PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

Compliance Event:

Requirement Type:

Affected Source:

(0.30 Ibper ton of feed(dry basis to the kiln?

| = Initial EL = Emission Limit A=all; K = kiln OR in-line kiln/raw mill, including alkali bypass (if present)
O = Ongoing MO = Monitoring IK = in-line kiln/raw mill, including alkali bypass (if present)
n
LéJ PT = Performance Testing RK = Recordkeeping GK = greenfield kiln OR in-line kiln/raw mill, including alkali bypass (if present)
@) CEX = Compliance Extension RP = Reporting CC = clinker cooler
O CCO = Construction/Mods WP = Work Practice BRD = brownfield raw material dryer
CAL = Alternative Monitoring GRD = greenfield raw material dryer
CFS = Feed Switch RFM = raw OR finish mill
CSM = Startup/Shutdown/Malf MHO = materials handling operations
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o |=|8|&| & In | Out
Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alkgli
M @) EL K 40 CFR 63.1343(b)(1) [bypass (if present) contain PM less than or equal to 0.15 kg per Mg

40 CFR 63.1343(b)(2)

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alk
bypass (if present) exhibit opacity less than or equal to 20 per

40 CFR 63.1343(b)(3)(i

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alk
bypass (if present) contain D/F less than or equal to 0.20 ng {
dscm (8.7 x 18" gr per dscf) TEQ corrected to seven percent
oxygen? (tion: 40 CFR 63.134B)(3)(ii)

40 CFR 63.1343(b)(3)(i

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alkgli

bypass (if present) contain D/F less than or equal to 0.40 ng {
dscm (1.7 x 10° gr per dscf) TEQ, corrected to seven percent
oxygen, when the average of the performance test run averag
temperatures at the inlet to the PMCD is 204 degrees C or les
Option: 40 CFR 63.134B)(3)(i)

er

s?

GK

40 CFR 63.1343(c)(1)

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alk
bypass (if present) contain PM less than or equal to 0.15 kg p|

i
er Mg

=

(0.30 Ibper ton of feed(dry basis to the kiln?
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

<

O

m
-

9]
P

40 CFR 63.1343(c)(2)

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alk
bypass (if present) exhibit opacity less than or equal to 20 per

EL

GK

40 CFR 63.1343(c)(3)(i

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alk
bypass (if present) contain D/F less than or equal to 0.20 ng {
dscm (8.7 x 18" gr per dscf) TEQ corrected to seven percent
oxygen? (tion: 40 CFR 63.1348)(3)(ii)

EL

GK

40 CFR 63.1343(c)(3)(ii

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alkgli

bypass (if present) contain D/F less than or equal to 0.40 ng {
dscm (1.7 x 10° gr per dscf) TEQ, corrected to seven percent
oxygen, when the average of the performance test run averag
temperatures at the inlet to the PMCD is 204 degrees C or leg
Option: 40 CFR 63.1348)(3)(i)

er

e
s?

EL

GK

40 CFR 63.1343(c)(4)

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alk
bypass (if present) contain THC less than or equal to 50 ppm
propane corrected to percent oxgen?

ali
d as

EL

40 CFR 63.1343(d)(1)

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alk
bypass (if present) contain D/F less than or equal to 0.20 ng {
dscm (8.7 x 18" gr per dscf) TEQ corrected to seven percent
oxygen? (tion: 40 CFR 63.1348)(2)

i
er

=

EL

40 CFR 63.1343(d)(2)

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alk
bypass (if present) contain D/F less than or equal to 0.40 ng {
dscm (1.7 x 10° gr per dscf) TEQ, corrected to seven percent
oxygen, when the average of the performance test run averag
temperatures at the inlet to the PMCD is 204 degrees C or leg
Option: 40 CFR 63.1343(d)(1)

i
er

=

s?

EL

GK

40 CFR 63.1343(e)(1)(i

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alk
bypass (if present) contain D/F less than or equal to 0.20 ng {

dscm (8.7 x 18" gr per dscf) TEQ corrected to seven percent

i
er

=

oxygen? (tion: 40 CFR 63.1348)(1)(ii)
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out
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40 CFR 63.1343(e)(1)(ii

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alk
bypass (if present) contain D/F less than or equal to 0.40 ng {

dscm (1.7 x 18° gr per dscf) TEQ, corrected to seven percent
oxygen, when the average of the performance test run averag
temperatures at the inlet to the PMCD is 204 degrees C or leg
Option: 40 CFR 63.1343(e)(1)(i)

EL

GK

40 CFR 63.1343(¢)(2)

Does the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, including the alk
bypass (if present) contain THC less than or equal to 50 ppm
propane corrected to percent oygen?

Ali
d as

WP

40 CFR 63.1344(a)

Is the temperature of the inlet gas to the kiln PMCD and alkal
bypass PMCD (if present) less than or equal to the temperatu
limit established during the performance test [as specified in 4
CER 63.134)(3)(iv)] 2

fe
0

WP

40 CFR 63.1344(a)(1)

Is the temperature of the in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, when th

raw mill is operating, less than or equal to the temperature linit

established during the performance test [as specified in 40 CH
63.1349b)(3)(iv)]?

e

WP

40 CFR 63.1344(a)(2)

Is the temperature of the in-line kiln/raw mill exhaust, when th
raw mill is not operating, less than or equal to the temperatur
limit established during the performance test [as specified in 4
CER 63.134)(3)(iv)] 2

WP

40 CFR 63.1344(a)(3)

If an alkali bypass is present, is the temperature of the alkali 1
exhaust, when the raw mill is operating, less than or equal to
temperature limit established during the performance test [as
specified in 40 CER 63.134B)(3)(iv)]?

ypass
the

EL

CC

40 CFR 63.1345(a)(1)

Does the clinker cooler exhaust contain PM less than or equa
0.050 lg per Mg (0.10 Ibper ton) of feed (dr basis) to the kiln?

to

EL

CC

40 CFR 63.1345(a)(2)

Does the clinker cooler exhaust exhibit opacity less than or ed
10 percent?

ual to

EL

BRD

40 CFR 63.1346(a)

Does the raw material dryer exhaust exhibit opacity less than

egual to 10percent?
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A o EL | crD 40 CFR 63.1346(b) Does the raw material dryer exhaust contain THC less than o
egual to 50ppmvd aspropane, corrected to fercent oygen?
M o EL | crD 40 CFR 63.1346(c)(1) Does the raw material dryer exhaust contain THC less than o
egual to 50ppmvd aspropane, corrected to fercent oygen?
M o EL | crD 40 CFR 63.1346(c)(2) Does the raw material dryer exhaust exhibit opacity less than for
egual to 10percent?
M o EL | rEM 40 CFR 63.1347 qus thg mill ;vyeep qr air separator APCD exhaust of the raw or
finish mill exhibit gpacity less than oraual to 10percent?
M o EL | MHO 40 CFR 63.1348 Doe; the exhaust from materials handling operations exhibit
opacity less than oragual to 10percent?
wAl pT | RK A 40 CFR 63.1349(a)(1) Is a brief des_crlptlpn of the process and the air pollution contrpl
system contained in thegerformance test port?
Is any other information required by the test method and not
M/A| PT | RK A 40 CFR 63.1349(a)(10)otherwise required under 63.1349(a)(1)-(9) contained in the
performance test port?
wAl pT | RK A 40 CFR 63.1349(a)(2) Is the sampling location description(s) contained in the
performance test port?
wAl pT | RK A 40 CFR 63.1349(a)(3) Is a brief des_crlptlc_)n of the process and the air pollution contrpl
system contained in th@erformance test port?
M/A| PT | RK A 40 CFR 63.1349(a)(4) |Are the test results contained in the performance test report?
wal pT | rK A 40 CFR 63.1349(a)(5) Are the quality assurance procedures and results contained i the
performance test port?
Are records of the operating conditions during the test, prepafation
M/A| PT | RK A 40 CFR 63.1349(a)(6) [of standards, and calibration procedures contained in the
performance test port?
wAl pT | RK A 40 CFR 63.1349(a)(7) Are raw data s_heets_ for field sampling, and field and laboratoty
analses contained in theerformance test port?
wAl pT | RK A 40 CFR 63.1349(a)(8) Irsepc:)?tc:mentatlon of calculations contained in the performancg test
Are all data recorded and used to establish parameters for
M/A| PT | RK A 40 CFR 63.1349(a)(9) [compliance monitoring contained in the performance test repprt?
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(L)(i

Was EPA Method 5 used to determine PM emissions? Did th
performance test consist of three separate runs under the corf
that exist when the kiln is operating at the highest load or cap
level reasonably expected to occur? Was each run conducted
least one hour, with a minimum sample volume of 0.85 dscm?
NOTE: the average of the three runs is used to determine
compliance. Further, a determination of the PM collected in t
impingers ("back half") of the Method 5 particulate sampling t
is not required to demonstrate initial compliance.

e
ditions
acity

for at

ain

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(L)(i

Was EPA Method 5 used to determine PM emissions while th
mill was operating under normal conditions AND while the ra
mill was not operating? In each case did the performance teg
consist of three separate runs under the conditions that exist
the in-line kiln is operating at the highest load or capacity leve
reasonably expected to occur? Was each run conducted for g
one hour, with a minimum sample volume of 0.85 dscm? NO

the average of the three runs is used to determine compliance.

Further, a determination of the PM collected in the impingers
("back half") of the Method 5 particulate sampling train is not
required to demonstrate initial compliance.

P raw
v

t
vhen

t least
TE:

p

PT

MO

CC

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(1)(i

Was EPA Method 5 used to determine PM emissions? Did th
performance test consist of three separate runs under the corf
that exist when the clinker cooler is operating at the highest Ig
capacity level reasonably expected to occur? Was each run
conducted for at least one hour, with a minimum sample volur
0.85 dscm? NOTE: the average of the three runs is used to
determine compliance. Further, a determination of the PM

collected in the impingers ("back half") of the Method 5 particy
sampling train is not required to demonstrate initial complian

8]
ditions
ad or

he of

late

Page 5
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ID Number
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Requirement Type

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out
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Z |Major or Area

Ro)
—

<
O

=~ |Affected Source

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(1)(ii

For each run were suitable methods used to determine the kil
line kiln/raw mill feed rate, exqe for fuels?

horin

<

Ro)
—

<
O

0O
@]

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(L)(i

}ine kiln/raw mill feed rate, exgt for fuels?

For each run were suitable methods used to determine the kil

horin

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(1)(iiipkiln feed); ¢ = PM concentration (kg/dscm); <& volumetric

For each run was the PM emission rate computed using this
equation? E = (Qsy)/P, where E = PM emission rate (kg/Mg d

flow rate of effluent gas (dscm/hr); and P = total kiln feed on &
basis (Mg/hr).

=

dry

PT

MO

CC

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(1)(ii

For each run was the PM emission rate computed using this
equation? E = (Qsy)/P, where E = PM emission rate (kg/Mg d
kiln feed); ¢ = PM concentration (kg/dscm); {& volumetric
flow rate of effluent gas (dscm/hr); and P = total kiln feed on &
basis (Mg/hr).

=

dry

PT

MO

40 CFR 63'1349(b)(1)(i"bM concentration in the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill effluent

If an alkali bypass is present, were the main exhaust and alka
bypass tested simultaneously, and for each run was the PM
emission rate computed using this equatio? Qs +

CstQsan/P, where E= combined PM emission rate from the kiln
in-line kiln/raw mill and bypass stack (kg/Mg of kiln feed); €

(kg/dscm); Qu« = volumetric flow rate of the kiln or in-line/kiln
raw mill effluent (dscm/hr); &= PM concentration in the alkali
bypass gas (kg/dscm) L= volumetric flow rate of the alkali
bypass gas and P = total kiln feed on a dry basis (Mg/hr).

or
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In

Out

Comments

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(1)(vjcontrol device exhausts through a monovent, or if the use of 3

Was a COM used to determine opacity during the performanc
test? During each run was the maximum six-minute average

1]

opacity determined and used to demonstrate compliance? Option:

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(1)(vi), if the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill

COM in accordance with PS-1 of appendix B to part 60 is not

feasible. Further, option may be used if the source has a fabf

filter with multiple stacks or an electrostatic precipitator with
multiple stacks.

c

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(1)(v

Was a Method 9 test used to determine opacity during the

’performance test? During each run was the maximum six-mi
average opacity determined and used to demonstrate complig
Option: 40 CFR 63.1349(b)(1)(v)

hute
nce?

