Seattle, Washington 98101-2038
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October 10, 2001 .

Jade Hudson .
Boeing Commercial Airplane Group o
PO Box 3707 M/C 5R410 C

- Seattle, WA 98124-2207

Dear Ms. Hudson:

EXESUTIVE DIRECTOR otice of Construction (NOC) Requirements for Scrubbers and Bage ouses
Qannis 4. MeLeiran . "

This letter seeks to clarify when Puget Sound Clean Alir Agency requires a

Notice of Construction (NOC) for upgrading or altering existing scrubbers

and baghouses. Per Agency Regulation [ Section 6.03(a), a new NOC is

required if a “substantial alteration” of control equipment on an existing
searrie Source is made. The type of alteration that would be ¢onsidered

Peul Scholl, Mayor substantial varies depending on the control equipment.

On January 9, 1998, Jay Willenberg of this Agency wrote a letter to David
Moore of Boeing discussing NOC applicability for spray booths. This
letter stated that a NOC is required if airflow is increased by more than 10
AT3 e COUNTY COMMISSIONER to 15 percent over the original permitted airflow levels (this type of
lan Angul change is therefore substantial), In general, changing the fan or motor will
not increase the airflow by more than 15 percent over the original '
PIEACE COUNTY EXECUTIVE permitted airflow. .

MRLERT Per the January 9, 1998 letter, an NOC is not nesded if moving an existing -

WOARD OF DIRECTORS
OKOMIEH COUNTY COUNCIL, CHAIR

Qeve Somers

KING CQUNTY EXBCUTIVE

Ron Sims

1] LIS

wanerr  boothtoa new location within the same facility, so long as the same

_ that while a new NOC is not needed for relocation, it is essential that
weucaros  Boeing notify the Agency of any relocations so that the Agencycan  _
ten 5. Worien. Mever  properly conduct inspections. '

racoma  The Agency will extend the guidance discussed above for spray booths to
Sl Evans, Councrlman scrubbers and baghouses. This guidance is valid providing the alteration
daes not expand or increase the emission generation activity which the
MEMBER AT LARGE control equipment is supporting. An example of an expanded emission
Janst Chaivpri generation condition would be the inclusion of additional tanks

Ph 206.343.8800

£ 1.800.552.3565 /0 "/0 — 200 /

Fax 208.343.7522
' ! oF 2

www.pscleanair.org

,, ~e? . A B ..
» voriy . o @: L - - . . - -
L e 2 e L ——
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or shops to the exhaust system which weie previously not exhausted. - If
qQuestions of applicability arise for specific scrubbers or baghouses that do
i got clearly fit-this guidance, the Agency requires that Boeing contact the
Agency directly to discuss the issue.
o l . Sincerely,
S P ’ "7 77 Steven M. Van Slyke, P.E. .
. ' ' Supervisory Engincer
SMV:AZM:ns :
Enclosure: January 9, 1998 Letter from Jay Willenberg
cci Robin Bennett, MC 7A-XC
Edward Cierebiej, MC SR-410 .
Barbara Thompson, MC 20-13
- Kirk Thomson, MC 7A-XE
| ~ IL.Nolan .
o I.M. Willenberg
' Acrospace Team LIRS
{

0 -10-Ro0 /
2 o A
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PUGET  SOUND AIR POLLUTION .= CONTROL 'AGEN'C\'

= KING COUNTY - KITSAP COUNTY - PIERCE COUNTY s SNOHOMISH COUNTA
David W. Moore January 15, 1998
- Environmental Regulatory Affairs '
The Boeing Company

P.O. Box 3707, MS 7A-XC
Seattle, WA 98124-2207

Dear Dave:

Thank you for your December 10, 1997 E-mail conceming cornpliance with solvent
composition limits. Jim has asked me to respond directly to you,

We believe that you are correct in stating that the Acrospace NESHAP accepts the
manufacturer’s supplied data in order to demonstrate compliance with many of the
solvent and HAP requirements. In the case of hand-wipe cleaning solvents it is the only
method cited in the rule for determining approved composition (see section 63.750 (a)).

