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~NOTICEOF FILING

TO: Ms. DorothyM. Gunn
Clerk oftheBoard
Illinois Pollution ControlBoard
100 WestRandolphStreet
Suite11-500
Chicago,Illinois 60601
(VIA FIRSTCLASS MAIL)

Division ofLegal Counsel
Illinois EnvironmentalProtectionAgency
1021 North GrandAvenueEast
PostOffice Box 19276
Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276
(VIA FIRST CLASS MAIL)

(SEE PERSONSON ATTACHED SERVICE LIST)

PLEASETAKE NOTICEthat I havetodayfiled with theOffice oftheClerk of
theIllinois Pollution ControlBoardan original andninecopieseachofETHYL
PETROLEUM ADDITIVES, INC.’S PETITION FOR REVIEW; MOTION TO
STAY EFFECTIVENESS OF CAAPP PERMIT; ENTRY OF APPEARANCE OF
KATHERINE D. HODGE andENTRY OF APPEARANCE OF N. LADONNA
DRIVER, copiesofwhich areherebyserveduponyou.

Respectfullysubmitted,

ETHYL PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC.
Petitioner,

Dated: January ~ N. LaDonnaDriver

KatherineD. Hodge
N. LaDonnaDriver
HODGEDWYERZEMAN
3150RolandAvenue
PostOffice Box 5776
Springfield, Illinois 62705-5776
(217) 523-4900

THTS FILING SUBMITTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, N. LaDonnaDriver, theundersigned,certif~’that I haveservedtheattached

ETHYL PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC.’S PETITION FORREVIEW; MOTION TO

STAY EFFECTIVENESSOF CAAPPPERMIT;ENTRY OF APPEARANCEOF

KATHERINE D. HODGEandENTRYOFAPPEARANCEOFN. LADONNA DRIVER

upon:

Ms. DorothyM. Gunn
Clerkof theBoard
Illinois Pollution ControlBoard
100WestRandolphStreet
Suite11-500
Chicago,Illinois 60601

Division ofLegalCounsel
Illinois EnvironmentalProtectionAgency
1021NorthGrandAvenueEast
PostOffice Box 19276
Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276

by depositingsaid documentsin theUnitedStatesMail, postageprepaid,in Springfield,

Illinois, on January2, 2004.

N. LaDormaDriver

ETI-IL:007/FiIJNOF-COS- PFR- MTS - EOA



BEFORETHE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROLBOARD RECEWED

ETHYL PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC.,) ~ 2004
) iPd ~

Petitioner, ) LL~O~CONTROL ~o~o
) ‘I

v. ) PCBNo,t’~T-/f~3
) (CAAPPPermitAppeal)

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL )
PROTECTIONAGENCY, )

)
Respondent. )

PETITION FOR REVIEW

NOW COMES, Petitioner,ETHYL PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC.

(hereinafter“Ethyl”), by andthroughits attorneys,HODGE DWYER ZEMAN, pursuant

to Section40.2 oftheIllinois EnvironmentalProtectionAct (415ILCS 5/40.2)(“Act”)

and35 Ill. Admin. Code § 105 SubpartC, andpetitionstheIllinois Pollution Control

Board(“Board”) for reviewoftheCleanAir Act PermitProgram(“CAAPP”) permit

grantedto Ethyl by theIllinois EnvironmentalProtectionAgency(“Illinois EPA”)

pursuantto Section39.5 of theAct on December1, 2003.

In supportthereof Ethyl statesasfollows:

1. Ethyl ownsandoperatesachemicalmanufacturingfacility (the“facility”)

in Sauget,Illinois, which is classifiedasa“major source”for purposesofTitle V of the

CleanAir Act andSection39.5 of theAct.

2. Pursuantto Section504 oftheCleanAir Act (42U.S.C. § 766lb(c)) and

Section3 9.5(5)oftheAct, Ethyl submittedan applicationfor aCAAPP permit for its

Sauget,Illinois, facility to the Illinois EPAon December4, 1995.



3. On or aboutSeptember10, 2003,Illinois EPA sentto public noticea draft

CAAPPpermit for this facility andalsoprovideda copyoftheproposedpermitto the

United StatesEnvironmentalProtectionAgency (“USEPA”).