PT

MO

MHO

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(2)

Was a Method 9 test used to determine opacity during the
performance test? Was the performance test conducted whe
operations were at the highest load or capacity level reasonaQ
expected to occur? Was the maximum six-minute average o
determined and used to demonstrate compliance? Was the d
of the Method 9 performance test 3-hours (30 six-minute
averages)? Exception: the duration of the Method 9 test may
one-hour if there were no individual readings greater than 10
percent AND there were no more than 3 readings of 10 perce
the first one-hour period. Option: 40 CFR 63.1349(b)(1)(v)

 the
y
acity

uration

be

nt for

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(3)

For in-line kiln/raw mills, was a separate test conducted while
raw mill was under normal operating conditions AND while thg
raw mill was not operating?

the

17
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(3)
40 CFR 63.1349(b)(3)(i

Was Method 23 used for D/F testing? Were three separate r
conducted, while the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill was operating
the highest load or capacity level reasonably expected to occy

For each run was the duration at least three hours, and the sample

volume 2.5 dscm? Was compliance based on the arithmetic
average of the three measured concentrations? If an alkali by
is present, was a simultaneous test performed for the bypass,
the raw mill was operating?

ns
at
r?

pass
when

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(3)(ii

Was the temperature at the inlet to the PMCD and the tempe
at the inlet to the alkali bypass (if present) PMCD continuously
recorded durig the test?

ature

M/A

PT

RK

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(3)(ii

Are the continuous temperature record, the run average
temperatures, and the average run average temperatures inc
in theperformance test port?

uded

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(3)(iii

Were one-minute average temperatures calculated for each npinute

of each test run?

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(3) (i

Was the run average temperature calculated for each run, an
average of the run average temperatures determined? NOTH
defines the applicable temperature limit in accordance with
63.1344b).

0 the
: This

M/A

PT

MO

GK/GRD

40 CFR 63.1349(b)(4)

Is a CEM operated in accordance with PS-8A of appendix B t
60? Was the duration of the test three hours? Was the averd
THC concentration calculated, based on the one-minute avers
For in-line kiln/raw mills, was a separate test conducted while
raw mill was under normal operating conditions AND while thg
raw mill was not operating?

b part
ge
ges?
the

17

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.1349(c)

Has a performance test for PM been conducted every five yea

[s?

PT

MO

MHO

40 CFR 63.1349(c)

Has a performance test for opacity been conducted every five

years?

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.1349(d)

Has a performance test for D/F been conducted every 30 mon

ths?

Page 8




PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

sources subject to the opacity standards under 63.1346 and

63.1348?

= ()
c
g % ()
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R I~ O o Compliance]
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© @) ()
o |s|S|e| & In | out
Has there been any significant change in the feed or fuel sincg the
?
M | ces| Mo K 40 CFR 63.1349(e) Ia_st performance test _If SO, ha_s a_ r_"rew test for PM been conducted
within 90 days of initiating the significant feed or fuel change?
Has there been any significant change in the feed or fuel since the
?
wA | cesl mo K 40 CFR 63.1349(e) Ia_st performance test _If so, hae a_r_rew test for D/F been condlucted
within 90 days of initiating the significant feed or fuel change?
- - . 5
MA | 1 RP A 40 CFR 63.1350(a) Has the Operations and Maintenance Plan been submitted to|EPA
Has an Operations and Maintenance Plan been prepared and does i
wAl o | rk A 40 CFR 63.1350(a)(1) contain the procedure_s for proper operation arrd marnterrar_rce of the
sources and APCDs, in order to meet the applicable emissionjand
operatirp limits?
Has an Operations and Maintenance Plan been prepared and does i
M/A| O RK A 40 CFR 63.1350(a)(2) |contain a description of the corrective actions to be taken, when
required?
Has an Operations and Maintenance Plan been prepared and does i
contain the procedures to be used during an inspection of the
M/A]l O [ RK A 40 CFR 63.1350(a)(3) [components of the combustion system of each kiln and each in-line
kiln raw mill located at the facility, at least once per year?
Has an Operations and Maintenance Plan been prepared and does i
contain the procedures to be used to periodically monitor the
M/A[ O | RK A 40 CFR 63.1350(a)(4) P P y
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

MO

BRD

40 CFR 63.1350(a)(4)(i
(iii)

While in operation, have one-minute visible emissions tests of
sources been conducted, in accordance with Method 22? Ha
testing occurred on a monthly basis for those sources for whig
there isnot a recordof no visible emissions for six consecutive
monthly tests? Has the testing occurred semi-annually for thd
.sources for which no visible emissions have been observed in
consecutive monthly tests? Has the testing occurred annually
those sources for which no visible emissions have been obser|
during a semi-annual test? NOTE: if visible emissions are
observed during any Method 22 test, testing must resume on
monthly basis until no visible emissions are observed in six
consecutive monthly tests.

the
5 the

SiX
for
ved

MO

GRD

40 CFR 63.1350(a)(4)(i
(iii)

While in operation, have one-minute visible emissions tests of
sources been conducted, in accordance with Method 22? Ha
testing occurred on a monthly basis for those sources for whig
there isnot a recordof no visible emissions for six consecutive
monthly tests? Has the testing occurred semi-annually for thd
.sources for which no visible emissions have been observed in
consecutive monthly tests? Has the testing occurred annually
those sources for which no visible emissions have been obser|
during a semi-annual test? NOTE: if visible emissions are
observed during any Method 22 test, testing must resume on
monthly basis until no visible emissions are observed in six
consecutive monthly tests.

the
5 the

SiX
for
ved
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

MO

MHO

40 CFR 63.1350(a)(4)(i
(iii)

While in operation, have one-minute visible emissions tests of
sources been conducted, in accordance with Method 22? Ha
testing occurred on a monthly basis for those sources for whig
there isnot a recordof no visible emissions for six consecutive
monthly tests? Has the testing occurred semi-annually for thd
.sources for which no visible emissions have been observed in
consecutive monthly tests? Has the testing occurred annually
those sources for which no visible emissions have been obser|
during a semi-annual test? NOTE: if visible emissions are
observed during any Method 22 test, testing must resume on
monthly basis until no visible emissions are observed in six
consecutive monthly tests.

the
5 the

SiX
for
ved

MO

BRD

40 CFR 63.1350(a)(4)(i

If visible emissions have been observed during a test, has a s
Jminute Method 9 test been conducted within one hour of obse
the visible emissions?

X-
rving

MO

GRD

40 CFR 63.1350(a)(4)(i

If visible emissions have been observed during a test, has a s
inute Method 9 test been conducted within one hour of obse
the visible emissions?

X-
rving

MO

MHO

40 CFR 63.1350(a)(4)(i

If visible emissions have been observed during a test, has a s
minute Method 9 test been conducted within one hour of obse
the visible emissions?

X-
rving

WP

40 CFR 63.1350(b)

Does the source comply with all provisions of the Operations and

Maintenance Plan devgled under 40 CFR 63.1350(a)?

MO

40 CFR 63.1350(c)(1)

Has a COM been calibrated, maintained and continuously op¢
at the outlet of the PMCD, in accordance with PS-1 and with

subpart A of 40 CFR 63? Has opacity been monitored at eacl point

where emissions are vented, including alkali bypasses (if preq
Option: 40 CFR 63.1350(c)(2)(i)-(ii), if the control device exha
through a monovent, or if use of a COM in accordance with th

trated

ent)?
Lists
e

specifications of PS-1 is not feasible.

Page 11
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

40 CFR 63.1350(c)(2)(i)
(if)

If the source uses a fabric filter with multiple stacks, or an ESH
with multiple stacks, are daily Method 9 tests of each stack
conducted while the source is operating at the highest load or
[capacity level reasonably expected to occur within the day? H
duration of the Method 9 test been at least 30 minutes? Havsg
Method 9 procedures been used to monitor and record the avi
opacity for each six-minute period during the test?

A4

as the

brage

MO

40 CFR 63.1350(c)(3)

Is compliance with the 20 percent opacity standard determine
the average opacity fany six-minute block period within the te
period?

0 by
5t

MO

CcC

40 CFR 63.1350(d)(1)

Has a COM been calibrated, maintained and continuously opé
at the outlet of the PMCD, in accordance with PS-1 and with

trated

subpart A of 40 CFR 63? Has opacity been monitored at eacl point

where emissions are vented? Option: 40 CFR 63.1350(c)(2)(
if the control device exhausts through a monovent, or if use of
COM in accordance with the specifications of PS-1 is not feas

D-(ii),
a
ble.

MO

CcC

40 CFR 63.1350(d)(2)(i)
()

If the source uses a fabric filter with multiple stacks, or an ESH
with multiple stacks, are daily Method 9 tests of each stack
conducted while the source is operating at the highest load or
[capacity level reasonably expected to occur within the day? H
duration of the Method 9 test been at least 30 minutes? Havg
Method 9 procedures been used to monitor and record the avi
opacity for each six-minute period during the test?

)

as the

brage

MO

CcC

40 CFR 63.1350(d)(3)

Is compliance with the 10 percent opacity standard determine
the average opacity fany six-minute block period within the te
period?

0 by
3

Page 12




PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

<

O

RFM

40 CFR 63.1350(e)

Has a daily Method 22 test of the mill sweep and air separato
PMCDs been conducted while the source is operating at the |
load or capacity level reasonably expected to occur within the
Has the duration of the Method 22 test been 6 minutes?

MO

RFM

40 CFR 63.1350(€)(1)-(4

If visible emissions were observed during a Method 22 test, w
,;he corrective actions specified in the OMP initiated within ong
[hour, and was a Method 9 test of each stack from which visibl
emissions were observed conducted within 24-hours?

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.1350(f)(1)

Has a monitor been calibrated, maintained and continuously
operated to record the temperature of the kiln, in-line kiln/raw
and alkali bypass (if present) exhaust gas at the inlet to, or
upstream of, the associated PMCDs?

mill

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.1350(f)(1)(i)

times the run average temperatures AND average run averag
temperature determined from tiperformance test?

Does the recorder have a response range that includes zero and 1.5

e

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.1350(f)(L)(ii)

Is the reference method a National Institute of Standards and
Technology calibrated reference thermocouple-potentiometer
system or alternate referenggpeoved by the EPA?

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.1350(f)(2)

Has the temperature of the kiln, in-line kiln/raw mill and alkali
bypass (if present) exhaust gas at the inlet to, or upstream of,
associated PMCDs been continugusglcorded?

the

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.1350(f)(3)-(4

Is the three-hour rolling average temperature calculated as th
average of 180 successive one-minute average temperatures
ignoring periods of time when one-minute averages are not
available?

1]

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.1350(f)(5)

begun anew whenever the operating status of the raw mill wa
charged from on to off or vice versa?

Was the calculation of the three-hour rolling average temperafure

D

M/A

MO

Has the calibration of all thermocouples and other temperatur

[

40 CFR 63.1350(f)(6)

sensors been verified at least once gtie@ree months?

Page 13




PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

M/A

O

<
O

GK/GRD

40 CFR 63.1350(h)(1)

Has a THC CEM been maintained and continuously operated
accordance with PS-8A and with subpart A of 40 CFR 63? N
the calculation of hourly rolling averages in accordance with
section 4.9 of PS-8A is notaeired.

in
DTE:

M/A

MO

GK/GRD

40 CFR 63.1350(h)(3)

Is compliance with the THC emission limit of 50 ppmvd

determined from any thirty-day block average THC concentration

of any exhaust gas from the raw material dryer, and the main
exhaust of the kiln or in-line kiln/raw mill?