In other areas, such as with the VOC content of primers and topcoats, the rule also cites
EPA Method 24 as the reference method (see section 63.750 (c)(1)).

For the purpose of periodic monitoring and certification under Title V, Boeing may use
manufacturer’s supplied data as we have proposed in the draft permits that you have seen.
We do not intend to change those parts of the permits. Where the Aerospace NESHAP
also cites other methods, such as EPA Method 24, PSAPCA reserves the right to use
those methads or to require that Boeing use the reference method. '

As in the past, PSAPCA does not envision requiring reference method testing on a

rouline basis. For the Acrospace NESHAF we only envision requiring reference method
testing if there is evidence that the manufacturers’ data may be erroneous.

If you -h¢¥e any additional questions on this issue, please call Jay Willenberg of our staff
(206) /89-4052

Manager-Inspéction

cc: PSAPCA Aeraspace Inspection/Engineering Team

Dennis |. Mclesran, Air Pollution Control Officer
8 O A &8 D o f DI R ECT O R S

Commissianer, Kitsap County” ‘ ' Mayor, Bremevion : : Mayor, Tacoma
Member a1 Lacge . Snohomish County Council City of Seautle
Mayor, Evercu Kling County Executive Pierce County Executive

110 Union Street. Suite 500, Seaule, Washinglon 98101-2038 -+ (2061343-8800  «  (800) 552-3565 . .  FAX.(206)343.7522
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M Working Together For Clean Air

110 ‘tnion Strest, Sulte 500
S Jo. Washington 98101

EXECUTIVE OIARSCTOR

Osnnis ). Melarran

SOARD OF DIRECTORS

SNOHOMISH COUNTY COUNCIL, CHAIR -

Dava Samers

IEATTLE

Pavl Schall, Mayor

KING CQUNTY EXECUTIVE'

Ron Sims

" ,
et .
KITSAP COUNTY COMMISSIONER

Joa Angal

PIERCE COUNTY EXECUTIVE
John Ledenburg

EVERATT

August 27, 2001
Neva Welch '
The Boeing Company
PO Box 3707, MC 5R-14
Seattle, WA 98124-2207

Dear Ms. Welch:

Applicability of Puget Sound Clean Air Agency
Regulation III, Section 3.05. Solvent Metal Cleaners

In your August 22, 2001 fax, you requested that the Puget Sound Clean Air
Agency exclude ail solvent containers with a capacity of two gallons or less
from the definition of “cold solvent cleaner,” “cold cleaner,” and “solvent
metal cleaner,” as it applies to Puget Sound Clean Air Agency's
Regulation ITI, Section 3.05. This request also cited a letter dated August 10,
1999 from David S. Kircher of the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency to Charles
Austin of Boeing, which stated that acetone containers with a capacity less
than two gallons are got regulated under the Agency’s Regulation I1I, Section
3.05.

The determination made by Mr. Kircher in 1999 was specifically for acetone,

which is not a Volatile Organic Compound (VOC) and is not a Hazardous Air

Pollutant (HAP). The Agency is not able to make this same determination for

other solvents that may be VOCs or HAPs. In the future, the Agency would
be pleased to evaluate this issue on a case-by-cas: basis for specxﬁc solvents
that are not VOCs and/or HAPs.

Edward D. Hanuen, Mayor

BREMEATON

Lyan §. Mortan, Mavor

TACOMA

®1i4 Evans, Councdmin

MEMBEA AT LARGE

Jamut Chaoniv

.\J
Ph 206.343.0800
1.800 §52.3585

Fax 206.343.7522

www.pscleanair.org

McIntyre at (206) 689—4061 w:th any furthet quesnons

Sincerely,

e
r

James L. Nolan
Director of Compliance

| JLN:AZM:mj

cc: Barbara Thompson, MC 20-13
Kirk Thomson, MC 7A-XE
Robin Bennett, MC 7A-XC
S. M. Van Slyke
Aerospace Team
M. McAfee
E. M. Gilpin
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Working Together For Clean Air
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January 18, 2002

Manager, Environmental Regulatory Affairs

The Boeing Company
P.0. Box 3707, MC 7A-XC

Seattle, WA 98124-2207

Dear Ms. Bennett:

- BOEING
ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS

“New Source” Requirements for Spray Gun Cleaning Qperations

Thank you for your April 26, 2001 letter, G-1242-AGW-005, conceming
"New Source” Requirements for Spray Gun Cleaning Operations. We have
reviewed the letter and the references, and we agree with the approach

- outlined in your letter. Specifically we concur with the following:

1. The Puget Sound Clean Air Agency does not require a Notice of
Construction of spray gun cleaning operations unless those operations
are subject to a NESHAP or NSPS.

