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. Air_board records show the - leading | In Exxon s case, the dir board is hold- |
~*"glowpoke in. getting n operating permit INg up action’on operating’ permits for.a
~ 15 currently the South]and Paper. Mills:major refinery expansion until it deter-
inweast Hams.mines the source of high'sulfur dxoxxde
) ! County. ] = levels detected near the refinery.
LA Six mdustries in the Houston area f s°uth]and app ed for an perat.mg In the Gulf Chemical case, Tower re-
* have been operating new plant. facilities. permit for a plant expansion on June 2, ‘called, the air board early in 1977 de:
" for periods ranging up to pearly three . ¢ided to deny the company- an operating
 years without operating permits from the The other problem ‘plants and their Permit ‘because of heavy pollution. The
{' Texas Air Control Board. - riginal permit application dates: ¢ -  air board sought, but was denied, a court ,
- Air board officials said they are with- ' Air Products & Chemicals Inc., Feb, order shutting the plant down. . '
.. holding -the permits because the new fa- 19  1976; Charter International oil Co., Later, the court approved an agreed
, cilities have had trouble achieving their 4,7 '3) "1977; Exxon’s Baytown refinery,- fnjunction against plant violations of air
1 .pr?mﬂmised performance in controlling "j? from Feb. 23, l197'1 o July 5, 1917, for board rules and, Tower said, Gulf Chenk
. pollution.. SO S var ous permits; Gu emical and cal recently submitted a revised operat-
- oo axfex: l‘h;guired by the Texas | Metallurgical Co. at ‘Freeport, July 8, In€ permlt application. . -~
runnlngir Act to apply tor an opemﬁng 1975, 'and Amoco Texas Reﬁning Co. in The aif board’s’ regional- supervisor,
;-Clean within 60 dap P Texas City, Oct. 20, 1975* ¥ ;= .~ Lloyd Stewart, said some new facilities
Buttthe law impz:es ’no time llmit on ~ »-Alr board. officials said- these compa-get caught in a pollution problem beyond
” the air board for issuing — or denying —  ‘Zes,"In’ most ‘cases,” were having prob-their control, as when control equipment
' tbe operating permit. Tt merely says the’ _lem.s -achieving the pollution limits they fails to perform as advertised. .
board shall dssue the permit in a - agreed to. meeti i gfatg'ﬁilﬁnsﬁfuc{m ' “Buit basically, I think there should be
I’ “reasonable fime.% P@mm or new #a “":a cutoff period-on Operating permits,”
The county’s pollution control ‘direc-""" These’ permit limits tor new plants “jt ‘Stéwart said. “I think a company tacing
- tor,: Allison R. Peirce, believes this is a .. was pointed out, are more stringent than a deadline would get moreatcom%ﬁsh
«serrible weakness” in the state permit- ~ overall state’ pollutlon standards’ for inﬂa shorter perl :
¥ o h
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: rotten-egg odor from the plant would be ‘

: ﬂngsystemtocontrola.lrpolluuon. ’ colderplants.‘ L2 o R FLD o . ‘f9° N
+- “A pew plant can have flaws in de-v "y gouinland’s case, Tower said, the -
! sign, or ‘maybeits pollution’ control original permiit - limits on hydrogen sul- |
{ equipment doesn’t perform as the mant- “fige pliution were revised and relaxed
+ facturer -promised,” Peirce sajd. “But .tyj.e because the company’s original |
! thepe should come a time when a plant emission estimates were . “unreasonably
*has to shut down- lt lt can’t meet the jow ... -
standar(k." S Lo A Southland spokesman, David White
T ot ~wi-~. 'said the paper mill ‘is now meeting it.s
m:jg?o n:é‘&cmﬁmm hydrogen sulfide limits, and the air
L time limlt on issuing. operating board is running tests. to confirm t.his ,
L et : Thespokesmansaidthelongdelayre—
‘When the oonditions for operation are ; sulted-from rapidly changing control -
ﬁnalized >’ MacKenzie .said, *‘it | technology and alr board testlng
entomement problem for | procedures. -
% 2 ! -However,; Tower sald .Southland’s |
- At board regional afficials here polnt- | - lengthy compliance time may have been N
- ed out the few slow-motion permit cases ' excessive, and “enforcement action” | e !
t:afe not typical of the hundreds of permit ":{ the company is a possibility. . . - &) /
'applications they handle. Operating per- thland at one point was emitting N !
+ mits_are normally isued ln about four + _T00 parts per million of hydrogen sulfide, o :
Fmonths, they said. - - 7. or about 100 times the permitted amount, o i
i' “’nmmmﬂsponﬂmlﬂ-x :ﬁ‘omiﬁmainstack Tower said. O |
; volved,” permits engineer Roger Tower: '+ He said air-board computer modeling e i
{ added, *“‘we wouldn’t let an operatlng hn\dlca’fed that, at this emission level, the ;
I

. detectable 25 or 30 miles away.. ;i; o . -
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