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.1350(h)(3)(i

Has an inspection of the components of the combustion syste
been conducted at least ompez year?

MO

BRD

40 CFR 63.1350())

Has opacity been monitored in accordance with the PCM MA(
as pecified in the @erations and Maintenance Plan?

MO

GRD

40 CFR 63.1350())

Has opacity been monitored in accordance with the PCM MA(
as pecified in the @erations and Maintenance Plan?

MO

MHO

40 CFR 63.1350())

Has opacity been monitored in accordance with the PCM MA(
as pecified in the @erations and Maintenance Plan?

MO

40 CFR 63.1350(K)

Has a PM CEM been calibrated, maintained and continuously
operated? NOTE: The compliance deadline for installing the
CEMS and all requirements relating to its performance and
implementation is deferred pending further rulemaking.

M/A

CAL

MO

40 CFR 63.1350(1)(1)

Has the plant requested an alternative monitoring requiremen
so, and if an alternate (longer) averaging period is being used
documented that a longer averaging period will ensure that
emissions do not exceed levels achieved during the performa
test over any increment of time equivalent to the time required
conduct three runs of the performance test?

t? If
,is it

ice
to

M/A

CAL

MO

40 CFR 63.1350(1)(2)

Has the plant requested an alternative monitoring requiremen
so, was the original monitoring requirement, as specified in th
rule, used until approval to use an alternate monitoring

t? If

D

requirement was received?
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

CAL

Y]
jv)

>

40 CFR 63.1350(1)(3)

Has the plant requested an alternative monitoring requiremer
Was the application for approval of alternate monitoring
requirement(s) submitted no later than the notification of the
performance test?

t?

M/A

CAL

RK

40 CFR 63.1350(1)(3)(i)-
(iii)

Has the plant requested an alternative monitoring requiremer
Does the application for approval of alternate monitoring
requirements contain: (1) information justifying the request; (3
description of the proposed alternative monitoring requiremen

including the operating parameter to be monitored, the monitgring

approach and technique, the averaging period for the limit, ar
how the limit is to be calculated; and (3) documentation that t
alternative monitoring requirement would provide equivalent d

better assurance of compliance with the relevant emission stagndard.

t?

) a
t

d
he
r

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.1353(b)(1)

Has the facility complied with the initial notifications required
63.9(b) through (d)? NOTE: a Title V permit application may
used in lieu of the initial notification required under this rule
provided it contains the same information.

y
he

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.1353(b)(2)

Has the facility complied with the performance test notification
required ty 63.7 and 63.9(e)?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.1353(b)(3)

Has the facility complied with the notifications for opacity and
visible emission observationsorgred by 63.6(h)(5) and 63.9(f)?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.1353(b)(4)

Has the facility made notification of the date the continuous
emission monitor (CEM) performance evaluation is scheduled
beagin?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.1353(b)(5)

Has the facility made notification of its compliance status, as

required by 63.9(h)?

M/A

PT

RP

40 CFR 63.1354(b)(1)

Have the results of performance tests been reported along willh the

Notification of Conpliance Status?
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

M/A

>

40 CFR 63.1354(b)(10

If the total continuous monitoring system downtime for any CH
or any continuous monitoring system (CMS) for the reporting
period is ten percent or greater of the total operating time for
reporting period, was an excess emissions and continuous

monitoring system performance report submitted along with th
summary report required by 40 CFR 63.1354(b)(9)?

e

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.1354(b)(2)

Have the opacity performance test results been reported as re
by 63.10(d)(3)?

quired

M/A

CEX

RP

40 CFR 63.1354(b)(3)

Has the facility requested a compliance extension? If so, hav
progress reports required as a condition of receiving an exten
been submitted by the dates specified in the written extension
conpliance?

b the
5ion
of

M/A

CSM

RP

40 CFR 63.1354(b)(4)

If a startup, shutdown, or malfunction occurred during the
reporting period, and if actions taken were consistent with the|
Startup, Shutdown and Malfunction Plan, was such informatid
stated in a semiannual reported submitted to the delegated
authority?

M/A

CSM

RP

40 CFR 63.1354(b)(5)

If a startup, shutdown, or malfunction occurred and the action
taken were not consistent with the Startup, Shutdown and
Malfunction Plan, was a report stating the actions taken subm
within 2 working days, followed by a certified letter explaining
circumstances of the event, the reasons for not following the
startup, shutdown, and malfunction plan, and whether any ex
emissions and/or parameter monitoring exceedances are beli
have occurred?

itted
the

Cess
bved to

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.1354(b)(6)

Has a report of the performance evaluation results for the
continuous monitoring system been submitted simultaneously
the results of theerformance test?

with

M/A

PT

RP

40 CFR 63.1354(b)(7)

If a COM is used to determine compliance during any perform
test, have the results of the COM system performance evalua

ance
ion

been reorted?
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

>

40 CFR 63.1354(b)(8)

If a CEM is used and an exceedance was observed, was an e

emissions and continuous monitoring system performance report

submitted for any event when the continuous monitoring systg
data indicated that the source was not in compliance with the
applicable emission limitation or operating parameter limit?

XCesS

m

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.1354(b)(9)

Has a semiannual report been submitted, containing the
information specified in 40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(vi) and (1) all
exceedances of maximum control device inlet gas temperatur
limits specified in 63.1344(a) and (b); (2) all failures to calibra
thermocouples and other temperature sensors as required un
63.1350(f)(7) of this subpart; (3) the results of any combustion
system component inspections conducted within the reporting

period as required under 63.1350(i); and (4) all failures to conpiply

with any provision of the operation and maintenance plan
developed in accordance with 63.1350(a)?

(o} 3%
) @
=

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.1355(a)

Does the facility maintain files of all information (including all
reports and notifications) required by this section recorded in
form suitable and readily available for inspection and review?
Have the files been retained for at least five years following th

date of each occurrence, measurement, maintenance, corrective

action, report, or record? NOTE: at a minimum, the most rec
two years of data shall be retained on site.

1%

Nt
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

40 CFR 63.1355(b)(1)-(3

Does the facility maintain records for each affected source as
required by 863.10(b)(2) and (b)(3) of this part, including all
documentation supporting initial notifications and notifications
compliance status under 863.9 of this part; all records of
ppplicability determination, including supporting analyses; an(

the a waiver has been granted under §63.8(f)(6), any informati

demonstrating whether a source is meeting the requirements
waiver of recordkeeping or reporting requirements?

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.1355(c)

Does the facility maintain all records required for continuous
monitoring systems aspecified ty 63.10(c)?

RP

20 CFR
63.1(c)(2)(iii)

If the facility is an area source, has it applied for a Title V per
in accordance with 40 CFR 70?

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.1(b)(3)
40 CFR 63.10(b)(3)

For relevant standards or requirements that the source has
determined do not apply, does a record exist of the analysis
demonstrating why the source is believed to be unaffected? N
this determination of nonapplicability must be kept on site for
period of 5 years after the determination. If relevant, the anal
shall be performed in accordance with requirements establish
the PCM MACT and, if relevant, should be performed in
accordance with EPA guidance materials published to assist

sources in making applicability determinations under section 1

OTE:
3]
Sis

ed in

12.

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.1(c)(1)

Does the source comply with the provisions of 40 CFR 63, Su
A, and the pplicable PCM MACT standards?

bpart

M/A

CEX

WP

40 CFR 63.1(c)(4)

If a compliance extension has been obtained in accordance w
provisions of 40 CFR 63 Subpart D, has the source complied
all requirements of 40 CFR 63, Subpart A, except for those
requirements gecifically overridden i the extension?

ith the
vith

RP

40 CFR 63.1(e)

Has the facility applied for a Title VV permit in accordance with

40

CER 707
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

M/A

O

Py
T

>

40 CFR 63.10(a)(4)(i)

If the Statehas notbeen delegated authority to implement and
enforce recordkeeping and reporting requirements under the
MACT, have the required reports been submitted to the EPA7

PCM

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10(a)(4)(ii)

If the Statehas been delegated authority to implement and enf
recordkeeping and reporting requirements under the PCM MA
have the required reports been submitted to both the State arj
EPA?

brce
\CT,
d the

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.10(a)(5)

Does the State have an established timeline for the submissia
periodic reports that is consistent with the reporting frequenci
specified in the PCM MACT? If so, does the source comply W
this established timeline, or with the dates specified in the PC|
MACT? NOTE: the allowance to submit reports on the State
timeline applies beginning June 14, 2003.

n of
bS
th
M
S

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.10(a)(6)

Does the owner or operator supervise one or more sources s\
to a standard established pursuant to section 1127 If so, has
owner/operator arranged with the delegated authority a comm
schedule on which periodic reports required for each source W
submitted? NOTE: this allowance applies beginning one yea
after the latest compliance date for any relevant standard
established pursuant to section 112.

bject
the
on
ill be

=

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.10(a)(7)

Does the owner or operator supervise one or more sources su

to a standard established pursuant to section 112 of the Act, as

amended, and standards set under either part 60 or part 617?
has the owner/operator arranged with the delegated authority
common schedule on which periodic reports required for each
source will be submitted? NOTE: this allowance applies

beginning one year after the latest compliance date for any re
standard established pursuant to section 112, part 60 or part

bject
If so,

a

evant
G1.
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

M/A

O

Py
A

>

40 CFR 63.10(b)(1)

Are records kept readily available for inspection? Are records
required information kept for five years, with the most recent 3
years of data retained on site?

of

M/A

CSM

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(i)

Were records of the occurrence and duration of each startup,
shutdown, and malfunctiomeration maintained?

M/A

CSM

RK

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(ii)

Were records of the occurrence and duration of each malfunc
air pollution control guipment maintained?

ion of

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(iii)

Are records of all maintenance performed on air pollution con
egquipment maintained?

rol

M/A

CSM

RK

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(iv)

Were records of the actions taken during periods of startup,

shutdown, and malfunction when such actions are different fr
the procedures in the Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plg
maintained?

M/A

PT

RK

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(ix)

Do records exist of all measurements as may be necessary to
determine the conditions of performance tests and performan
evaluations?

M/A

CSM

RK

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(v)

Were records of all information necessary to demonstrate
conformance with the Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunction PI4
maintained when such actions were consistent with the proce
in the Startp, Shutdown and Malfunction Plan?

N
dures

M/A

CSM

RK

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(vi)

If the source has a CMS, and it malfunctioned or was inopera
was a record made of each period during which it malfunction
or was inoperative (including all out-of-control periods)?

ive,
ed,

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(vii)

Do records exist of all required measurements needed to

demonstrate compliance with a relevant standard (including,
not limited to, 15-minute averages of CMS data, as applicablg
performance testing measurements, and raw performance
evaluation measurements that support data that the source ig

but
, raw

required to report)?
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

O

Py
A

>

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(viii)

Do records exist of all results of performance tests, CMS
performance evaluations, as applicable, and opacity and visib
emission observations?

e

M/A

O

Py
A

>

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(x)

If the source has a CMS, do records exist of all CMS calibratid
checks?

n

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(xi)

If the source has a CMS, do records exist of all adjustments &
maintenanc@erformed on the CMS?

nd

M/A

Co

RK

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(xii)

Has the source has been granted a waiver of recordkeeping gnd

reporting (as specified in 40 CFR 63.10[f])? If so, do records
demonstrating that the source is meeting the requirements fo
waiver of recordkegng or reporting requirements?

bXist
a

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.10(b)(2)(xiv)

Do records exist of all documentation supporting initial
notifications and notifications of compliance required under 4(
CFR 63.9?

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.10(c)(1)

If the source is required to install a CMS, do records exist of §
required CMS measurements (including monitoring data reco
during unavoidable CMS breakdowns and out-of-control perio

rded
s)?

