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BEFORE THE | LLI NO'S POLLUTI ON CONTROL BOARD

IN THE MATTER OF: CLEAN- UP

AMENDMENTS TO 35 ILLINO S No. R98-15
ADM NI STRATI VE CODE PART 215 ( Rul ermraki ng)
Proceedi ngs held on Decenber 22, 1997, at 1:00

p.m, at the Illinois Pollution Control Board, 600

South Second Street, Suite 402, Springfield, Illinois,
bef ore the Honorabl e Audrey Lozuk-Law ess, Hearing
Oficer.
Reported by: Darlene M N eneyer, CSR, RPR
CSR License No.: 084-003677
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APPEARANCES

I LLI NO S ENVI RONMENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY

BY:

Christina L. Archer, Esq.

Assi stant Counsel, Bureau of Air
Di vi sion of Legal Counsel

2200 Churchill Road

Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276
On behalf of the Illinois EPA
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PROCEEDI NGS
(Decenber 22, 1997; 1:00 p.m)

HEARI NG OFFI CER LOZUK- LAWLESS: Good afternoon,
everyone and wel come. M nane is Audrey
Lozuk-Lawl ess, and | amthe hearing officer in this
matter which the Board has docketed as C ean-Up
Amendnents to 35 Illinois Administrative Code Part 215
whi ch the Board references as docket R98-15. Pl ease
indicate that if you submit anything to the Board as
far as coments or briefs, docket R98-15.

Present today on behalf of the Board is Dr. Ronald
Flemal. He is the presiding board nmenber in this
matter. Today is the second schedul ed hearing and
al so the | ast schedul ed hearing. The first was held
| ast week in the Board' s office, or actually on the
ei ghth floor in Chicago.

As | nentioned earlier, the transcript will be on
the board's web site. |If you need it earlier then
certainly call and we can have that sent out to you.
Today's hearing will be governed by the Board's
procedural rules which neans that anything which is
rel evant and not repetitious or privileged will be
admtted into evidence. Al witnesses will be sworn
and subject to cross-questioning.

This proceeding is a general state-w de
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proceedi ng, hence, that's why we have the two

schedul ed hearings. It was filed by the Illinois
Envi ronnental Protection Agency on Cctober 30, 1997,
and at today's hearing the Agency will present its
proposal and have the testinony of M. Gary Beckstead
as well as M. Dan Punzak. Then we will also hear
fromany other persons today that would like to give
testinmony or present comments.

The Board will then allow questions toward the
Agency's witnesses and then if you are testifying you
will also be open to questions. |If Dr. Flemal or
nysel f ask any questions today please realize that is
just to forma conplete record for any board nmenbers
that are not here today. | will open the floor up to
anyone that wants to ask any questions of any of the
Wi t nesses at the very end.

Requests for additional hearings if you would |ike
to have themheld will be pursuant to the Board's
procedural rules at 35 Illinois Adnm nistrative Code
102. 161 which basically requires you as the proponent
to show why a request for an additional hearing in a
nmoti on woul d basically show that failing to hold
anot her hearing would result in material prejudice to
you as the novant of that notion.

Dr. Flemal, do you have any questions?

KEEFE REPORTI NG COVPANY
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BOARD MEMBER FLEMAL: Other than to wel conme
everyone, no, nothing el se.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWESS: kay. Geat.

Then we will turn to Ms. Tina Archer, the attorney
representative for the Agency.

M5. ARCHER: Thank you. M nane is Christina
Archer. | aman Assistant Counsel for the Illinois
Envi ronnental Protection Agency representing the
Agency in this matter today docketed rul emaki ng
R98-15. Wth nme today who will testify is M. Gary
Beckstead fromour Air Quality Planning Section and
M. Dan Punzak fromour Permt Section

The Illinois EPA is today asking the Illinois
Pol lution Control Board to adopt this rul emaking
proposal affecting 35 Il1inois Adm nistrative Code
Part 215 for ozone attainment areas. The Illinois EPA
bel i eves this rul emaki ng proposal is a mnor and non
controversial clean up specifically affecting subparts
A, F and Z only.

The proposal intends to delete definitions in Part
215 that are already located in Part 211. The
proposal will also request to delete requirenents
currently located in Part 215 for ozone nonattai nment
areas that were subsequently noved into Parts 218 and

219. The proposal also requests to add a de m ni mus
6
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coating exenption of 2,500 gallons to Section
215.206(a) as well as adding an exenption for touch up
and repair coatings and the related record keepi ng and
reporting requirenments for such touch up and repair
coati ngs.

