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The purpose of this meroorandum is to provide guidance on redesignating sulfur dioxide
(S02) nonanainment areas (o ausinment, in cases where the arcas” historie violations were

This guidance provides an approach for redesignsting these areas to attainmen in the
absence of monitoring data apd for exempting these areas from the maintenonce plan
FEments jor continued monitoring Within TheE Breas Ty ion, this policy describes how
anainmen and continued MAREREAEE SEOTA be demtnstrated and how sources currently shut
down should be treated if they resume operations. Therefore, this policy amends portans of
previous redesignation policies, including “Procedures for Processing Reguests to Redesignare
Areas o Anaihmen,”™ memo from john Caicagni, AQMD Director. dated 9/4/92; “Section 107

Dioxide Nonattainment Areas,” memo from Ssily L. Shover, AQSSED Director, dated 1/26/95,
All other provisions of the previous redesignation policies still apply. including provisions
relating to contingency messurcs.
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The Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) historic redisignation policy for $02 has
called for ¥ quarters of clean ambient air quality dats for redesignation to aftginmen Although
EPA has allowed as few as 4 quarters of ambient dats if 2 accepiable modeling analysis has
been performed.! Arcas thet lack SO2 monitors cannot meet even the requirement for 4 quarers
of clean dats. However, EPA believes that it is not s reasoneble use of Jimited monitoring
resources to reestablish menitors in order to collect a1 Jeast 4 guerters of data in aress where
violations of the 802 NAAQS were caused by sources that no longer operate.

Despite the absence of clean air quality dsta, EPA believes that it may approve s Stare’s
reguest 1o redesignate such $O2 nonatisinment arcss 1o stizinment provided that the State
submits a maimenance plan thet addresses certain criteriu,

First. the plan should include 3 emissions inventories:

(2) An inventory representiag actual emissions duripe the oericd when there were
violations of the 502 NAAQS; "

) An invm represenling current actual and allowable emissions (or p}itcn!jal
emissions, if there is no allowsble emissions Jevel): 25

{e) An inveniory projecting allowsble emissions (or potential emissions. if there is no
allowsble emissions level) to the 10th year after redesignation.

The inventories should displsy emissions from eagh poipt source of 8Ox, with explanations of
significant emissions changes, including source shutdowns.” The inventories should include SOx
emissions 5om 3T S0x point sources in, snd withing 50 kilometer range of, the nonswainment
ares boundary. Again, if there is no allowable emissions level, potential emissions should be
used.

Second, the maintenance plan should include 2 dispersion modeling analysis of al] SOx
point sources in, and sithin 50 kilometers of, the ponstainmer i boundarics using the
emissions inventorics described above and the techniques and data prescribed in 40 CFR 51
Appendix W. The modeling analysis shouid show that:

'See the Meyers memeo referenced sbove. Both the Meyers and Calcagni MEMOs
recognize thet for 502 nonatiainment areas monitering dats alone may not be sufficient for
redesignating arcas to atinmeni; dispersion modeling may be needed.

*The invemories should include other sources if they were included in the attainment
demonstration. g

U ———

SRS, A



3

(a) No 502 NAAQS viojations presently occur or can be projecied to occur during
the next 10 years anywhere within the nopatiainment area; and,

(b)  Poim sources, which have since shut down, were the dominant sources
conuibuting o high S02 concentratione in the airshed,

Third, the maintenance plan should include evidence that if the SOx poim source thar
coused the 802 NAAQS viclations in the past resumes operation, it would be considered s
“new” source. Thus the maintenance plan should show thst if this “new’ SOx source would be a
major source. it should obtain & permit conforming to applicable requirements of the Prevention
of Significant Deterioration program before resuming operstions; or if it would notbe a mEjor
source, it should obtnin 2 minor source permit under the Swe's EIP-approved minor source
permitting rules in effect at the time it obteins  permit, before it may resurhe operation. The
maintenance plan should provide that before such a permit is issued, the dispersion model should
br re-run, using the xame meteorological dats base. 1o determine whether re-starting the source
wotld interfere with meintenance, and should pravide that the permit will not be issued if the
mode] indicates thut re-starting the source would interfere with maimenance.

Fourth, the maintenance plan should include corunitments 1o yesume ambient monitoring
before any roajor source of SOx emissions commences operation,

This policy applies only ta SO2 nonattainment areas because viclations in such arcas are
gmm{]y_dnm&naﬁd—@nﬁhﬂ;f&vﬂm% (such as copper stneliers or power plants)
and hiye insipnificant area and mobile source emission confributions> As 8 result, these is 2

direct nssociation between the point sources” emissons and embient 802 concemrations.
Dispersion modeling will sssure the: 502 NAAQS vialations are no lanper oeeurnpg and wonld

not be expecied to recur in the future.

This guidance memorandum docs not impose binding, enforceable reqinrements on eny
party, and msy not apply 1o & particular sitoation hased upon the cireamstances. The EPA retains
the discretion 1o adapt approaches to addressing meintensnce plen provisions that differ from this
puidance where appropriave, Any final decisions by EPA regarding & particular 802
maintepance plan will only be made in the context of 5 rulemaking action regirding that
mainwenance plan based npon the appliceble sianstory and regulatory provisions, which do
contain legally binding requirements Therefore, interested parties, including States, are free to
raise questions and objections about the appropristeness of this guidaner or the epplication of
this guidance (o a particular sitation; EPA will consider whether or not the recommendations in
the guidance sre mppropriate in that situation. The EPA welcomes public comments on this
document at any fime and will consider those comments in any future revigion of this guidance
document, which may occur without public notice.