M/A

CSM

RK

40 CFR 63.10(c)(10)

If the source is required to install a CMS, does a record exist
nature and cause of any malfunction (if known)? NOTE: the
Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan, or records kept to
the recordkeeping requirements of the Startup, Shutdown, ar
Malfunction Plan, may be used provided that such plan and re
adequately address this requirement.

bf the

atisfy
d
cords

M/A

CSM

RK

40 CFR 63.10(c)(11)

If the source is required to install a CMS, does a record exist
corrective action taken or preventive measures adopted? NO
the Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan, or records kept

satisfy the recordkeeping requirements of the Startup, Shutdgwn,

and Malfunction Plan, may be used provided that such plan a|
records adequately address this requirement.

bf the
TE:
to

nd
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

M/A

CSM

40 CFR 63.10(c)(12)

If the source is required to install a CMS, does a record exist
nature of the repairs or adjustments to the CMS that was
inoperative or out of control? NOTE: the Startup,
Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan, or records kept to satisfy thq
recordkeeping requirements of the Startup, Shutdown, and
Malfunction Plan, may be used provided that such plan and re
adequately address this requirement.

bf the

cords

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.10(c)(13)

If the source is required to install a CMS, does a record exist
total process peratirg time durirg the reporting period?

bf the

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.10(c)(14)

If the source is required to install a CMS, does a record exist
procedures that are part of a quality control program developq
implemented for the CMS under 40 CFR G8)8

pf all
d and

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.10(c)(5)

If the source is required to install a CMS, does a record exist
date and time identifying each period during which the CMS W
inoperative, except for zero (low-level) and high-level checks?

bf the
as

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.10(c)(6)

If the source is required to install a CMS, does a record exist
date and time identifying each period during which the CMS W
out-of-contro| as defined in 40 CFR 638(7)?

bf the
as

M/A

CSM

RK

40 CFR 63.10(c)(7)

If the source is required to install a CMS, does a record exist
specific identification (i.e., the date and time of commenceme
and completion) of each period of excess emissions and para
monitoring exceedances, as defined in the relevant standard(
occurs during startups, shutdowns, and malfunctions of the af
source?

bf the
Nt
Mmeter
5), that
fected

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.10(c)(8)

If the source is required to install a CMS, does a record exist
specific identification (i.e., the date and time of commenceme
and completion) of each time period of excess emissions and
parameter monitoring exceedances, as defined in the relevan
standard(s), that occurs during periotiser thanstartups,
shutdowns, and malfunctions of the affected source?

bf the
ht
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

>

40 CFR 63.10(d)(2)

Has a Title V permit been issued to the source? If not, has th

source reported the results of a required performance test to the
EPA? Have the results been reported before the close of business
on the 60th day following the completion of the performance t¢st,

unless otherwise specified?

D

M/A

PT

RP

40 CFR 63.10(d)(2)

Has a Title V permit been issued to the source? If so, has thi1
e

source reported the results of a required performance test to
delegated authority? Have the results been reported before th

close of business on the 60th day following the completion of the

performance test, unless otherwise specified?

e

M/A

PT

RP

40 CFR 63.10(d)(2)

Have the results of the performance test been submitted as part of

the Notification of Compliance Status?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10(d)(3)

Have opacity or visible emission results (produced using Meth
or Method 22, or an alternative to these test methods) along
the results of the performance test been reported? If no

performance test is required, or if visibility or other conditions
prevent the opacity or visible emission observations from bein
conducted concurrently with the required performance test, hd
the opacity or visible emission results been reported before th

close of business on the 30th day following the completion of the

opacity or visible emission observations?

od 9
vith

)
Jve

v

e

M/A

CEX

RP

40 CFR 63.10(d)(4)

Has the source received a compliance extension under 40 CH
63.6(i)? If so, have the progress reports required as a conditi
receiving an extension of compliance been submitted to the
delegated authority by the dates specified in the written exten
of compliance?

R
bn of

Bion

Page 23




PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

CSM

>

40 CFR 63.10(d)(5)(i)

If a Startup, Shutdown and Malfunction Report was submitted
actions taken during the startup, shutdown or malfunctiene
consistentwith the Startup, Shutdown and Malfunction Plan, d
the report include a letter containing the name, title, and sign
of the owner or operator or other responsible official who is
certifying its accuracy?

| and

id
ature

M/A

CSM

RP

40 CFR 63.10(d)(5)(i)

If a startup, shutdown, or malfunction occurred during the
reporting period and if actions takemre consistentwith the
Startup, Shutdown and Malfunction Plan, was a startup, shutd

and malfunction report delivered or postmarked to the delegated

authority by the 30th day following the end of each calendar h
(or other calendar reporting period, as appropriate), or more
frequently, as established by the delegated authority? NOTE:
the source is required to submit excess emissions and CMS
performance (or other periodic) reports, the startup, shutdowrf
malfunction report may be submitted simultaneously with the
excess emissions and CMS performance (or other) reports.

own,

Alf

, and

M/A

CSM

RP

40 CFR 63.10(d)(5)(i)
40 CFR 63.6(e)(3)(iii)

If a Startup, Shutdown and Malfunction Report was submitted
actions taken during the startup, shutdown or malfunctiene
consistentwith the Startup, Shutdown and Malfunction Plan, d
the report state that actions taken were consistent?

| and

id

M/A

CSM

RP

40 CFR 63.10(d)(5)(ii)

If a startup, shutdown, or malfunction occurred and actions ws¢
taken whichwere not consistentvith the Startup, Shutdown and
Malfunction Plan, did the report submitted describe whether §
excess emissions and/or parameter monitoring exceedances
believed to have occurred?

pre

Ny
are

M/A

CSM

RP

40 CFR 63.10(d)(5)(ii)

If a startup, shutdown, or malfunction occurred and actions ws¢
taken whichwere not consistentvith the Startup, Shutdown and
Malfunction Plan, did the report submitted contain an explang

pre

tion

of the circumstances of the event?
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

CSM

>

40 CFR 63.10(d)(5)(ii)

If a startup, shutdown, or malfunction occurred and actions ws¢
taken whichwere not consistentvith the Startup, Shutdown and
Malfunction Plan, did the report submitted contain the name,

and signature of the owner or operator or other responsible official

who is certif/ina its accurag?

pre

itle,

M/A

CSM

RP

40 CFR 63.10(d)(5)(ii)

If a startup, shutdown, or malfunction occurred and actions ws¢
taken whichwere not consistentvith the Startup, Shutdown and
Malfunction Plan, did the report submitted contain the reason
not following the Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan?

pre

5 for

M/A

CSM

RP

40 CFR 63.10(d)(5)(ii)

If a startup, shutdown, or malfunction occurred and actions ws¢
taken whichwere not consistentvith the Startup, Shutdown and
Malfunction Plan, was a report stating the actions taken subm
within 2 working days after commencing the inconsistent actid
and a letter postmarked or delivered within 7 days of the end
event?

pre

itted
ns,
bf the

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10(e)(1)

If more than one CEM is used, are the results for each CEM
reported unless the data are from a bacQEM?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10(e)(2)

Have the CMS performance evaluation report and the results

performance test both been submitted to the delegated authofity?

of the

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10()(2)(ii)

If a COM system is used, have two (or 3 if requested) copies ¢

COM system performance evaluation report been submitted to the

delegated authority at least 15 days before the performance td
conducted?

f the

st was

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(i)

If a CMS is used, has an excess emissions and continuous
monitoring system performance report and/or a summary rep

Drt

been submitted to the dgklted authont semiannuayl?

Page 25




PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

M/A

O

>

40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(i)(A

If a CMS is used and more frequent reporting is specifically
required by a relevant standard, has an excess emissions andl
continuous monitoring system performance report and/or a

summary report been submitted on this more frequent reporting

basis?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)())(B

If a CMS is used and the delegated authority has determined that

more frequent reporting is necessary to accurately assess the

source's compliance status, has an excess emissions and continuous

monitoring system performance report and/or a summary repgrt

been submitted on thep@rting basis defined?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(i)(G

If CMS data is used to demonstrate compliance, and the sourte

experienced excess emissions, has an excess emissions repqrt been
submitted to the delegated authority quarterly, until a requestt

reduce the morting frequens/ has been@proved?

(0]

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(ii)(A
©)

If a source has requested a reduction in the excess emissions

reporting frequency, in the event quarterly or more frequent excess

emissions reports have been required, have the following

conditions been met: (A) The affected source's excess emissipns

and continuous monitoring system performance reports contirjually

=

demonstrate that the source is in compliance with the relevan
standard, for one full year; (B) the owner or operator continuep
comply with all recordkeeping and monitoring requirements

to

specified in 40 CFR 63 Subpart A and the relevant standard; pnd
(C) the delegated authority does not object to a reduced frequgncy

of reporting for the affected source, as provided in 40 CFR
63.10(e)(3)(iii)?
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(iii)

If a source has reduced its excess emissions reporting freque

the event quarterly or more frequent reports were required, was the

delegated authority notified in writing of the intention to make

such a reduction, and did the delegated authority approve of the

intended change? NOTE: In deciding whether to approve a
reduced frequency of reporting the delegated authority may re
information concerning the source's entire previous performar
history during the 5-year recordkeeping period prior to the
intended change, including performance test results, monitori
data, and evaluations of an owner or operator's conformance
operation and maintenance requirements.

ey, in

View
ce

ng
Wwith

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(iv)

If the CMS data indicate that the source is not in compliance
any emission limitation or operating parameter specified in thq
relevant standard, has the frequency of reporting been in

accordance with the frequency specified in the relevant stand
and has an excess emissions and continuous monitoring syst
performance (and summary) report for the noncomplying emig
points been submitted at the next appropriate reporting perioq
following the noncomplying event?

ith

174

ard,
Em
sion

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(V)

If an excess emissions and monitoring system performance rg
and/or summary report has been required, did it include all th
information required in 40 CFR 63.10(c)(5) through (c)(13), in

CFR 63.8(c)(7) and (c)(8), and in the relevant standard? Further,

did the reports contain the name, title, and signature of the
responsible official who is certifying the accuracy of the report

When no excess emissions or exceedances of a parameter have

occurred, or a CMS has not been inoperative, out-of-control,
repaired, or adjusted, was such information stated in the repo

port

a)

-

40

P

1¥4
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and (H)

time of the affected source during the

reporting period?

= ()
c
A
S|l e 3
. = | 9 o Compliance
s |[<|2| 8| » p
g o | .8 f5) =
3 _% el 2 S | Regulatory Citation Requirement Comments
@) ()
o |s|S|e| & In | Out
If an excess emissions and monitoring system performance report
and/or summary report has been required, was it delivered or
M/Al O | RP A 40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(v .
©E)W) postmarked by the 30th day following the end of each calendgr half
or quarter as @propriate?
. |If a CMS is used, has a summary report been submitted as required
M/A RP A 40 CFR 63.1 N
/Al O 0 CFR €310V nger 40 CFR 63.10 (€)(3)(vil) and (€)(3)(viii)?
If a CMS is used, has the summary report submitted been enfitled
"Summary Report--Gaseous and Opacity Excess Emission and
40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(vi)(Afcontinuous Monitoring System Performance” and did it contafn the
MiAl © [ RP A and (B) company name and address of the affected source and an
identification of each hazardous air pollutant monitored at the
affected source?
., Alf a CMS is used, did the summary report submitted contain the
40 CFR 63.10(e)(3 d _ . . .
M/A| O RP A and (I(D))( i) eginning and ending dates of the reporting period and a brief
descrption of theprocess units?
If a CMS is used, did the summary report submitted contain the
wal o | rP A 40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(vi)(Eemission and operating parameter limitations specified in the
and (F) relevant standard(s) and the monitoring equipment manufactdirer(s)
and model numbés)?
If a CMS is used, did the summary report submitted contain the
wal o | re A 40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(vi)(Gyate of the latest CMS certification or audit and the total operating
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(vi)(l

If a CMS is used, did the summary report submitted contain a
emission data summary (or similar summary if the owner or
operator monitors control system parameters), including the t
duration of excess emissions during the reporting period (recd
in minutes for opacity and hours for gases), the total duration
I)excess emissions expressed as a percent of the total source
operating time during that reporting period, and a breakdown
the total duration of excess emissions during the reporting pe
into those that are due to startup/shutdown, control equipmen
problems, process problems, other known causes, and other
unknown causes?