2. Construction of a new spray gun cleaning operation occurs when
Boeing starts cleaning spray guns in an area, such as a paint shop or
hanger, where spray gun cleaning subject to the Aerospace NESHAP,
40 CFR 63 subpart GG, has never previously existed. Therefore,
under Puget Sound Clean Air Agency Regulation I, Section 6.03(a)(3)
2 Notice of Construction Application is only required when Boeing
intends to clean spray guns in an area where such activity has not

EVERETY

Cdaara D 1ansan Mayis

BAEMERTON

Lyan & Hrrtaa Mayom

TACOMA

BiM Fydng C5n L wre

MEMBER AT LARGE

Janet gy .

Ph 206 343 3800
! 800 552 3555
Fax 206.343 7522

www.pscleanar.org

1320

3. Different methods of gun cleaning or types of gun cleaners in the same
area at a facility do not constitute separate affected sources. Hence, at
an existing area, Boeing can change to any Aerospace NESHAP
compliant gun cleaning method or equipment without a Notice of

Construction.

4. Reconstruction of an existing gun cleaning operation does not include
replacing parts or equipment that does not involve capital expenditures
of less than $5,000. However, construction of a new gun cleaning
operation may involve expenditures of less than $5,000. It need only
involve gun cleaning in a new area, '

[f you have any question on the matter, please contact me at 206) 689-4057 or

jayw(@pscleanair.org.

Sincerely,

/ /{1/2(/17

. Jay M. Willenberg ’
* Senior Air Pollution Engineer
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By
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January 16, 2002

Neva Welch

Aubum Environmental Affairs
PO Box 3707 MS SR-14
Seattle, WA 98124-2207

Dear Ms. Welch:

Operating Permit No. 13117
Solvent Metal Cleaners

This letter is in answer to your question regarding the applicability of
Puget Sound Clean Air Agency (Agency) Regulation III Section 3.05 for
solvent metal cleaners. In a September 30, 2001 email to Agata McIntyre
(Agency) you asked, “Is a tank that is used to clean wet paint from meta}
tools and equipment considered a degreasing tank?" This question was

- with reference to whether certain paint cleaning activities at the Boeing

Aubumn facility would be regulated under Agency Regulation III Section
3.0s.

On October S, 2001, Agency representatives John Schantz and Agata
Mclntyre visited the Boeing Aubumn facility to discuss this question with
you in person and to view the paint cleaning activities to which you were
referring. The activity seen during the visit was the cleaning of metal
spatulas that had been coated with paint. During the visit you indicated
that these spatulas are soaked in canisters of solvent to remove the paint,”
The Agency believes this activity is a paint removal activity, and paint

removal activities are not subject to regulation under Agengy_R,g.gg',a!icn
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III Section 3.05.

The Agency strongly encourages Boeing to continue its good
housekeeping activities to reduce solvent evaporation. Please feel free to

contact Agata Mclntyre at (206) 689-4061, or me, at (206) 589-4052 with
any further questions. '

Sincerely,

A= Vol

Steven M. Van Slyke, P.E.
Supervisory Engineer
SMV:AZM:ns

cc: John S. Schantz
Aerospace Team
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KING COUNTY A KITSAP COUNTY a PIERCE COUNTY s SNOHOMISH COUNTY

APUGET SOUND AR  POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY.

June 6, 1995

L. M. Babich III JN- 8 1395

Environmental Affairs Manager '

Renton Division =~ .

