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In addition, numerous difficulties, such
as low exit gas velocity, skewed exit
velocity, variability of particulate con-
centration dnd velocity over the exit
area, and the variability in the design
of exhaust areas make source testing im-
practical. EPA has concluded that prac-
tical and feasible methods for measur-
ing the mass of fugitive emissions from
affected facilities at grain elevators are
not available at this time. Therefore,
neither mass nor concentration stand-
ards have been proposed for affected
facilities at grain elevators. The remain-
ing options for regulating emissions are
visible emission/opacity standards and
equipment -standards. The proposed
standards include visible emission/
opacity standards for six affected facili-
ties, an opacity standard with the alter-
native of using specified equipment for

one affected facility, and an equipment .

standard for one affected facility. A
concentration standard and an opacity
standard are proposed for air pollution
control devices. o
The proposed visible emission stand-
ards include zero percent, 10 percent, and
15 percent opacity standards and a no
visible ission standard. These various
visible emission standards are necessary
because of the different characteristics
of the emissions from the affected facili-
ties. The no visible emission limit means.
thiat an inspector viewing a source would
see no visible emissions without the aid
of instruments. This is achievable when
an affected facility is totally enclosed
with proper ventilation. With this con-
trol system, no visible emissions escape
to the atmosphere. The emissions from
facilities subject to the zero or greater
percent opacity levels would be evaluated
according to EPA Reference Method 9.
Reference Method 9 specifies that 24 ob-
servations be taken at 15-second inter-
vals and averaged over a six-minute
riod. The individual observations are
recorded in 5 percent increments (0, 5,
10, etc.); however, averaging 24 obser-
vations may result in a six-minute aver-
age which is not a whole number. The
six-minute average is to be rounded o{fk
to the nearest whole number following
the standard rules of rounding (e.g. 0.49
would be rounded off to 0, 0.50 would
be 1, 7.51 would be 8 ete.). This means

‘that an affected facility subject to a

zero percent opacity standard could have
two of 24 observations at 5 percent opac-
ity and the other 22 observations at 0
percent opacity and still be in compli-
ance. The six-minute average in this case
would be 0.42 percent and would be
rounded off to 0 percent, the nearest
whole number,

GRAIN DRYERS

The current trend in the grain elevator :

industry is to install column dryers in-
stead of rack dryers at country elevators,
and this trend is expected to continue.
The trend has developed primarily be-
cause typical State standards require
that rack dryers be operated with a 20
to 30 mesh screen for air pollution con-

trol, whereas no air pollution control de- *

vice is usually required for column dryers.
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REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 9—THURSDAY, JANUARY 13, 197};'

won them in the Act and in subpart A

B (a) “Grain” i rn, wheat, milo, £
"ryflg“);’{s lﬁﬁlr‘ff;s a(;od soybeans. which occurs within 1.2 meters (ca. 4

(f,) “Grain elevator” i

seration ‘atd Vghich grain 1;13 glgfvie'g; §60.302 Standard for particulate mal- may mnot exceed fifteen percent during el

bandled, loaded, dried or stor : ter.

arm elevator, country elevator, terminal

ator, commercial rice dryer or stor- .o oiino at the maximum productior or ship unloading station shall operate as

ge elevator at wheat flour mills, Webt .40 ot which the affected facility will be follows:

gm mills, dry corn mills (human.con- operated. but no later than 180 days after ! ne

gmption) , rice mills, or soybean oil €X- j,itin] start-up, no owner or operator ‘top (including the receiving hopper) to

means any

i(e) “Control device” means the air o, 1 cayse to be discharged into the at- ventilation to a control device shall be
pllution control equipment used o re- ), hhere from any grain dryer any gases maintained on both sides of the leg and
ove particulate matter generated by an  yi.1 exhibit greater than zero percent the grain receiving hopper.

fected facility at a grain elevatbor.
“Capture system” means the gidered in compliance with the standard
nent including sheds, hoods, ducts, provided the diameters of all column per cubic meter of grain handling capac-
dampers, etc. used to capture or plate perforations do not exceed 2.1 mm ity (ca. 40 ft*/bu).

rt particulate matter generated (ca. 0.084 inch); and rack dryers would
affected facility at a grain eleva-
the control device,
“Fugitive emission”
ate matter generlat.edt byhialtll e S
facility at a grain elevator which the performance test required to be con- lval !
collecteg by a capture system and ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner ©0f particulate matter emissions by using
scharged to the atmosphere.

) “Grain unloading station” means ;
, portion of a grain elevator where into the atmosphere from any affected

n is transferred from a truck, facility except a grain dryer any gases : ;
barge or ship to a receiving .which: of this part, except as provided under

* “Grain loading station” means contain particulate matter in excess of :
under each appite: portion of a grain elevator where 0.023 g/std. m®* dry basis (ca. 0.01 gr/ THIEL A R oo
n is transferred from the ele- dscf).
D & truck, railcar, barge or ship.
Grain handling operations” in- exhibit greater than zero percent opacity.
bucket elevators or legs (excluding
fo unload barges or ships), scale operating at the maximum production
and surge bins (garners), turn rate at which the affected facility will be ric flow rate;
DErs, cleaners, tripers, and the operated, but no later than 180 days after
e and other such structures.
D dryer” includes any equip- subject to the provisions of this subpart

o reduce the moisture con-
cLolumn dryer” 'means a grain min minim
which the grain flows from the road hopper car loading station, railroad be at least 60 minutes, The roves

2 in one or more con- i
i ked columns between two oOperation which exhibits greater than basis (ca. 60 dsef).