=)

Dtal
rded
of

of
iod

—  —

M/A

RP

If a CMS is used, did the summary report submitted contain a
performance summary (or similar summary if the owner or
operator monitors control system parameters), including the t

for opacity and hours for gases), the total duration of CMS

40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(vi)(Jylowntime expressed as a percent of the total source operatin

during that reporting period, and a breakdown of the total CM
downtime during the reporting period into periods that are dud
monitoring equipment malfunctions, nonmonitoring equipmen
malfunctions, quality assurance/quality control calibrations, ot
known causes, and other unknown causes?

CMS downtime during the reporting period (recorded in minutes

CMS

ptal

h time
S
b {0
1
her

M/A

RP

40 CFR
63.10(e)(3)(vi)(K), (L) an
(M)

If a CMS is used, did the summary report submitted contain a
description of any changes in CMS, processes, or controls sin
Hast reporting period, the name, title, and signature of the

responsible official who is certifying the accuracy of the report

ce the

and

the date of the report?

Page 29
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In

Out

Comments

M/A

>

40 CFR 63.10(€)(3)(vii)

Was a summary report submitted semiannually, or more freqyently
as defined in 40 CFR 63.10(e)(3)(i), if the total duration of excess
emissions or process or control system parameter exceedancegs for

the reporting period was less than 1% of the total operating tiine

for the reporting period, and CMS downtime for the reporting
period was less than 10% of the total operating time for the
reporting period?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.10(€)(3)(viil

Were the excess emissions and continuous monitoring system
performance reports, AND the summary report submitted
semiannually, or more frequently as defined in 40 CFR

63.10(e)(3)(i), if the total duration of excess emissions or process or
control system parameter exceedances for the reporting period was

1% or greater of the total operating time for the reporting periqd,

and CMS downtime for the reporting period was 1&9greater of
the total @eratirg time for the rporting period?

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.4(a)(L)(i)-(ii)

If the source is operating in violation of 40 CFR 63, Subpart A
requirements, is it doipso under an extension of cpliance?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.4(a)(2)

Does the source keep records, perform notifications, conduct
reporting and revise reports as required by the PCM MACT?

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.4(a)(3)

Does the source operate in compliance with the PCM MACT &nd

the applicable requirements of the Title V operating permit
program?

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.4(a)(5)

Was the source in compliance with the applicable emission
standards of the PCM MACT by June 14, 2002, unless an
exenption from or extension of copliance has beegranted?

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.4(b)

Has the owner/operator done anything to conceal an emission that

would otherwise constitute noncompliance with the PCM MAQT

standards?

CCoO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(b)(3)

After June 14, 1999 was construction of a new major source, pr
reconstruction of a major source, or reconstruction of a sourcq
making it a major source made without obtaining prior written
approval from the delgated authorit?
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Requirement

Compliance

In

Out

Comments

M/A

CCO

>

40 CFR 63.5(b)(4)

After June 14, 1999 was construction of a new affected sourcq
affected source reconstruction, or reconstruction of a source n
it an affected source made without notifying the delegated
authority? Was the notification submitted in accordance with
CFR 63.9(b), and did it include all the information required fof
application for approval of construction or reconstruction, as
specified in 40 CFR 63.5(d)?

naking

A0
an

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.5(b)(5)

After June 14, 1999 did the source comply with the provisions
the PCM MACT, unless an extension of compliance or an
exemption from compliance (under 40 CFR 63.6[i] or [j]) was
obtained?

of

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(d)(1)(i)
40 CFR 63.5(f)(2)

If a new major source was constructed, or a major source was
reconstructed, or a major source was reconstructed making it
affected source, was an application for approval of the constry
or reconstruction submitted as soon as practicable before the
construction or reconstruction? NOTE: the application shall b
submitted as soon as practicable before startup, but no later t
days after June 14, 1999, if the construction or reconstruction
commenced, and initial startup had not occurred before that d

an
ction

e

han 60
had
ate.

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(d)(1)(ii)

If a new major source was constructed, and/or a major source
reconstructed, and/or a major source was reconstructed maki
an affected source, were separate applications for approval of
construction and/or reconstruction submitted?

was
ng it
each

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(d)(L)(ii)(A

For construction of a new major source, or reconstruction of a
major source, or reconstruction of a major source making it ar
affected source, did the application for approval contain the

applicant's name and address?
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

CCO

>

40 CFR 63.5(d)(1)(ii)(B

For construction of a new major source, or reconstruction of a
major source, or reconstruction of a major source making it ar
affected source, did the application for approval contain a
notification of intention to construct a new major source or ma
any physical or operational change to a major source that me
criteria for a reconstruction, as defined in 40 CFR 63.27?

ke
pts the

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(d)(L)(ii)(C

For construction of a new major source, or reconstruction of a
major source, or reconstruction of a major source making it ar
affected source, did the application for approval contain the a
or proposed address of the source?

ldress

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(d)(L)(ii)(D

For construction of a new major source, or reconstruction of a
major source, or reconstruction of a major source making it ar
affected source, did the application for approval contain an
identification of the relevant standard that is the basis of the
application?

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(d)(1)(ii)(E)
(F)

For construction of a new major source, or reconstruction of a
major source, or reconstruction of a major source making it ar
affected source, did the application for approval contain the
expected commencement and completion dates of the constry
or reconstruction?

ction

CCoO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(d)(1)(ii)(G

For construction of a new major source, or reconstruction of a
major source, or reconstruction of a major source making it ar
affected source, did the application contain the anticipated da

e of

(initial) startw of the source?
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Requirement

Compliance

Out

Comments

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(d)(1)(ii)(H

For construction of a new major source, or reconstruction of a
major source, or reconstruction of a major source making it af
affected source, did the application for approval contain the ty|
and quantity of HAPs emitted by the source, reported in units
averaging times and in accordance with the test methods spe
in the relevant standard, or if actual emissions data were not

available, an estimate of the type and quantity of HAPs expec
be emitted reported in units and averaging times specified in {
relevant standard? NOTE: percent reduction information may
submitted if a relevant standard is established in terms of per
reduction. However operating parameters, such as flow rate,
be included in the submission to the extent that they demonst|
performance and compliance.

pe
and
Cified
et
edto
he
be
cent
shall
rate

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(d)(1)(ii)
40 CFR 63.5(d)(2)

For construction of a new major source, reconstruction of a m
source, or reconstruction of a major source making it an affec
source, was actual measured emissions data and actual cont

device efficiency data submitted no later than with the Notificati

of Compliance Status, in the event only estimates or preliming
information (instead of actual data) were initially provided?

hjor
ed
ol
on

ry

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(d)(2)

For construction of a new major source, does the application f
approval include the proposed nature, size, design, operating
design capacity, and method of operation of the source, identi
each emission point for each HAP emitted, and describe the
planned air pollution controls, with control efficiency and
supporting calculations?

fy
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

CCO

>

40 CFR 63.5(d)(3)(i)-(i

For reconstruction of a major source, does the reconstruction
application contain a description of the source and the compo,
to be replaced and a description of present and proposed emi
control systems? NOTE: The description of the control methg
shall include control efficiency (percent) and emission estimat
calculations.

hents
5sion
d

a)

-

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(d)(3)(iii)-(

If there are economic or technical limitations that prevent the
source from complying with all relevant standards or other
requirements, in the event a major source is reconstructed, th
does the application for approval of reconstruction include an
estimate of the fixed capital cost of the replacements and of
constructing an entirely new source, the estimated life of the
Jafter the replacements, and a discussion of any economic or
technical limitations the source may have in complying with
relevant standards or other requirements after the proposed
replacements? NOTE: The economic feasibility discussion s
demonstrate to the delegated authority's satisfaction that the
technical or economic limitations affect the source's ability to
comply with the relevant standard.

en

ource

hall

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.5(e)(2)(ii)

For construction of a new major source or reconstruction of a
source, if the facility was notified as having submitted an

incomplete application, was the additional information require
submitted to the delegated authority within 30 calendar days d
notification?

major

d

="

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.6(b)(1)

For new or reconstructed sources that have an initial stagfiape
June 14, 1999, was compliance achieved with all relevant sta
not later than June 14, 1999? Op
40 CFR 63.60)(3) or (b)(4)

hdards
ion:
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In

Out

Comments

<

0O
(@)
@]

Py}
o

>

40 CFR 63.6(0)(2)

For new or reconstructed sources that have an initial staftieyp

June 14, 1999, was compliance achieved with all relevant stapdards

upon startup?
Ontion: 40 CFR 63.6)(3) or (b)(4)

CCO

WP

40 CFR 63.6(b)(3)(i)-(ii

If the construction or reconstruction began after March 24, 19p8

but before June 14, 1999, AND the promulgated standard is more

stringent than the proposed standard, AND the source complies

with the proposed standard, then compliance may be achievefd not

later than June 14, 2002.

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.6(b)(5)

For new source construction that began after March 24, 199§ but
before June 14, 1999, has the delegated authority been notifi¢d in

accordance with 40 CFR 63d9?

RP

40 CFR 63.6(b)(7)

If an unaffected new area source increased its emissions (actpal or

potential) such that the source became major and subject to gn
emission standard, did the source comply with the relevant

emission standard immediately upon becoming a major sourcg?

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.6(c)(1)

For existing sources, was compliance with relevant standards

established under section 112(d) or 112(h) demonstrated by June

14, 200272

WP

40 CFR 63.6(c)(5)

If an unaffected existing area source increased its emissions (actual
or potential) such that the source became major and subject tp an
emission standard, did the source comply with relevant emisgion
standards within 3 years of the emissions increase? NOTE: if the
existing area source became major by the addition of a new spurce

or by reconstructing, the new portion of the existing facility shall

comply with the new source standards, including the compliarjce

date for new sources.

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.6(e)(1)())

At all times, including periods of startup, shutdown, and

malfunction, was the source operated, to the extent practicable, in a

manner consistent with good air pollution control practices for
minimizing emissions?
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In

Out

Comments

M/A

0O
wn
<

=
T

> |Affected Source

40 CFR 63.6(e)(L)(ii)

Were malfunctions corrected as soon as practicable in accord
with the Startp, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan?

ance

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.6(e)(3)(i)

Was a written Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan devel
and implemented by June 14, 2002 that describes, in detall,
procedures for operating and maintaining the source during p
of startup, shutdown, and malfunction, and a program of corrg
action for malfunctioning process and air pollution control
equipment as required to comply with the PCM MACT?
Option: The source's standard operating procedures (SOP) N

pped

eriods
ctive

hanual,

or an OSHA or other plan may be used, provided it meets all {he

requirements of 63.6(e)(3) [63.6(e)(3)(Vi)].

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.6(e)(3)(i)

Is the Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan incorporated
reference in the source's Titlepérmit?

Dy

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.6(e)(3)(i)

Does the Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan identify all
routine or otherwiseredictable malfunctions?

M/A

CSM

WP

40 CFR 63.6(e)(3)((ii)

During periods of startup, shutdown, and malfunction, was thg
source operated in accordance with the procedures of the St
Shutdown and Malfunction Plan ?

rtup,

M/A

CSM

WP

40 CFR 63.6(e)(3)(iii)

Are records kept demonstrating that procedures specified in t
Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan are followed? Do th
records include the occurrence and duration of each startup,

shutdown, or malfunction of the air pollution control equipmen

he
ese

t?