4. During thepublic commentperiodprovidedpursuantto Section505dof

theCleanAir Act (42 U.S.C. § 7661d)andSection39.5(8)and(9) oftheAct, upon

informationand belief~,Illinois EPA receivedno writtenobjectionfrom theUSEPAor

from any “affectedstates.” Upon informationandbelief Illinois EPA receivedthree

public commentson thedraft permit, includingcommentsfiled by Ethyl (“Ethyl

Comments,”which areattachedheretoasExhibit A).

5. OnDecember1, 2003,Illinois EPAgranteda final CAAPP permit for the

Ethyl facility. (TheDecember1, 2003, permit is attachedheretoasExhibit B.) Although

someofEthyl’s concernswereaddressedin thefinal CAAPPpermit, the Illinois EPA

failed to makecertainchangesto theCAAPPpermit,asrequestedby Ethyl, assetforth

below.

6. Condition3.1.2oftheCAAPPpermit pertainsto “activities thatare listed

asinsignificantactivitiesbaseduponmaximumemissions,pursuantto 35 IAC

201.210(a)(2)or(a)(3), asfollows.” Ethyl requestedthat severalUnit 266 storagetanks

identified in Section7.9be removedfrom this sectionandbe reclassifiedasinsignificant

activitiespursuantto Condition 3.1.2. Thefinal CAAPP permit did not reclassifythese

tanks,asrequestedin Ethyl Comments3(a)and 30.

7. Unit 270 and275 TherminolFurnacesshouldhavebeenincorporatedinto

Section4.0 oftheCAAPPpermit. In addition,Unit 270 TherminolFurnaceshouldhave

beenincludedasan emissionunit, alongwith thepertinentapplicablerequirements,in
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Section7.19 oftheCAAPPpermit. Unit 275 TherminolFurnaceshouldhavebeen

includedasanemissionunit, alongwith the pertinentapplicablerequirements,in Section

7.22 oftheCAAPPpermit. Ethyl requestedthesechangesin Ethyl Comments5, 40 and

48, but thechangeswerenot incorporatedinto the final CAAPPpermit.

8. Condition5.2.5(a) requirescomplianceandcertificationofcompliance

with futureregulations,particularly“40 C.F.R.Parts60, 61 or63 or35 IAC.” Ethyl

believesthis conditionshouldbe revisedto statethat only SubtitleB of 35 Ill. Admin.

Codeis relevantto this condition. Ethyl requestedsuchclarificationin Ethyl Comments

6, but theIllinois EPA did not reviseCondition5.2.5(a)accordingly.

9. Condition5.2.7(c)providesthat “The provisionsofSubpartH apply to all

equipment. . . that is intendedto operateorganicHAP service300 hoursor moreduring

thecalendaryearwithin a sourcesubjectto 40 CFR 63, SubpartF [40 CFR63.160(a)].”

In Ethyl Comments8, Ethyl requestedthis sentenceto be revisedto clarify that only

“HON affectedunits” meetingtheapplicability criteriaof40 C.F.R. 63.160(a)aresubject

to theprovisionsof40 C.F.R.63, SubpartH. Illinois EPA did not reviseCondition

5.2.7(c)asrequested.

10. In Condition5.3, theentireparagraphreferencingthenon-applicabilityof

40 C.F.R.60, SubpartVV wasremovedfrom thefinal CAAPPpermit. In Ethyl

Comments9, Ethyl requestedthis Conditionbe revisedin orderto be consistentwith

Condition7. 1.4(c). Thenon-applicabilityprovisionshouldbe includedandbemade

consistentwith Condition7.1.4(c),asrequestedby Ethyl.

11. Condition 5.4containssource-wideoperationalandproductionlimits and

work practicerequirementsfor thefacility. However,thisCondition doesnot address
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requirementsfor malfunctionsand breakdown,asrequestedin theCAAPPpermit

application. Thus,asset forth in Ethyl Comments10, Ethyl soughtrevisionofCondition

5.4 to addresstherequirementsfor malfunctionorbreakdownevents. In thefinal

CAAPPpermit, themalfunctionandbreakdownprovisionsarestill listed for mostof the

individual unitswithin Section7. However,the individual provisionsarenot consistent

anddo not addressall typesof controlequipmentat all of theemissionunits.