The proposal would al so request to delete the
requi renents applicable to Road Master Corporation
|ocated in Aney, Illinois, as well as deleting the
requi renents for perchloroethylene dry clears since
perchl oroet hyl ene was deleted by U S. EPA as a
hazardous air pollutant.

The proposal would al so request to inply the
consi stent terns source and em ssion unit throughout
the clean up. The Illinois EPA has been in contact
with nost affected facilities, we believe, as well as
the U S. EPA and the Illinois EPA believes that al
parties are in agreenent with the proposal thus far
The 1l1linois EPA believes the proposal will not have
an adverse inpact on the environment and the Illinois
EPA believes the proposal is technically feasible and
econom cal |y reasonabl e.

M. Beckstead has prefiled his testinony in this
matter. He will also read that into the record today,
and | have a few questions for M. Punzak to clarify

some questions that the Board had asked at the first
7
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hearing. Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAW.ESS: Thank you, Ms.
Ar cher.

Whul d you pl ease swear in M. Beckstead.

(Wher eupon the witness was sworn by the

Not ary Public.)

GARY BECKSTEAD,
havi ng been first duly sworn by the Notary Public,
saith as follows:

THE WTNESS: M nane is Gary Beckstead. MW
academi c credentials include a Bachelor of Ceramc
Engi neering Degree from Georgia Institute of
Technol ogy, Atlanta, Ceorgia, and a Master of Science
Degree in Metallurgical Engineering from Stanford
University, Stanford, California. | have been
enpl oyed by the Illinois Environmental Protection
Agency since April of 1991 as an Environnenta
Protection Engineer in the Air Quality Planning
Section of the Division of Air Pollution Control in
the Bureau of Air.

In general, | aminvolved in the review of
em ssions inventories and in preparation of technica
support for proposed ozone regul ations affecting
stationary point sources. In this capacity | have

responsibility for projects that address the expansion
8
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and applicability of Reasonably Avail abl e Control
Technol ogy on sources emtting ozone precursors.

In addition, | have responsibility for quality
control and quality assurance of ozone inventories and
t he eval uati on of point source em ssions. | have
prepared techni cal support for rul emaki ngs R91-28,
R93-14, R94-16, and R94-21.

Rul emaki ng R91-28 invol ved the geographic
expansi on of RACT to sources emtting volatile organic
material that were |located in Goose Lake Township in
G undy County and Oswego Township in Kendall County.
| reviewed the | EPA em ssions inventory for
potentially affective sources and eval uated the inpact
that this rul emaki ng woul d i npose.

For rul emaki ng R93-14 | eval uated the inpact of
changi ng the definition of major source from 100 tons
per year to 25 tons per year in the Chicago ozone
nonatt ai nment area, which was required pursuant to the
Clean Air Act as anended in 1990. | have al so
technically assisted in evaluating Illinois point
source em ssions to determ ne potential em ssion
reductions for neeting the requirenments of the C ean
Air Act and the 15 percent rate of progress plan

Rul emaki ngs R94-16 and R94-21 were based on the

findings fromthis evaluation. | was responsible for
9
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eval uating the inpact and reasonabl eness of |owering
the applicability level for air oxidation processes
whi ch R94-16 addressed and of tightening surface
coating standards which R94-21 addressed.

In regards to the present proposal before the
Board whi ch addresses C ean-Up Anmendnents for 35
II'linois Administrative Code Part 215, | have the
responsibility of technically review ng any proposed
changes and determ ning the environnental inpact,
eval uating any control requirenent changes for
consi stency with other existing Illinois regulations,
and assessing the affect on inpacted sources that the
proposed anendnents nay have

In ny technical review | have found that the
proposed changes will not have any adverse
environnental affects. That the proposed changes do
not inpose control requirenents that are inconsistent
with other existing Illinois regulations and that
i npacted sources are not adversely affected by the
changes proposed.

I am now avail abl e for any technical questions
that the Board may have of ne.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAW.ESS: Thank you, M.
Beckst ead.