M/A

CSM

WP

40 CFR 63.6(e)(3)(iv)
40 CFR 63.1354(b)(5)

If actions taken during startup, shutdown, or malfunction were
consistent with the procedures specified in the Startup, Shutd

not
pwn

and Malfunction Plan, were actions taken for that event recordled

and reported to the delegated authority within 2 working days
commencing such actions, and followed by a certified letter to
delegated authority within 7 working days after the end of the
event?

after
the
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Requirement

Compliance

In

Out

Comments

M/A

O

=
T

>

40 CFR 63.6(e)(3)(v)

Is the Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan available for

inspection by the delegated authority? If the plan was revised, was

the superseded plan kept and available to the delegated auth
for ingpection for Syears after the revision?

Drity

M/A

CSM

RP

40 CFR 63.6(e)(3)(vii)

If required by the delegated authority or EPA, were changes t
Startwp, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan made accaghit

b the

M/A

CSM

RP

40 CFR 63.6(e)(3)(viii)

If the Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan failed to addrgss a

malfunction event that was not originally included in the plan,
the plan revised within 45 days after the event to address sim
malfunction events?

was
ar

M/A

PT

RP

40 CFR 63.6(f)(2)(iii)

Did the source conduct performance testing at startup to obta

na

Title V operating permit? If so, such performance testing resylts
may be used to demonstrate compliance with a relevant standard if

(A) the performance test was conducted within a reasonable

amount of time before an initial performance test is required t¢ be
conducted under the relevant standard; (B) the performance test

was conducted under representative operating conditions for
source; (C) the performance test was conducted and the resu
data were reduced using EPA-approved test methods and
procedures, as specified in 40 CFR 63.7(e); and (D) the
performance test was appropriately quality-assured, as specif
40 CFR 63.7(c).

he
ting

ed in
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

RP

40 CFR 63.6(g)(2)

For sources requesting an alternate nonopacity emission star
was the following information submitted? The proposed test f
or the results of testing and monitoring in accordance with 40
63.7 and 63.8, a description of the procedures followed in the
testing or monitoring, and a description of pertinent conditions
during the testing or monitoring. NOTE: any testing or monitd
conducted to request permission to use an alternative nonopa
emission standard must be appropriately quality-assured and
quality-controlled.

dard,
lan,
CFR

ring
city

WP

40 CFR 63.6(h)(2)(i)

For sourcesequired to use a COM, is compliance with the opal
emission standards determined from the COM data?

City

RP

40 CFR 63.6(h)(2)(iii)

Did the source conduct opacity or visible emissions testing at
startup to obtain a Title V operating permit? If so, such testin
results may be used to demonstrate compliance with a releva
standard if (A) the opacity or visible emission test was conduc
within a reasonable amount of time before a performance test
required to be conducted under the relevant standard; (B) the
opacity or visible emission test was conducted under represer
operating conditions for the source; (C) the opacity or visible
emission test was conducted and the resulting data were redy
using EPA-approved test methods and procedures, as specifi
40 CFR 63.7(e); and (D) the opacity or visible emission test w,
appropriately quality-assured, as specified in 40 CFR 63.7(c).

Y
L

ted
was

tative
ced

bd in
S

RP

40 CFR 63.6(h)(4)

Was the delegated authority notified in writing of the anticipats
date for conductigopacity or visible emission observations?

WP

40 CFR 63.6(h)(5)(i)

Were opacity or visible emission observations conducted
concurrently with the initial performance test?

Option: 40 CFR 63.61)(5)(i)(B)

Page 38




PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

RP

40 CFR 63.6(h)(5)(i)(B

If visibility or other conditions determined by the visible emissi
observer prevented the opacity or visible emission observatior]

from being conducted concurrently with the initial performancé

test, were the opacity or visible emission observations resched
as soon after the initial performance test as possible, but not |
than 30 days thereafter? Was the delegated authority notified
the rescheduled date? Were the rescheduled opacity or visibl
emission observations conducted (to the extent possible) und
same operating conditions that existed during the initial
performance test?

DNS
S

uled
ater
of

e
br the

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.6(h)(6)

Were records, deemed necessary to determine the conditions
which visual observations were made, available upon request
delegated authority, including evidence indicating proof of cur
visible observer emission certification?

under
by the
fent

M/A

CEX

WP

40 CFR 63.6(i)(1)

If a compliance extension was requested, did the source comj
with all applicable requirements of the PCM MACT until the
conpliance extension had begranted?

M/A

CEX

RP

40 CFR 63.6(i)(4)(i)(A)

Has a compliance extension been requested? If so, did the s
apply to have it's Title V permit revised to incorporate the
conditions of the copliance extension?

urce

M/A

CEX

RP

40 CFR 63.6(i)(4)()(B)

Has a compliance extension been requested, and is the sourg
including emission points in an emissions average? If so, did
source submit a request in writing for a compliance extension
later than 18 months before June 2@027?

the
not

M/A

CEX

RP

40 CFR 63.6(i)(4)(i)(B)

Has a compliance extension been requested, and is the sotirg
including emission points in an emissions average? If so, did
source submit a request in writing for a compliance extension

the
not

later than 12 months before June 24027
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In

Out

Comments

M/A

CEX

Py
T

>

40 CFR 63.6(i)(5)

Has a five-year compliance extension been requested, in accg
with 40 CFR 63.6(i)(5)? If so, was the compliance extension
request submitted in writing not later than 120 days after Jung
1999?

rdance

14,

M/A

CEX

RP

40 CFR 63.6(i)(6)(i)(A)

Has a compliance extension been requested? If so, did the re
for a compliance extension include a description of the contro
be installed to coply with the standard?

quest
S to

M/A

CEX

RP

40 CFR 63.6(i)(6)(i)(B)(%
(4)

Has a compliance extension been requested? If so, did the re
for a compliance extension include a compliance schedule,
including the date by which each step toward compliance will
reached? NOTE: at a minimum, the list of dates shall includg
the date by which contracts for emission control systems or pr
changes for emission control will be awarded, or the date by v
)orders will be issued for the purchase of component parts to
accomplish emission control or process changes; (2) the date
which on-site construction, installation of emission control
equipment, or a process change is to be initiated; (3) the date
which on-site construction, installation of emission control

quest
pe

- (1)
pCess
hich
by

by

equipment, or a process change is to be completed; and (4) the date

by which final compliance is to be achieved.

M/A

CEX

RP

40 CFR 63.6())(6)(i)(C)

Has a compliance extension been requested? If so, did the re
for a compliance extension include a description of interim
emission control steps that were taken during the extension p
including milestones to assure proper operation and mainteng
emission control and process equipment?

quest

eriod,
nce of

M/A

CEX

RP

40 CFR 63.6(i)(6)(i)(D)

Has a compliance extension been requested? If so, did the re

quest

is also requesting an extension of other applicable requireme

for a compliance extension include whether the owner or ope}ator

(eq., performance testmreguirement$?

ts
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

CEX

>

40 CFR 63.6(i)(6)(ii)

Has a five-year compliance extension been requested in acco
with 40 CFR 63.6(i)(5)? If so, did the request for a complianc
extension include all information needed to demonstrate to th
Administrator's satisfaction that the installation of BACT or

technology to meet LAER controls the same pollutant (or strea
pollutants) that would be controlled at that source by the reley
emission standard?

rdance

o— D

\m of
Ant

M/A

CCO

MO

40 CFR 63.7(a)(2)(ii)

If a new source has an initial startup after June 14, 1999, hav
required performance tests been conducted by 180 days of th
initial starty date?

e all

1%

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.7(a)(2)(iii)

For existing sources, have all required performance tests bee
conducted within 180 days after June 14, 2002, or within 180

after startup, if the source began operation after June 14, 199p

days

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.7(a)(2)(v)

For existing sources having obtained an extension of complia
have all required performance tests been conducted within 18
after the termination date of the compliance extension?

ce,
0 days

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.7(b)(1)

Was the delegated authority or EPA notified in writing of the
intention to conduct a performance test at least 60 days befor
performance test was scheduled tgib@

b the

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.7(b)(2)

In the event a performance test was not conducted on the dat
specified, was the delegated authority or EPA notified 5 days
to the scheduled test date, and was notification given of the
rescheduled test date?

Drior

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.7(c)(2)(i)

Was a test plan developed before conducting a required

performance test? Was the test plan submitted to the delegated

authority or EPA, if it was requested? NOTE: the test plan sh
include a test program summary, the test schedule, data qual
objectives, and both an internal and external quality assurang

all

ty
3

(QA) program.
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In

Out

Comments

M/A

o)
—

<
O

>

40 CFR 63.7(c)(2)(ii)

Does the internal QA program include the activities planned b
routine operators and analysts to provide an assessment of tq
precision?

y
st data

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.7(c)(2)(ii)

Does the external QA program include application of plans fo
test method performance audit (PA) during the performance
NOTE: the PAs consist of blind audit samples provided by thé
delegated authority and analyzed during the performance tes}
order to provide a measure of test data bias. The external Q
program may also include systems audits that include the
opportunity for on-site evaluation by the delegated authority of
instrument calibration, data validation, sample logging, and
documentation of quality control data and field maintenance
activities.

a
test?

n

=

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.7(c)(2)(iv)

If requested, was the test plan submitted to the delegated aut
at least 60 calendar days before the performance test was
scheduledor on a mutuayl agreed won date?

hority

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.7(c)(3)(ii)(A)

Has the delegated authority failed to approve or disapprove a
specific test plan within the time period specified in 40 CFR
63.7(c)(3)(i)? If so, and if the owner or operator intends to
demonstrate compliance using the test method(s) specified in
relevant standard, the performance test must be conducted w
the time specified in 40 CFR 63.7(c), using the specified
method(s).

Site-

the
thin
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In

Out

Comments

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.7(c)(3)(ii)(B)

Has the delegated authority failed to approve or disapprove a
specific test plan within the time period specified in 40 CFR
63.7(c)(3)(i)? If so, and if the owner or operator intends to
demonstrate compliance by using an alternative to any test m
specified in the relevant standard, has the owner or operator
refrained from conducting the performance test until the
Administrator approves the use of the alternative method? N
if the Administrator does not approve the site-specific test plal
review is requested) or the use of the alternative method withi
days before the test is scheduled to begin, the performance t
dates specified in paragraph (a) of this section may be extend
such that the owner or operator shall conduct the performanc
within 60 calendar days after the Administrator approves the §
specific test plan or after use of the alternative method is appn

Site-

ethod

DTE:
h (if
n 30
pst
ed
b test
bite-
oved.

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.7(c)(4)())

Have performance audit samples been analyzed during each
performance test and were the performance audit samples re
45 days prior to the test date?

luested

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.7(d)

Have adequate sampling ports, safe access to sampling platfq
utilities for sampling and testing equipment, and any other
facilities deemed necessary by the delegated authority and ER
beenprovided?

=

ms,

A

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.7(e)(1)

Have performance tests been conducted under conditions spe
by the delegated authority and based on normal operating
conditions of the source? If requested, were records necessa
determine performance test conditions made available to the
delenated authorit?

cified

y to

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.7(e)(2)

Have performance tests been conducted and data reduced in
accordance with the test methods and procedures set forth in
CFR 63.7 and 40 CFR 63.1349?

40
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

U
—

<
O

>

40 CFR 63.7(e)(3)

Has each performance test consisted of three separate runs @
applicable test method? Was each run conducted for the timq
under the conditiongecified in 40 CFR 63.1349?

f the
b and

M/A

PT

MO

40 CFR 63.7(e)(3)(i)-(iv

Was a test run replaced with the results of an additional test r
If so, was the sample accidentally lost, or did conditions occur
which one of the three runs had to be discontinued because of
forced shutdown, or did extreme meteorological conditions oc
or did other circumstances occur that were beyond the operat
control?

un?
n

Cur,
DI's

M/A

PT

RP

40 CFR 63.7(f)(2)())

Was an alternative test method used? If so, was the delegate
authority notified of the intention to use an alternative test me
not later than with the submittal of the site-specific test pfan (
requested, or at least 60 days before the performance test wa

scheduled to begin if a site-specific test plan was not submitteg?