Bocing Commercial Airplane Group ’ ' : g
PO Box 3707 MS 63 41

Seattle WA 98124-2207

Boeing Letter No.: 1150-95-338
PSAPCA Registration No.: 13125 Renton and 10107 North Boeing Field

Dear Mr. Babich;

Spray Coating Regulation I, Section 9. 16(b)(6)
Approval of Exemption Request

Puget Sound Air Pollution Control Agency (PSAPCA) grants your request of June 5, 1995 for an
exemption to PSAPCA’s Regulation I, Section 9. 16, “Spray Coating Operations”, for the spray
coating operations conducted on the flight lines at the Renton and North Boeing Field facilities.

This is an approval by the Control Officer of PSAPCA to allow the coating of items that cannot be
reasonably handled in an enclosed spray area, as required by Regulation I, Section 9.16, subpart
(®)(6). ' .

This exemption to the requirements for a filtrati

exhaust to control odors will be valid provided that this exemption may be revoked for cause.

3 /
Sincerely,

Jay Willenberg
Senior Air Pollution Engineer
JW:ls

cc:  Guy Moellendorf, Boeing
Abigail Lee, PSAPCA Air Pollution Engineer

Dennis . MclLerran, Ais Pollution Control Officer
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Moellendorf, Guy V

From: Fosberg, John T o _

Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 8:04 AM

“To: Moellendort, Guy V; Hudson, Jade J; May, Gary R; Iwicki, Matt; Migaiolo, Frank J; Verhaar,
Michael L; Welch, Neva M; Turvey, Jonathan D; Lords, Teresa E

Subject: FW: Meaning of "month” and "week"

Here is Agata's response to the week/month issue.

John T. Fosberg

Everett Environmental Affairs

M/C OK-FP

Phone: (425) 717-0988 :

Pager: (425) 631-2731 ' ‘

----- Original Message-~--- .

From: Agata McIntyre [mailto:AgataM@pscleanair.org)

Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2003 9:47 AM

To: Fosberg, John T

Cc: Steve Van Slyke; Aerospace Team; Central Files Archive
Subject: FW: Meaning of "month" and “week”

John,

Per your December 1B email, you proposed a way that Boeing will interpret
the terms "monthly” and *weekly* in Section II.A.2(d) of the NBP/Plant 2 and
Frederickson AOPs when these tarms are not accompanied by the word -
“calendar”. Based on the information you provided, it appears that Boeing
has reviewed .the issue carefully and feels comfortable with this
interpretation. I don't have any concerns with your interpretation.
However, I would ask that Boeing be clear about when the interpretation is
taken so that there is no confusion at a later date. 1In case of future .
questions regarding AOP interpretations, I suggest that Boeing use its best
judgment in forming and following interpretations while ensuring that the
requirements of the AOP are being met.

Regards,

Agata McIntyre

Air Pollution Engineer

Puget Sound Clean Air Agency
" 110 Union Street Suite 500
Seattle WA 98101-2038

(206) 689-4061
AgataM@pscleanair.org

----- Original Message-----

From: Fosberg, John T [mailto:john.t.fosberg@boeing.com]
Sent: Monday, December 23, 2002 3:32 PM

To: 'agatam@pscleanair.org'

Subject: RE: Meaning of "month" and "week®

MAgata,

Thanks for your phone message on this subject. Would you mind summarizing
vour conclusion in an email back to me? / 6
—0~ W93
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" Thanks,

John T. Fosberg

Everett Environmental Affairs
M/C OK-FP

Phone: (425) 717-0988

Pager: (425) 631-2731

----- Original Message-----
From: Fosberg, John 7T
Sent: Wednesday, December 18, 2002 9:39 AM

To: 'agatam@pscleanair.org’
Subject: Meaning of “month" and “week"

Agata,

We'd like to discuss the meaning of the terms “month® or "monthly" and
*week" or "weekly" as they appear in Section II.A.2(d) of the NBF/Plant 2,
Everett, and Frederickson air operating permits.