12. Conditions5.5.3(a)and(b) containhourly emissionlimits on sulfur

dioxide, carbonmonoxide,nitrogenoxidesandvolatile organicmaterial emissionsfor

Flare36-0011. In Ethyl Comments13, Ethyl requestedthehourly emissionlimits be

convertedto a monthlybasis. TheCAAPPpermit statesthat thebasisfor this limit is to

ensurethatthe affectedemissionunits arenot subjectto thecontrol requirementsof 40

C.F.R.52.21. However,asset forth in Ethyl Comments13, theapplicability of40 C.F.R.

52.21 is not determinedon an hourly basisand hourly limits arenotpractically

enforceabledueto thenatureofEthyl’s operation. Thus, monthly limits shouldbe

utilized, asrequested.

13. In Ethyl Comments15(c) and43, Ethyl requestedtheability to determine

short-termproduction/emissionrateson a “per batch”ormonthly basis. However,

severalofthehourly emissionlimits for batchsystemswerenot convertedto a“per

batch” or monthly basis,asrequested.

14. Condition7.8.5(d)statesthat compliancewith theH2S scrubberminimum

efficiency“shall be determinedmonthly from arunningtotal of monthly materialbalance

data.” In Ethyl Comments27, Ethyl requestedthatthis conditionbe revisedto statethat

compliancewill be determinedby monitoringthescrubberoutlet temperature,scrubbant
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flow rate,andbreakthroughpoint. Themonthly materialbalancerequirementfor the

Unit 280 H2S systemwasnot removedfrom Conditions7.8.5(d)or 7.8.9(g),as requested.

15. TheVacuumPump Venturi Scrubberis no longeroperatedat thefacility

andis not amongthe emissioncontrolequipmentlistedin Condition7.8.2. However,the

limitationsfor the VacuumPumpVenturi Scrubberwerenot removedfrom Condition

7.8.6,asrequestedin Ethyl Comments29.

16. Condition7.19.6(a)containsVOM emissionlimits referencedfrom

ConstructionPermitNo. 85060020. TheprimaryVOM emissionsfrom theaffectedUnit

270 reactorsareHAPs. In Ethyl Comments42, Ethyl requestedthat theVOM limits for

thesereactorsberevisedto be consistentwith theHAP emissionslimits statedin

OperatingPermitNo. 72121045.Thelimits werenotrevisedasrequested.

17. Condition7.19.12(b)explainsthattheemissionsfrom theUnit 270

reactorsaredeterminedbasedon amaterialbalance.Theemissionfactorstatedin the

draft versionofthis conditionwasnot requiredto determineemissionsandEthyl

requestedthatthis emissionfactorbe removedfrom thecomplianceproceduressection.

Theemissionfactorwasremovedasrequested,but thecorrespondingstacktest

requirementin this conditionwasnot removed,asrequestedin Ethyl Comments44.

18. Finally, theemissionlimitation in Condition 7.20.6wasnot revisedto

incorporatestoragetank35-610, asrequestedin Ethyl Comments45.

19. For theabove-referencedreasons,theCAAPP permitdoesnot reflectthe

currentapplicablerequirementsorthecurrentoperationsatthe facility, andthus is not

“consistentwith the CleanAir Act andregulationspromulgatedthereunderandthis Act

andregulationspromulgatedthereunder.”Certainconditionsdiscussedhereinarenot
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requiredto “accomplishthepurposesandprovisionsofthis Act andto assurecompliance

with all applicablerequirements.”

WHEREFORE,Ethyl petitionstheBoardfor ahearingon theIllinois EPA’s final

actionto issuethis CAAPPpermit in this fashion. And, assetforth in the accompanying

Motion to StayEffectivenessof CAAPPPermit,Ethyl requeststhattheeffectivenessof

theCAAPPpermit be stayeduntil theBoard’sfinal determinationin this matter.

Respectfullysubmitted,

ETHYL PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC.

Petitioner,

By: ~ ~ I
(/ ~tO’neofIts Attorneys

Dated: January2, 2004

KatherineD. Hodge
N. LaDonnaDriver
HODGEDWYERZEMAN
3150RolandAvenue
PostOfficeBox 5776
Springfield, Illinois 62705-5776
(217)523-4900

ETHL:OO7fFilIPetition for Review
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Due to the volume of this pleading,

please contact the Clerk’s Office

at

31 2/814—3629

to view this file.