M/A

PT

WP

40 CFR 63.7(f)(2)(ii)

Was an alternative test method used? If so, was Method 301
to validate the alternate method?

used

M/A

PT

RP

40 CFR 63.7(f)(2)(iii)

Was an alternative test method used? If so, were the results
Method 301 validation submitted along with the notification of
intention and the justification for not using the specified test
method?

bf the

M/A

PT

WP

40 CFR 63.7(f)(5)

Was an alternative test method used? If so, has the alternati
method been used for subsequent performance tests, unless
approval to use another test method is allowed?

e test

M/A

PT

WP

40 CFR 63.7(g)(1)

Do the results of the performance test include the analysis of

sanples, determination of emissions, and raw data?
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In

Out

Comments

M/A

PT

RP

40 CFR 63.7(g)(1)

Have the performance test results been submitted to the delegated

authority before the close of business on the 60th day followin
completion of the performance test, unless as approved othern
writing by the delegated authority? NOTE: the results of the

performance test shall be submitted as part of the Notification
Compliance Status required under 40 CFR 63.9(h). Before a
V permit has been issued to the owner or operator of a source
owner or operator shall send the results of the performance tg
the delegated authority. After a Title V permit has been issue
the owner or operator of a source, the owner or operator shall
the results of the performance test to the delegated authority.

g the
vise in

of
Title

, the
st to
0 to
send

M/A

PT

RK

40 CFR 63.7(g)(3)

Are the performance test results retained and made available
request, for a minimum of 5 years after the performance test |
conducted?

upon
bas

M/A

PT

RP

40 CFR 63.7(h)(3)())

Has a request to waive a performance test been made? If so,
application for a waiver of an initial test accompany the reque
an extension of compliance? If no extension of compliance w
requested, or if an extension is still under consideration, was
application for a test waiver submitted at least 60 days before
test, if the site-specific test plan was not submitted?

did the
5t for

hS

he

the

M/A

PT

RP

40 CFR 63.7(h)(3)(ii)

Has a request to waive a performance test been made? If so,
application for a waiver of subsequent performance tests was
was the application submitted at least 60 days before the test
site-pecific testplan was not submitted?

if an
made,
if the

M/A

PT

RP

40 CFR 63.7(h)(3)(iii)

Has a request to waive a performance test been made? If so,
include information justifying the request for a waiver, such ag
technical or economic infeasibility, or the impracticality, of the

did it
the

sourceperforming the reuired test?
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In

Out

Comments

M/A

O

<
O

>

40 CFR 63.8(b)(1)

Have all PCM MACT continuous monitoring systems been
operated in a manner consistent with the PCM MACT standal

ds

and the applicable monitoring requirements in 40 CFR 63 Sulppart

A?

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(b)(2)(i)

Are the effluents from a single source, or from two or more so
combined before being released to atmosphere? If so, is a C
applicable installed on each effluent?

irces
1S, as

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(b)(2)(ii)

If the relevant standard is a mass emission standard, and the
effluent from a source is released to atmosphere through mor
one point, is a CMS, as applicable, installed on each emissior
point? Qption: 40 CER 63.8)(ii)(A) or (B)

P than

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(b)(2)(ii)(A)
(B)

If the relevant standard is a mass emission standard, and if tl
effluent from a source is released to atmosphere through mor
one point, are continuous monitoring systems installed: (A) a
approved by the delegated authority, or (B) as provided for in
relevant standard? pgflon: 40 CFR 63.@)(ii)

e
P than
5

the

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(b)(3)

Is more than one CMS used to measure the emissions from o
source? If so, are the results for each CMS reported? NOTE
one CMS is used as a backup to another CMS, the backup re
do not need to be perted.

ne
when
sults

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(c)(1)

Are all continuous monitoring systems maintained and operat
a manner consistent witiood airpollution controlpractices?

ed in

M/A

CSM

WP

40 CFR 63.8(c)(1)())

Have all continuous monitoring system (CMS) parts been repaired

or replaced immediately in accordance with the Startup, Shut
and Malfunction Plan, to correct "routine” or otherwise predict
CMS malfunctions, as required by 40 CFR 63.6(e)(3)?

lown,
hble

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.8(c)(1)())

Were immediate repairs of all continuous monitoring systems
reported in the semiannual Startup, Shutdown, and Malfuncti
report? NOTE: necessary CMS parts must be kept readily av

bN
hilable

for routine repairs.
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

M/A

@)

>

40 CFR 63.8(c)(1)(ii)

Have the action(s) thakre not consistent with the Startup,
Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan been reported within 24 houfs
after commencing such actions, for those malfunctions or othgr

events that affect the CMS and are not addressed by the Starfup,

Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.8(c)(1)(ii)

Was a report sent within 2 weeks after commencing action(s)that

are not consistent with the Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunctign

Plan that either certifies that corrections have been made, or fhat

includes a corrective action plan and schedule, for those
malfunctions or other events that affect the CMS and are not

addressed by the Startup, Shutdown, and Malfunction Plan? Was
proof that repair parts have been ordered or any other records that

would indicate that the delay in making repairs is beyond the
owner's or operator's control provided?

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(c)(2)

Have all CMS been installed such that representative measurgment

of emissions or process parameters are obtained from the soyrce?

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(c)(3)

Have all required CMS been installed, operational, and the dgta

verified as specified in the PCM MACT, either prior to, or in
conunction with conductim the initialperformance test?

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(c)(4)

Have all CMS, including COMS and CEMS been in continuouf
operation, and have such systems met minimum frequency of

operation requirements as follows: (i) a minimum of one cyclq of
sampling and analyzing for each successive 10-second period and
one cycle of data recording for each successive 6-minute peripd for
all COMS; and (ii) a minimum of one cycle of operation (samgling,

analyzing, and data recording) for each successive 15-minute
period for all CEMS measuring emissions other than opacity.
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(c)(5)

Do all COMs include a method for producing a simulated zerg
opacity condition and an upscale (high-level) opacity conditior]
using a certified neutral density filter or other related techniqu
produce a known obscuration of the light beam? NOTE: such
procedures shall provide a system check of all the analyzer's

internal optical surfaces and all electronic circuitry, including the

lamp and photodetector assembly normally used in the
measurement of opacity.

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(c)(6)

For all CMS installed in accordance with the PCM MACT, are
zero (low-level) and high-level calibration drifts checked at led
once daily in accordance with the written procedure specified
performance evaluation plan? NOTE: the zero (low-level) and
high-level calibration drifts shall be adjusted, at a minimum,

whenever the 24-hour zero (low-level) drift exceeds two times
limits of the applicable performance specification(s) specified
the relevant standard. The system must allow the amount of
zero (low-level) and high-level drift measured at the 24-hour

interval checks to be recorded and quantified, whenever spec

For COMS, all optical and instrumental surfaces exposed to the

effluent gases shall be cleaned prior to performing the zero (Id
level) and high-level drift adjustments; the optical surfaces an
instrumental surfaces shall be cleaned when the cumulative

automatic zero compensation, if applicable, exceeds 4 percen
opacity.

the

n the

the

n
EXCEeSS

fied.

W_
0

—F
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Requirement

Compliance

Out

Comments

M/A

CSM

MO

40 CFR 63.8(c)(7)

If a CMS was out-of-control, was the necessary corrective acti
taken and were all necessary tests which indicate that the sys

out of control repeated? Was corrective action taken and retgsting

conducted until the performance requirements were below thd

applicable limits? NOTE: a CMS is out of control if (A) the ze:lo

(low-level), mid-level (if applicable), or high-level calibration d
(CD) exceeds two times the applicable CD specification in the
applicable performance specification or relevant standard; or
the CMS fails a performance test, relative accuracy, relative

ift

B)

accuracy test, or linearity test audit; or (C) the COMS CD excg¢eds

two times the limit in the applicable performance specification
the relevant standard. NOTE: The start of the out-of-control
is the hour the owner or operator conducts a performance chq

indicating an exceedance of the performance requirements afd the

end is the hour following the completion of corrective action a
successful demonstration that the system is within the allowal
limits.

n
eriod
ck

hd
e

M/A

CSM

RP

40 CFR 63.8(c)(8)

If a CMS was out-of-control, was all information concerning oy
control periods, including start and end dates, and hours and
descriptions of corrective actions taken, submitted in the exce
emissions and continuous monitoring system performance ref

t-of

5S
ort?

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(d)(2)

Has a CMS quality control program been developed and
implemented?

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(d)(2)

If requested by the delegated authority, has a site-specific
performance evaluation test plan for the CMS performance

evaluation been submitted fgomoval?
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Requirement

Compliance

In | Out

Comments

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(d)(2)(i)-(vi)

Does the CMS quality control program include a written proto
that describes procedures for: (i) initial and any subsequent

calibration of the CMS; (ii) determination and adjustment of the

calibration drift; (iii) preventive maintenance, including spare
inventory; (iv) data recording, calculations, and reporting; (v)
accuracy audit procedures, including sampling and analysis
methods; and (vi) program of corrective action for a
malfunctioning CMS?

ol

barts

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.8(d)(3)

Are the CMS quality control program written procedures kept
record and are they available for inspection by the delegated
authorit/?

M/A

RK

40 CFR 63.8(d)(3)

If the CMS performance evaluation plan is revised, are previo
(i.e., superseded) versions of the plan kept on record and ava|
for inspectionupon requestfor a period of 5 years after each
revision to the plan? NOTE: where relevant, (e.g., program o
corrective action for a malfunctioning CMS), these written
procedures may be incorporated as part of the Startup, Shutd
and Malfunction Plan to avoid duplication of efforts.

bwn,

M/A

MO

40 CFR 63.8(e)(1)

Has a CMS performance evaluation been conducted accordin
the applicable specifications and procedures described in 40
63.8 and the PCM MACT?

 to
CFR

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.8(€)(2)

In the event a CMS performance evaluation was required, wa
delegated authority notified, in writing, of the date of the CMS
performance evaluation, simultaneously with the notification o
performance test date, or at least 60 days prior to the date thg
performance evaluation was scheduled to begin, if no perform
test was required?

5 the

f the

ance
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

>

40 CFR 63.8(e)(3)(i)

If requested has a CMS performance evaluation test plan bee
submitted to the delegated authority for approval? If so, did th
performance evaluation test plan include the evaluation progr
objectives, an evaluation program summary, the evaluation
schedule, data quality objectives, and both an internal and ex
QA program?

=)

Am

fernal

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.8(e)(3)(ii)

If requested did the CMS performance evaluation test plan
submitted to the delegated authority contain an internal QA
program that includes the activities planned by routine operat
and analysts to provide an assessment of CMS performance,
external QA program that provides for systems audits that inc
the opportunity for on-site evaluation by the delegated authori
instrument calibration, data validation, sample logging, and
documentation of quality control data and field maintenance
activities?

DI's
and an
ude
y of

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.8(e)(3)(iii)

If requested was the CMS performance evaluation test plan
submitted to the delegated authority at least 60 days before th
performance test or performance evaluation was scheduled tg
begin, or on a mutually agreed upon date?

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.8(e)(3)(V)(A

If the source intends to demonstrate compliance using monitg
methods specified in the PCM MACT, and the CMS site-speci
performance evaluation test plan was not approved within the
expected time period, did the performance evaluation proceed
accordance with the applicable requirements?

ring
fic

,in

M/A

CAL

PT

40 CFR 63.8(€)(3)(v)(B)

If the source intends to demonstrate compliance using an

alternative monitoring method, and the alternative monitoring
method was not approved within 30 days before the performa
evaluation was scheduled to begin, was the performance eval
conducted within 60 days after the approval to use the alterng

hce
pation
tive

method was actually made?
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ID Number

Major or Area

Requirement Type

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

M/A

O |Compliance Event

=
T

> |Affected Source

40 CFR 63.8(e)(4)

Was a CMS performance evaluation conducted whenever a
performance test occurred?