€d metal sheets,

the bottom
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(2) Any railroad hopper car unload-

(k) “Rack er’” means a grain dryer
g ing station or railroad boxcar unloading

in which the grain flows from the top

a5 used in this subpart, all terms not to the bottom in a cascading flow around station which is visible without the aid

rozs; ?frgigﬁg(;?}i)@ans that portion = (i;l)S tgumwe;lrﬁsl;:k loading station which
of a barge or ship loading operation ex?i?iigeﬁ&?ag%?rfmpﬁ%i
feet) of the top of the hold. ;1121111 :f%g;&?ﬂgﬁeﬁeﬁe;tth& tggaﬁ;;
topping-off operations. HIA A

(a) On and after the sixtieth day of (d) The owner or operator of any barge

(1) The leg shall be enclosed from the

K subject to the provisions of this subpart the center line of the bottom pulley and

(2) The total rate of air ventilated

opacity (column dryers would be con-
shall be at least 32.1 actual cubic meters

(3) Rather than meet the reqﬁire-
be considered in compliance provided all ments of subparagraphs (1) and (2), the
exhaust gases pass through a 50 or finer owner or operator may use other meth-
means the mesh screen filter). ods of control if dgn;ong_trate(éhtgtth%h Ad-

) On and after the date on which ministrator’s satisfaction ere
il would be less than or equivalent amounts

or operator subject to the provisions of the alternative methods. T
this subpart shall cause to be discharged g 60.303 Test methods and procedures.

(a) Reference methods in Appendix A

5 " R a § 60.8(b), shall be used to determine
(1) Exit from a control device and .,.iance with the standards prescribed

(1) Method 5 or Method 17 for concen-
£ tration of particulate matter and asso-
(2) Exist from a control device and ciated moisture content:

(2) Method 1 for'sample and velocity

(c) On and after the sixtieth day of traverses:
(3) Method 2 for velocity and volumet-

(4), Method 3 for gas analysis; and
(5) Method 9 for visible emissions.
(b) For Method 5, the sampling probe
shall cause to be discharged into the and filter holder shall be operated with-
atmosphere any fugitive emission from: out heaters. The sampling time for each
(1) Any truck unloading station, rail- run, using Method 5 or Method 17, shall

initial start-up, no owner or operator

boxcar loading station, or grain handling sample volume shall be 1.7 std. m® dry

zero percent opacity. [FR Doc.77-1097 Filed 1-12-77;8:45 am]
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL 660-8]
AIR POLLUTION PREVENTION AND
CONTROL

Addition to the List of Categories of
Stationary Sources

Section 111 of the Clean Air Act (42
U.S.C. 1857c-6) directs the Administra-
tor of the Environmental Protection
Agency to publish, and from time to time
revise, a list of categories of stationary
sources which he determines may con-
tribute significantly to air pollution
which causes or contributes to the en-
dangerment of public health or welfare.
Within 120 days after the inclusion of a
category of stationary sources in such
list, the Administrator is required to pro-
pose regulations establishing standards
of performance for new and modified
sources within such category. At present,
standards of performance for 24 cate-
gories of sources have been promulgated.

The Administrator, after evaluating
available information, has determined
that grain elevators are an additional
category of stationary sources meeting
the above requirements. The basis for
this determination is discussed in the
preamble to the proposed regulation that
is published elsewhere in this issue of the
FEpERAL REGISTER. Evalution of other sta-
tionary source categories is in progress,
end the list will be revised from time to
time as the Administrator deems appro-

NOTICES
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priate. Accordingly, notice is given that
the Administrator, pursuant to section
111(b) (1) (A) of the Act and after con-
sultation with appropriate advisory com-
mittees, experts, and Federal depart-
ments and agencies in accordance with
section 117(f) of the Act, effective Janu-
ary 13, 1977, amends the list of categories
of stationary sources to read as follows:

List oF CATEGORIES OF STATIONARY SOURCES
aND CORRESPONDING AFFECTED FACILITIES

Affected facilities
- - - L .

27. Grain elevators. Truck unloading sta-
tions.

Railroad hopper car
and boxcar unload-
ing stations.

Equipment at barge
and ship unloading
stations.

Grain handling oper-
ations.

“Grain dryers.

Fruck loading sta-
tions.

Railroad hopper car
and boxcar loading
stations. E

Barge and ship load-
ing stations.

Nore—Proposed standards of performance
applicable to the above source category ap-
pear elsewhere in this issue of the FrpERAL
REGISTER.

Dated: January 4, 1977.
JOHN QUARLES,

Source category

- % Acling Adminisiraior.

| FR Doc.77-1101 Piled 1-12-77;8:45 am]