We believe that  when the word “month"” or "monthly* is used to specify the
frequency of an inspection required under II.A.2(d), without use of the
term “calendar, " either of the following two procedures (among other
possibilities) are proper:

(1) the inspection may be performed at least once each calendar month, on
any day of that calendar month; or

(2) Ehe inspection may be performed at least once each consecutive 28-day.
period, on any day of that 28-day perzod (a 28-day period chosen since 28
days is the minimum number of days in any calendar month)

The U.S. EPA's flexibility on thzs issue is illustrated, for example, by
its definition of "month" in the recently promulgated NESHAP for the
Surface Coating of Large Appliances which is "a calendar month or a
pre-specified period of 28 to 35 days to allow for flexibility in
recordkeeping when data are based on a business accounting period.* See
40 CFR § 63.4181.

It should be noted that on a 28-day schedule, it is possible that an
inspection may not be performed during a calendar month. This would
occur, for example, if an inspection was performed on the first day of a
2B8-day inspection period that was coincidentally the last day of a
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calendar month and then not performed again until at least five days into
the next 28-day period.

28-day period Date inspection performed
November 2 - November 29 November 5
November 30 - December 27 November 30
December 28 - January 24 January 2

However, it should also be noted that on a 28- -day schedule an inspection
will occur on average 13 times in a calendar year (and occur, on average,
every 28 days) whereas on a calendar month schedule the inspection will
only occur 12 times in a calendar year (and occur, on average, every 30.4
days) .

Similar to the words *month" or *"monthly, " we believe that when the word
"week" or "weekly® is used to specify the frequency at which an inspection
is required to be performed under I1I.A.2(d), the inspection may either be
performed at least once each conventional (i.e. Sunday through Saturday)
week, on any day of that conventional week, or the action may be performed
at least once every consecutive 7-day period (e.g. Friday through Thursday
- Boeing's business and accounting systems' week), on any day of that
consecutive 7-day period. ‘ _’[ -—&005
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So that there is no confusion as to what schedule is being followed at a
particular facility, Boeing air operating permit sites will specify in
their O&M Plans or other documentation whether they are following a
calendar schedule or a 28-day/7-day schedule to satisfy a monthly/weekly
inspection frequency from Section II.A.2(d) of the air operating permit,

Once you've had a chance to review this issue, please give me a call and
we can discuss it further. :

Thanks,

John T. Fosberg

Everett Environmental Affairs
M/C OK-FP

Phone: (425) 717-0988

Pager: (425) 631-2731
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Steve Van Slyke

From: Steve Van Slyke L '
Sent: Friday, September 14, 2001 3;30 PM . fAé € 1 o - .
» Barbara J Thompson (E-mail)
R Jim Nolan ‘ :
Subject: FW: New NOC rule interpretation _ ' i
Barbara,

I needed to respond to your request for confirmation with respect to
documentation requirements under Reg. I, Jection §.03(c). Your
observations are correct. It is not necessary to maiatain records for
each exempted unit in order to certify compliance for Air Operating
Permit requirements. Additionally, a timely response to a request for
information which "documents® the basis for the exemption will meet our
needs. )

I would expect that this type of request would oeccur infrequently as the
exemptions provide the benefit for new equipment installed from the
adoption date moving forward. Also, I am assuming such a request for
documentation would occur only in times when it is not clear to staff on
an inspection team how some new equipment f£its under the exemption list.
I have suggested to the inspectors that they should not spend a great
deal of time trying to research the regulatory interpretation during an
inspection onsite. If new equipment is noted and it is not clear how an
exemption would cover that installation, I've suggested the inspector
ask the source to provide the documentation you've mentiomed. It is my
hope that the questions for all will be most frequent during the early
months of this rule change implementation and that as more equipment is
installed under the exemption allowances, the experience and resulting
eations will decrease.

I alsc need note that equipment installed under the NOC exemption
provisions will still be subject to general regulatory requirements
found in the regulations (e.g. Reg, I, Section 9.03) and covered for
those requirements in the operating permit terms and conditions. Also,
we will not beé using the exemptlons under Section §.03(c) to eliminate
any existing NOC approval orders. Thig is a forward looking program
intended to save time and money and revisiting history will not help om
either need. ’ ‘

I hope this provides you the confirmation you needed. If you need more
or have other questions, please feel free to coatact me. .