M/A

=
T

>

40 CFR 63.8(e)(4)

Has the requirement for a performance test been waived, or ig
applicable? If so, was a performance evaluation conducted n
later than 180 dg after June 1420027

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.8(e)(4) and
40 CFR 63.8(e)(5)(ii)

If COMS data is used for compliance with an opacity emissior
standard, was a COMS performance evaluation conducted be
the performance test and were two copies (or three if requests
the performance evaluation report submitted at least 15 calen
days before the performance test?

fore
d) of
dar

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.8(€)(5)

Was a copy of the performance evaluation report submitted w|
the results of the performance test, or within 60 days of compl
of the performance evaluation if no test is required?

th
etion

M/A

CAL

WP

40 CFR 63.8(f)(1)

If an alternative monitoring method is requested, has the source

complied with all otherwise applicable requirements of the PC
MACT, until permission to use the alternative method has begq
granted by the delegated authority?

M
n

M/A

CAL

MO

40 CFR 63.8(f)(3)

Is there reasonable grounds to dispute the results obtained by
alternative monitoring method, requirement, or procedure? If
the delegated authority may require the use of a method,

requirement, or procedure specified in 40 CFR 63.8(f) or the H
MACT standard.

an

CM

M/A

CAL

RP

40 CFR 63.8(f)(4)(i)

If use of an alternative monitoring method is desired, has an

application for its use been submitted to the delegated authori
the alternative method is to be used to demonstrate complian
was the application submitted not later than the site-specific t
plan (if requested), or with the site-specific performance evalu
plan (if requested), or at least 60 days before the performancq

ty? If
Ce,

pSt
ation

evaluation was scheduled to begin?
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Requirement

Compliance

Out

Comments

M/A

CAL

>

40 CFR 63.8(f)(4)(ii)

If use of an alternative monitoring method is desired, does thq
application for its use contain a description of the proposed
alternative monitoring system and performance evaluation teq
plan, if required? In addition, does the application include
information justifying the request, such as the technical or
economic infeasibility, or the impracticality, of the source usin
required method?

—t

) the

M/A

CAL

WP

40 CFR 63.8(f)(iii)

If use of an alternative monitoring method was approved, has
source continued to use that method until receiving approval {
another method (as applicable)?

the
0 use

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.8(g)(2)

Is a COMS used? If so, is the data reduced to six-minute ave

minute period?

rages

calculated from 36 or more data points equally spaced over each six

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.8(g)(4)

Has all emission data been converted into units of the relevan
standard using the conversion procedures specified in that
standard?

—

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.8(g)(5)

Do all data averages computed omit any monitoring data recg
during periods of CMS break-downs, out-of-control periods,
repairs, maintenance periods, calibration checks and zero (lo
level) and high-level adjustments?

rded

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(a)(4)(ii) an
40 CFR 63.10(a)(4)(ii)

fHas a copy of each notification sent to the delegated authority
been sent to the EPA?

also

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(b)(2)

Did the source have an initial startup before June 14, 1999?
has the EPA been notified in writing not later than October 12
1999 (120 calendar days after the effective date of the relevar]
standard) that the source is subject to a PCM MACT standard

f so,

—

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(b)(2)(i)

If the source provided an initial notification to EPA of PCM
MACT applicability, did the notification contain the name and

address of the owner or operator?
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PORTLAND CEMENT MACT COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

Py}
U

40 CFR 63.9(b)(2)(ii)

If the source provided an initial notification to EPA of PCM
MACT applicability, did the notification contain the address (i.
physical location) of the affected source?

1%

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(b)(2)(iii)

If the source provided an initial notification to EPA of PCM
MACT applicability, did the notification contain an identificatio
of the relevant standard, or other requirement, that is the bas
the notification and the source's compliance date?

=)

s of

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(b)(2)(iv)

If the source provided an initial notification to EPA of PCM

MACT applicability, did the notification contain a brief descripIon

of the nature, size, design, and method of operation of the so
including its operating design capacity and an identification of
each point of emission for each HAP, or, if a definitive
identification was not yet possible, a preliminary identification
eachpoint of emission for each HAP?

rce,

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(b)(2)(V)

If the source provided an initial notification to EPA of PCM
MACT applicability, did the notification contain a statement of

whether the affected source is a major source or an area sour

ce?

Page 54
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

M/A

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.9(b)(3)

Did the owner/operator of a new or reconstructed source, or a
source that has been reconstructed such that it is now an affe
source, AND that had an initial startup after June 14, 1999, A
for which an application for approval of construction or
reconstructiorwas not required provide a notification of PCM
MACT applicability not later than 120 days after initial startup
NOTE: the notification must contain the name and address of
owner or operator; the address (i.e., physical location) of the
affected source; an identification of the relevant standard, or d
requirement, that is the basis of the notification and the sourc

icted
ND

P

the

ther
p's

compliance date; a brief description of the nature, size, desigf, and

method of operation of the source, including its operating des
capacity and an identification of each point of emission for ea
HAP, or if a definitive identification was not yet possible, a
preliminary identification of each point of emission for each HA
and a statement of whether the affected source is a major soy
an area source.

gn
h

\P;
rce or

M/A

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.9(b)(4)(i)

Did the owner/operator of a new or reconstructed major sourc
had an initial startup after June 14, 1999, and for which an
application for approval of construction or reconstructias
required, provide a notification of the intention to construct or
reconstruct alomwith the aplication for aproval?

e that

M/A

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.9(b)(4)(ii)

Did the owner/operator of a new or reconstructed major sourc
had an initial startup after June 14, 1999, and for which an
application for approval of construction or reconstructias
required, provide a notification of the date when construction
reconstruction commenced along with the application for app
if construction or reconstruction commenced before June 14,

e that

r
oval,
| 9997
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

CCO

>

40 CFR 63.9(b)(4)(iii)

Did the owner/operator of a new or reconstructed major sourc
had an initial startup after June 14, 1999, and for which an
application for approval of construction or reconstructias
required, provide a notification of the date when construction
reconstruction commenced, delivered not later than 30 days §
such date, if construction or reconstruction commenced after
14, 19997

e that

r
fter
June

M/A

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.9(b)(4)(iv)

Did the owner/operator of a new or reconstructed major sourc
had an initial startup after June 14, 1999, and for which an
application for approval of construction or reconstructias
required, provide a notification of the anticipated date of starty
delivered not more than 60 days, or less than 30 days, before
date?

e that

p1
such

M/A

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.9(b)(4)(v)

Did the owner/operator of a new or reconstructed major sourc
had an initial startup after June 14, 1999, and for which an
application for approval of construction or reconstructias
required, provide a notification of the actual date of startup,
delivered within 15 calendar days after that date?

e that

M/A

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.9(b)(5)

After June 14, 1999 did the owner/operator who intended to

construct a new source, or reconstruct a source, notify the del
authority in writing as soon as practicable before construction
reconstruction was planned to commence? Note: notification
be submitted as soon as practicable before startup, but no lat
60 days after June 14, 1999 if the construction or reconstructi

startedbefore that date and initial startup had not yet occurred.

An application for approval of construction or reconstruction n
be used to satisfy this requirement.

egated
or
must
br than
bNn

ay
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In | Out

Comments

M/A

O

>

40 CFR 63.9(c)

If the affected source cannot comply with a relevant standard
applicable compliance date, OR, if BACT or technology to me
LAER consistent with 40 CFR 63.6(i)(5) is installed, has the s
requested an extension of compliance as specified in 40 CFR
63.6(i)(4)-(i)(6)?

by the
pt
burce

M/A

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.9(d)

Was the delegated authority notified of any special compliancs
requirements for a new source?

17

M/A

PT

RP

40 CFR 63.9(e)

Has notification of the intention to conduct a performance test
submitted at least 60 days before the performance test was
scheduled to begin?

been

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(f)

If opacity or visible emission observations are required, was
notification of the anticipated date of such observations submi
with the notification of the performance test date? If no
performance test is required, or visibility or other conditions
prevented the opacity or visible emission observations from b4

conducted concurrently with the initial performance test, was the

notification of the opacity or visible emission observations mag
not less than 30 days before such observations were scheduld
occur?

fted

ing

e
d to

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(g)(1)

Does the source have a CMS? If so, was notification of the date the

CMS performance evaluation was scheduled to begin submitt
with the performance test notification? If no performance test
required, or if the performance test requirement was waived, \
notification of the date of the performance evaluation made at
60 days before the evaluation was scheduled to begin?

bd
was
vas
least

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(g)(2)

Is COMS data used to determine compliance with an opacity
standard? If so, was notification that the COMS data is intend
for use in determining compliance submitted at least 60 days
the performance test was scheduled to begin?

led
before
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

Out

Comments

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(h)(2)(i) an
40 CFR 63.9(h)(ii)

Before issuance of a Title V permit, and each time a Notificati
Compliance Status was required, was Notification of Compliar
Status, signed by a responsible official, submitted? Was the
notification submitted before the close of business on the 60th
following completion of the relevant compliance demonstratior
no performance test was required, but opacity or visible emisg
observations were required to demonstrate compliance, was
notification of compliance submitted before the close of busing
the 30th day following the completion of opacity or visible
emission observations?

bn of
ce

day
?If

ion

SS on

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(h)(2)(i)(A)

Did the Notification of Compliance Status include the methods
were used to determine compliance?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(h)(2)(i)(B)

Did the Notification of Compliance Status include the results g
any performance tests, opacity or visible emission observation
continuous monitoring system (CMS) performance evaluation
and/or other monitoring procedures or methods that were
conducted?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(h)(2)(i)(C

Did the Notification of Compliance Status include the methods
will be used for determining continuing compliance, including
description of monitoring and reporting requirements and test
methods?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(h)(2)(i))(D

Did the Notification of Compliance Status include the type and
quantity of hazardous air pollutants emitted by the source (or

surrogate pollutants if specified in the relevant standard), rep
in units and averaging times and in accordance with the test

methods specified in the relevant standard?

rted

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(h)(2)(i)(E

Did the Notification of Compliance Status include an analysis
demonstrating whether the affected source is a major source
area source (using the emissions data generated for this
notification)?

Dr an
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ID Number

Major or Area

Compliance Event

Requirement Type

Affected Source

Regulatory Citation

Compliance

Requirement

In

Out

Comments

M/A

O

>

40 CFR 63.9(h)(2)(i)(F)

Did the Notification of Compliance Status include a descriptiof of

the air pollution control equipment (or method) for each emiss
point, including each control device (or method) for each
hazardous air pollutant and the control efficiency (percent) for
control device (or method)?

ion

each

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(h)(2)()(G

Did the Notification of Compliance Status include a statement
the owner or operator of the affected existing, new, or reconst
source as to whether the source has complied with the releva
standard or other requirements?

by
ructed
Nt

M/A

WP

40 CFR 63.9(h)(3)

Has a Title V permit been issued to the source? If so, has thg
source complied with all requirements for compliance status r
contained in its Title V permit, including reports required undg
CER 63 Supart A?

bports
r 40

M/A

CCO

RP

40 CFR 63.9(h)(5)

Has the source submitted estimates or preliminary information in

the application for approval of construction or reconstruction i
place of actual emissions data or control efficiencies? If so, h
actual emissions data or control efficiency data been submitte
soon as it was available, but no later than with the initial
Notification of Compliance Status?

5
hs the
d as

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(1)(2)

Has the source requested a change in a time period or postm
deadline? If so, has the request for the adjustment been subr
as soon as practicable before the subject activity was to take

ark
hitted
lace?

M/A

RP

40 CFR 63.9(j)

Has there been a change in any information already submitte
under the notification requirements of 40 CFR 63.9? If so, w4
change in information submitted within 15 days after the chan

)
s the
ge?
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