‘AECE~VE~
BEFORETHE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROLBOARD~ 5 2004

ETHYL PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC.)

) POLLUTiON CONTROL~OA~

Petitioner, )
) I

V. ) PCBNo.O’1-_~I’~
) (CAAPPPermit Appeal)

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL )
PROTECTIONAGENCY, )

)
Respondent.

MOTION TO STAY EFFECTIVENESS OF CAAPP PERMIT

NOW COMES,Petitioner,ETHYL PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC.

(hereinafter“Ethyl”), by and throughits attorneys,HODGEDWYER ZEMAN, and

herebymovestheIllinois Pollution ControlBoard(“Board”) to staytheeffectivenessof

Ethyl’s CleanAir Act PermitProgram(“CAAPP”) permit in this matter,pursuantto 35

Ill. Admin. Code§ 105.304(b).

In supportthereof~Ethyl statesasfollows:

1. OnDecember1, 2003,theIllinois EnvironmentalProtectionAgency

(“Illinois EPA”) issueda final CAAPPpermit(No. 95120012)for Ethyl’s manufacturing

facility in Sauget,Illinois.

2. Today,January2, 2004,Ethyl hasfiled aPetition for Reviewin orderto

preserveits right to appealin this matter.

3. A stayofeffectivenessof theCAAPPpermit is neededto prevent

irreparableharmto thePetitionerand to protectacertainand clearlyascertainableright

of thePetitioner,theright to appealpermit conditions.

4. TheIllinois EPA, thepublic, andtheenvironmentwill not be harmedif a

stayis granted.



WHEREFORE,thePetitionermovestheBoardto granta stayofeffectivenessof

Ethyl’s CAAPPpermituntil theBoard’sfinal actionin this matter.

Respectfullysubmitted,

ETHYL PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC.

Petitioner,

/ OneofIts Attorneys

Dated: January2, 2004

KatherineD. Hodge
N. LaDonnaDriver
HODGEDWYERZEMAN
3150RolandAvenue
PostOfficeBox 5776
Springfield, Illinois 62705-5776
(217)523-4900

ETHL:OO7IFilIMotion to Stay
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AECE~VED

BEFORETHE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROLBOARD rj[~ ~ 2004

ETHYL PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC.,) POLUflION CONTROL ~OM~

Petitioner, )
) I

v. ) PCBNo.OT- j(3
) (CAAPP PermitAppeal)

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL )
PROTECTIONAGENCY, )

)
Respondent. )

ENTRY OF APPEARANCEOF KATHER1~ED. HODGE

NOW COMES KatherineD. Hodge,of thelaw firm ofHODGEDWYER

ZEMAN, and herebyentersherappearanceon behalfofPetitioner,ETHYL

PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC., in theabove-referencedmatter.

Respectfullysubmitted,

ETHYL PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC.
Petitioner,

By:_______

KatherineD. Hodge

Dated: January2, 2004

KatherineD. Hodge
N. LaDonnaDriver
HODGEDWYERZEMAN
3150RolandAvenue
PostOffice Box 5776
Springfield, Illinois 62705-5776
(217)523-4900

ETHL:OO7IFiVEOACi~PP-KDH



BEFORETHE ILLiNOIS POLLUTION CONTROLBOARD REC~VED

ETHYL PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC.,) ‘JAN 5 2004

Petitioner, ) ~. *.~r) POLLIJ11ON CONTROL ~OM~b

V. ) PCBNo..Q~-1(3
) (CAAPPPermitAppeal)

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL )
PROTECTIONAGENCY, )

)
Respondent. )

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE OF N. LADONNA DRIVER

NOW COMESN. LaDonnaDriver, ofthe law firm ofHODGEDWYER

ZEMAN, andherebyentersherappearanceon behalfof Petitioner,ETHYL

PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC., in theabove-referencedmatter.

Respectfullysubmitted,

ETHYL PETROLEUMADDITIVES, INC.
Petitioner,

~ L~
N. LaDonnaDriver

Dated: January2, 2004

KatherineD. Hodge
N. LaDonnaDriver
HODGEDWYER ZEMAN
3150RolandAvenue
PostOffice Box 5776
Springfield, Illinois 62705-5776
(217) 523-4900

ETHL:OO7IFiLIEOA CAAPP-NLD