Are there any questions from anyone in the
10
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audi ence?
Ms. Archer, do you have any questions that you
woul d I'i ke to ask your witness?
M5. ARCHER: Not at this point.
HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: kay. Thank you,
M . Beckst ead.
Seei ng no questions, Ms. Archer, would you like to
have M. Punzak testify?
M5. ARCHER: Yes, if we may do a question and
answer .
HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: Certainly.
M5. ARCHER: All right.
HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: Woul d you swear in
M. Punzak.
(Wher eupon the witness was sworn by the
Not ary Public.)
DAN PUNZAK
havi ng been first duly sworn by the Notary Public,
saith as follows:
DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY M5. ARCHER:
Q Dan, could you pl ease state your nanme and
occupation for the record.
A Dan Punzak. | aman engineer in the Permt

Section of the Division of Air Pollution Control at
11
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the Illinois EPA. | have been there for close to 20
years.

Q VWhat are sone of your job duties as a permt
anal yst at the Illinois EPA?

A | tend to specialize in sources emtting
vol atile organic materials. M degree is in chem ca
engineering and a field like that relates nore to that
than say the -- | tend not to get as involved with
particul ate matter or something |like that.

Q So you nostly |l ook at sources that emt VOW

A Yes.

Q Al so, as part of your job duties do you | ook
at Illinois current air pollution regulations and
whet her those regul ati ons need be revised fromtine to
time?

A Yes, as | conme along a regul ation that
doesn't seem appropriate to be sonewhere | will
suggest it to sonebody.

Q Ckay. Are you involved in this dean-Up
proposal before the Board today affecting 35 Illinois

Adm ni strative Code, Part 215?

A Yes.

Q How woul d you characterize the nature of that
pr oposal ?

A Rat her noncontroversial. | nean, it doesn't

12
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seemto ne |like there are any significant changes that
woul d affect a | arge nunber of people. Only a smal
nunber of people woul d be affected.

Q kay. Does one of the proposed revisions in

this Clean-Up to Part 215 have to do with Road Master

Corporation located in Aney, Illinois?
A Yes.
Q How did you first becone aware of Road

Master's situation?

A Well, | have worked on their permt for a
nunber of years, and at one point they got a -- | was
involved, | believe, in -- | don't renmenber to what

extent. \Wen they originally adopted the rule it was
a site specific rule and because they had what were
called certain type of coders, and |I forget the nane
for it now It is -- it is a special rule for a
certain type of coater that they had at that plant and
since then they have decided that they -- to shutdown
those type of coaters and have gone to other types of
coating which don't need -- and they conply with those
ot her regul ati ons.

Q So Road Master did have a permt fromthe
[Ilinois EPA at one point for those operations?

A Yes.

Q And what happened to those operations?
13
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A They have been shut down. We withdrew their
permts. Before we -- | should probably correct
here. Just within the |ast few nonths -- | should
have told you before we started the hearing. The
conpany, they were bought out and they are now called
Brunswi ck Bicycle Conpany. Their permts now are
i ssued to a conpany called Brunswick Bicycles. But it
is essentially the sane conpany as Road Master

Q kay. So you have been in contact with Road
Mast er and now Brunswi ck regarding the w thdrawal of

their permts?

A Yes. | thought | talked to themlike a year
ago or sonething and he said he was going to -- | was
even | ooking at a -- where sonebody fromthe field

report said he talked to them about it, about sending
it in. 1 don't know | talked to themjust this
nmorni ng and he said he thought he sent a letter in
saying that he wanted the rule w thdrawn, but he was
going to look in his records but he didn't get back to
me in time. But he agreed that that is what they
wanted to do

Q This contact that you have tal ked about, this
i s someone associated with Road Master or Brunsw ck?

A Yes. The name is Marty Puckett. He is the

envi ronnent al nanager
14
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Q And it is your understanding that M. Puckett
does want their site specific rule wthdrawn?

A Yes.

Q And he is planning to file sonething with the

Agency docunenting that that fact?

A Yes, either find that old letter or send ne a
new one.

M5. ARCHER: All right. That's all | have. Thank
you.

THE W TNESS: Ckay.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAW.ESS: Thank you, M.
Punzak.

Do you have any questions for M. Punzak?

BOARD MEMBER FLEMAL: No, no thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQOZUK- LAWLESS: Are there any
questions for M. Punzak? Al right. Thank you very
much, sir.

Now, Ms. Donel an, would you like to say anything
on the record today.