Steve Van Slyke .

Puget Sound Clean Air Agency
110 Union St., Suite 500
Seattle, WA 98101-2038

(206) 689-4052
(206) 343-7522 (fax)

“--+-Original Message-----

From: Jim Nolan

Sent: Friday, August 31, 2001 8:00 AM
Tao: Steve Van Slyke . )
Subject: FW: New NOC zrule interpretation

:'s discuss Barb's request.
James Nolan, Director-Compliance
Puget Sound Clean Air Agency

Febe 1




" 110 Union St., Suite 50¢--
Seattle, WA 38115
206-683-4053
jimn@pscleanair.org

---Original Message-----
“From: Thompson, Barbara J (mailto:barbara. }.thompson@Boeing.com)
Sent: Thursday, August 30, 2001 3:43 PN
To: Jim Nolan (B-mail)
Subject: New NOC rule interpretation

Jim,
Thank you for discussing the new NOC rule passed by the Board on July
12,
2001. Boeing's envxronmental team feels that the exemption lists in
Reg.
I:6.03(b) &{c) are an improvement to the current NOC rule. As you are
aware, thexe are numercus emissions units and activities at our
facilities .
that would qualify for exemption under Section €.03(c), and we expect
that
many more will be added in the future.
Per our discusazoa, I would like to document our agreement regarding the
new
Section 6.03(c)'s provigions for documenting the applicability of these
exemptions. Boeing understands that it will be considered to have met
the
requirement that "sufficlent records are kept to document the exemption®
ig,
upon request by the Agency, we provide in a timely manner any
lnformation

veasonably necessary to demonstrate the applicability of the exemption.

ysical evidence of the emismions unit or activity itself can
vrtentimes ' :
fully document the applicability of an exemption. For example, the
pameplate on an emissions unit can documeat its "rated capacity."
Similarly, simply observing an emissions unit or activity, such as "hand
held sanding equipment,” can sometimes fully demonstrate the
applicability
of an exemptiom. ‘
We would appreciate your written confirmation of our understanding that

G- 14~ 200l
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upon request of your Agency, we produce in a timely manner any
information

reasonably necessary to demonstrate the applicability of an exemption
for a

particular emisaions unit or activity then we will be considered to have
met

the requirements of Reg. I: 6.03 (c), and the keeping of actual rescords
for

each exempted emissions umit or activity is not necessary in order to
certify compliance with our curzent or future Air Operating. Permits.
In

the interim, if you have any questions or concerns, please do not

hegitate
to contact me at the number below

- Thank you,
Barbara J. Thompson
Director Environmental Affairs
o Commercial Airplanes
PO 3707 MS 20-1]
Seattle, WA 98124-2207

Fack 2
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February 26, 1993
1. T. Johnston, P.E.
Beeing Defense & Spaca Group
The Boming Company
PO Box 1999, M/S 39-18
" Seasttle, WA 98124-2439

Dear Mr. Jolnstons,

ign of Exemplion {] APC i _ 5 and Ovens

Puget Sound Air Pollution Control Agency Will not require seord keeplug regarding Whe operations and
muintenance of fume hoods or ovens, unless m special condilion or cther regulatory requirement is
imposcd upon the specific fume hood oe oven operation by this Agency. As you pointed ouf, the
mainteaance of the fume hood or oven has ne net efect on limiting cinissions o the.aumosphers.

PSAPCA encourapes your comments in thess areas as we arc Luly interestzd in focusing snd mximizing
our effarts (o minimize air pollution. We appresiaie your cosuncals and Input, and we want to wotk with
you 10 SUppOrT yout manufsctuting productivity and our environmental goals,

~— Pleasc cill me at 683-4059 wilh 10y questions of comunents you may have,
Sincerely, ]
Abigail C, Lee
Alr Pollntion Eaginrer
mj :
cc Rotxr, Sloan, Environmental Engincer

Cathcyn Casrothess, BD23G Focal Contact
Pat Bachuwel, Corp. SHEA
PSAPCA Inspecion

Ari%a }. lankal, Al Polivrion Coneel Oficey
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