V5. DONELAN: | would like to nmake a comment. |
would Iike to first hear the testinony from Goodwi n &
Bronms if that's okay.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: kay. That is
fine. No problem

MS. DONELAN:  Ckay.
15
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HEARI NG OFFI CER LOZUK- LAWLESS:

M.

Charl es

Gersvik, would you like to testify today?

MR GIERSVIK: Yes, | would.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LOZUK- LAWLESS:

pl ease swear in M. G ersvik.

Ckay. Woul d you

(Wher eupon the witness was sworn by the

Not ary Public.)

CHARLES B

GJERSVI K

havi ng been first duly sworn by the Notary Public,

saith as foll ows:

THE WTNESS: | have copies of the testinony if

t hat woul d hel p you, too

My nane is Charles Gersvik. | reside at 6131

Hor sevi ew Drive in Springfiel

d, Illinois, and am

enpl oyed as a Senior Air Quality Specialist with

Goodwi n & Broms, Incorporated, Consulting

Envi ronnent al Engi neers, of Springfield.

| amtestifying here today as an enpl oyee of

Goodwi n & Broms, |ncorporated, but not

any specific client. Goodwi n & Brons,

many small and nedi um sized i

ndustri al

on behal f of
Inc. counts

firns anmong its

clientele, and one of the services we perform

frequently for those clients involves advising and

assisting themin conplying with the Illinois air

pol lution regulations as they pertain to use of

16
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coati ngs.

The Agency is to be commended for its initiative
to clarify and stream ine the regul ati ons governi ng
the use of coatings in ozone attai nnent areas, as
mani fest in the proposed anendnments which are the
subject of this hearing. Goodwin & Brons agrees with
all of the changes proposed by the Agency. W do,
however, wi sh to propose two further changes which we
bel i eve are consistent with the Agency's genera
purpose for this proceedi ngs.

First, we recommend that the exenption from
emssion limtations in the Agency's proposed Section
215.206(a) (2) be nade avail able to coating plants
using up to 5,000 gall ons per year of coatings, rather
than the 2,500 gallons per year as proposed by the
Agency. The rationale for this higher exenption |evel
is to achieve consistency with the permt exenption
| evel of 5,000 gallons per year specified in Section
201. 146(g). Conpliance by small coating plants can be
made nuch sinpler if the permt exenption and the
em ssion limtation exenpti on go hand-i n-hand.

If the Agency's proposal is adopted as proposed,
facilities which have annual coating usage between
2,500 gallons and 5,000 gallons will continue to be

subject to the applicable emssion Iimtation of
17

KEEFE REPORTI NG COVPANY
Belleville, Illinois



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Subpart F of Part 215 even though no permt is
required unless the facility is a major source subject
to the CAAPP permt requirenents.

The potential increase in allowable em ssions for
a given facility associated with the difference
between a 2,500 gallon threshold and a 5,000 gallon
threshold of emission [imtation applicability is very
nodest. For air dried coating of mscellaneous netal
parts, as an exanple, a facility m ght choose to use a
coating containing 7.5 pounds VOM per gallon coating
as applied instead of a 3.5 pound VOM per gallon
conpli ance coating. The additional 2,500 gallon per
year of allowable usage of the higher solvent coating
could thus result in an additional 5 tons per year of
VOM enmtted. Such a small increase in an attainnent
area woul d have no discernible inpact on ozone |evels,
and the regulatory streamining that would result from
t he change would nore than justify the increase.

The second further change to the Agency's proposa
recomended by Goodwin & Brons, Inc. is the addition
of explicit language to the rules to clarify that
powder coatings and coati ngs whose VOM content is de
m ni mus, e.g., |less than one percent VOM by wei ght,
need not be counted in the determ nation of annua

coating usage pursuant to proposed Section
18
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215.206(a)(2). In other words, when applying the
2,500 gallon per year exenption fromthe em ssion
[imtations as proposed by the Agency, powder coati ngs
and de mi ni mus VOM content coatings would not be
counted in the annual coating usage cal cul ation

VWil e the Agency's Statenent of Reasons seens to
i nply that powder coatings should not be counted, it
is silent regardi ng coatings such as water/borne
adhesi ves containing a small anount of residua
nononer in the resin. Since such nmaterials emt
little or no VOM during application and curing, they
can safely be ignored with regard to em ssion
[imtations.

The ideal nmethod for addressing this issue would
be by addi ng appropriate | anguage to the definition of
"coating" in Part 211, but inasmuch as no ot her
changes to Part 211 have been proposed, that method
may not be viable as a practical matter at this stage
of the rul emaking. Therefore, we are offering two
alternatives as proposed | anguage changes to
acconpl i sh the needed clarification of the rules.

Alternative A° Amend the definition of "coating"
in Section 211.1190(a) to read as foll ows:

A) "Coating" neans, for the purposes of 35
[Ilinois Adnministrative Code 215, a material applied
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to a substrate for decorative, protective or other
functional purposes. Such material shall include, but
isnot limted to paints, varnishes, sealers,
adhesi ves, diluents and thinners. For the purposes of
the exenmptions provided in 35 Illinois Adm nistrative
Code 201.146(g) and 35 Illinois Adm nistrative Code
215.206(a) (2), powder coating and coating materials
contai ning | ess than one percent by weight VOM as
applied shall not be considered coati ng.

Alternative B: Amend the Agency's proposed
| anguage at Section 215.206(a)(2) to read as foll ows:

2) Coating plants in which the total coating usage
excl usi ve of powder coatings and coating materials
contai ning | ess than one percent by weight VOM as
appl i ed, does not exceed 9,463 neters per year, and
then in parenthesis, 2,500 gallons per year

Finally, we want to call attention to the fact
that some Agency air permt staff have interpreted
Section 201.146(g) to require inclusion of powder
coatings in determning applicability of the permt
exenption for sources which use |less than 5,000
gal l ons per year of coating. Logically, the sane
interpretation would be applied for the 2,500 gallon
per year exenption fromemssion limtations, in the

absence of explicit contrary |anguage.
20
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Yet, the Agency's Statenent of Reasons seens to
contenpl ate that powder coatings need not be counted
in determning applicability of the Section
215.206(a) (2) exenption. Even if the Board rejects
our proposal to anend the rules to clarify this
matter, a clear statenment of the intended
interpretation is needed fromthe Board in this
pr oceedi ng.

Thank you for the opportunity to present these
suggesti ons.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: Thank you. Does
t he Agency have any questions?

M5. ARCHER  Yes, we do.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LOZUK- LAWLESS: Do you want a
m nut e?

M5. ARCHER: Could we hear what | ERG has to say
and then take a short break and foll ow up?

HEARI NG OFFI CER LOZUK- LAWLESS:  Sure.

M5. ARCHER: | would Iike to point out that we did

talk with M. Gersvik this norning a little bit about
this. This is the first tine we have actually seen
the testinony in witing. | would appreciate in the
future if this would be prefiled. However, we wll
respond as much as we can today and also in witten

conment s.
21
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HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: Al l right. Thank
you.

M5. ARCHER: Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: kay. Mks.

Donel an. Pl ease swear in the wtness.

(Wher eupon the witness was sworn by the

Not ary Public.)

CASSANDRA J. DONELAN
havi ng been first duly sworn by the Notary Public,
saith as follows:

M5. DONELAN: My nane is Cassandra Donel an, and |
am the project manager for the Illinois Environnental
Regul atory Group or ERG | ERG has reviewed the
Agency's proposal for the O ean-Up Arendnments entitled
the Organic Material Em ssion Standards and
Limtations at 35 Illinois Adm nistrative Code 215 and
would I'ike to express its support. |ERG has al so
reviewed Goodwin & Brons testinony and is generally
supportive of their proposed changes as well.

Thank you. That's ny only conment.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAW.ESS: Thank you. Are
there any questions for Ms. Donel an?

M5. ARCHER: No. Could we just take a few m nutes
to respond to M. G ersvik?

HEARI NG OFFI CER LOZUK- LAWLESS: Yes, we will take
22
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a short break.

M5. ARCHER: Thank you.

(Whereupon a short recess was taken.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER LOZUK- LAW.
record.

kay. Ms. Archer?

M5. ARCHER: Yes, | just have a few questions for

M. G ersvik.
HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: Al l right.
CROSS EXAM NATI ON
BY M5. ARCHER:
Q M. Gersvik, are you aware of any sources in

the attai nnent areas that enmt
and 5,000 gallons of coatings?
A Yes.

Q kay. Are you --

ESS: Back on the

bet ween 2,500 gal | ons

A Coating as currently defined by the

regul ati ons, including powder coatings?

Q Yes.

A Yes.

Q Are you at liberty to share any of those

conpani es with us?

A One is a question | asked M.

Punzak about,

Schunacher Electric, and while we are not here

representing any client today,

so using the nanes of
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the clients is strictly for clarification of these
matters for the Board. They use a VOM-- there is no
VOMin their powder coatings. Wen asked -- then the
guesti on was posed to M. Punzak about do we consi der
powder coating in the definition of coating and for
the 5,000 gallons exenption, and his answer was yes.

It is a very hard call. Looking at the regul ation
it does not specifically exclude powder coating the
way the rules definition is presented. Reasonable
m nds could make two interpretations of that very
easily.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: You were tal king
about a question that you had asked M. Punzak before
we went to hearing today?

THE WTNESS: That is correct. This was back
several nonths ago during a request for a small source
operating permt for Schumacher Electric.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: kay.

M5. ARCHER: Just to clarify, M. Gersvik, the
reason why | ask that is that the Illinois EPAis only
aware of one facility, which would be the Sunstrain
(spel I ed phonetically) Corporation in Rockford who
woul d be inpacted by this exenption. W would just
make sure for our own records that we know of all the

i npacted facilities and would be glad to work with
24
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themin the context of this rul enmaking.

THE WTNESS: If | could then add to that, we do
have another client that has not asked us to pursue an
issue with them So since they have not asked us,
don't feel that it is appropriate to disclose their
nane. It is not who you had mentioned before. They
are currently exenpted by several different exenptions
frompermtting altogether. But in doing an
environnental audit of their facility, VOM or
coatings -- materials that neet the definition of
coatings that had | ess than one percent VOM per
gallon -- | amsorry -- less than one percent VOM by
wei ght, and they were white gl ues, conceivably would
have to all be sumed together to determ ne the
applicability of the exenption, the 5,000 gallon per
year exenption.

M5. ARCHER® W will address this further, this
point further in comments, and | would like the
opportunity to talk to M. Gersvik nore about this
al so.

THE WTNESS: W wel cone the opportunity.

MS. ARCHER: Thank you. | have a couple of other
guesti ons.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: kay.

Q (By Ms. Archer) Are you aware of when the
25
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U S. EPA cal cul ates the VOM content how they do that?
| --

Q For exanple, is that on a solids basis? Does
that include water or exclude water? Do you know?

A I think you have to | ook at the source for
what you are looking at. W typically look at the
MBDS unl ess the manufacturer excludes those itens
whi ch are exenpt fromthe definition of VOM but you
can't -- | don't believe you can make a categorica
statenment. You have to |ook at the applicability for
the different materials that you are | ooking at at the
time.

Q kay. So is it true that the U S. EPA
cal cul ates VOM content on a solids basis excluding
wat er and nonphot ochenmically reactive conmpounds?

A I am not sure of the answer to that
guesti on.

Q Ckay. In your testinony that you cited
today, requesting to exenpt VOM conpounds that have
| ess than one percent VOM by wei ght --

Yes.
-- you nentioned that was as applied?
Yes.

kay. Does that cal cul ation include water?

> O » O >

No, it does not.
26
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M5. ARCHER: Ckay. | don't believe | have
anything further at this tinme. W wll address any
ot her outstanding i ssues in conments.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: All right. So
then you will comment on the Alternative A and the
Al ternative B proposed?

M5. ARCHER Onh, | can comment on those.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS:  All right. If you
woul d.

M5. ARCHER  Sure. Alternative A at this tine |
don't believe it is possible to anend the definition
of coating in Part 211. At this point 35 Illinois
Admi ni strative Code Part 215 is the only part that is
open in this rulemaking. | don't foresee opening Part
211 in the near future to anmend this definition

At this point the Illinois EPA would stick by its
proposal as laid out in its Statenent of Reasons.
However, we will be talking further with affected
facilities and we will address that further in
comrent s.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: kay.

BOARD MEMBER FLEMAL: | have a question regarding
t he powder coatings. You note in your statenent that
the Agency's Statenment of Reasons seens to inply that

powder coatings should not be counted. Wuld you
27
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point us to the portion of the Statenent of Reasons
that you base that statenent on?

MR &QJIERSVIK: | would have to go through it and
find it. 1 do not recall it offhand, but | would be
nore than happy to get back to you with nmy inpression
of where that was in the Statenent of Reasons.

BOARD MEMBER FLEMAL: (Okay. Let ne turn it around
and ask the Agency, then.

Was it your intention in the statenent of reasons
to inmply that powder coatings should not be counted?

M5. ARCHER No. It was our intention to include
powder coatings consistent with our pernmitting.

BOARD MEMBER FLEMAL: So then perhaps what we have
here is a m sunderstanding of a statement that you
have nmade, would be your best judgment as to the issue
of powder coatings?

M5. ARCHER: That would be ny inpression as of

this point.
BOARD MEMBER FLEMAL: Ckay. One of the -- | wll
address this to the Agency, as well. One of the

positions that M. Gersvik takes, as | understand it,
in his statenent, is that there should not be, if we
can help it, a distinction between whet her you have an
exenption and whether you need a permt. It is ny

understanding that, in fact, we have quite a |large
28
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nunber of circunstances where facilities are subject
to regulations that are not subject to permtting. |Is
that not, in fact, a correct understandi ng?

MS. ARCHER: That is correct, yes. Should I be
answering this?

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: Well, if you are
tal ki ng about sinply the proposal and the intent of
the proposal, it is okay for her to do that.

M5. ARCHER: | believe M. Beckstead coul d answer
thi s question.

MR, BECKSTEAD: Could you give ne the question
agai n, Doctor?

BOARD MEMBER FLEMAL: Is it unusual where we would
have a circunstance where the facility would be
subject to the regul ations but not require a pernmt as
part of the regul atory schene?

MR, BECKSTEAD: | can't recall it happening that
often. | amsure that there are situations out there
that it does occur, but as in this proposal, we have
been confronted with a situation where the
applicability was tripped so this source was invol ved,
the only one that we thought was inpacted was invol ved
in having to be regulated by two separate subparts.

But we felt it was unnecessary to have them control

such a small anount of the percentage of their tota
29
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em ssions to our coating regulations, and that is why
we proposed this exenption. But they were stil
caught in the applicability, so they were permtted
there. The situation that you are tal king about, | am
sure that does happen, Doctor, but | amnot sure it
happens as much as we would |like to believe.

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAWLESS: M. Punzak coul d
al so comment on that.

MR, PUNZAK: One area where you could not be
permtted but yet still regulated in this coating area
would be it is not in the 215 area but in 218, the --

we say that you have to use conpliant coatings if you

are over -- | forget. There is a certain anount, but
| think it can be less than -- you can be using | ess
than 5,000 gallons. | think it is like ten tons a

year or sonething like that. So it is possible that
they would still have to use conpliant coatings even
t hough we said they didn't need a permt at that
| evel .

BOARD MEMBER FLEMAL: But that is an exceptiona
ci rcunmst ance rat her than one you encounter wth
regularity?

MR PUNZAK: Yes, it is an exception

HEARI NG OFFI CER LQZUK- LAW.ESS: Any ot her conments

or questions?
30
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Ckay. Then seeing no other conmments or questions
| want to rem nd everyone that the record in this
matter closes on January 20th and the Board intends it
will go to first notice probably on January 22. So
the mail box rule will not apply and you need to get
your comments to the Board's office before January
20t h.

kay. This hearing is adjourned. Thank you.
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STATE OF ILLINO'S )
) SS
COUNTY OF MONTGOVERY)
CERTI FI CATE
I, DARLENE M N EMEYER, a Notary Public in and for
the County of Montgomery, State of Illinois, DO HEREBY
CERTI FY that the foregoing 31 pages conprise a true,
conpl ete and correct transcript of the proceedi ngs
held on the 22nd of Decenber A. D., 1997, at 600 South
Second Street, Springfield, Illinois, in the matter
of: O ean-Up Anmendnents to 35 Illinois Admnistrative
Code, Part 215, in proceedings held before the
Honor abl e Audrey Lozuk-Lawl ess, Hearing O ficer, and
recorded in machi ne shorthand by ne.
IN WTNESS WHEREOF | have hereunto set ny hand and
affixed nmy Notarial Seal this 2nd day of January A D.,

1998.

Not ary Public and
Certified Shorthand Reporter and
Regi st ered Prof essi onal Reporter

CSR License No. 084-003677
My Conmi ssion Expires: 03-02-99
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