THE TEXT YOU ARE VIEWNG | S A COVPUTER- GENERATED OR RETYPED VERSI ON OF A
PAPER PHOTOCOPY OF THE ORI G NAL. ALTHOUGH CONSI DERABLE EFFORT HAS BEEN
EXPENDED TO QUALI TY ASSURE THE CONVERSI ON, |IT MAY CONTAI N TYPOGRAPHI CAL
ERRORS. TO OBTAIN A LEGAL COPY OF THE ORI G NAL DOCUMENT, AS IT
CURRENTLY EXI STS, THE READER SHOULD CONTACT THE OFFI CE THAT ORI G NATED
THE CORRESPONDENCE OR PROVI DED THE RESPONSE.

UNI TED STATES ENVI RONVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
Ofice of Air Quality Planning and Standards
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina 27711

17 JUN 1977

M. R T. Sutton

Conmi ssi oner

Department of Conservation
St ate of Loui siana

Post O fice Box 44275

Bat on Rouge, Loui siana 70804

Dear M. Sutton:

This is in response to your June 6, 1977, letter requesting
clarification of our determ nation that the "em ssion offset” ruling (41 FR
55525) does not apply to FEA's Choctaw Salt Done project. You asked whether
em ssions fromtanker ballasting and barge | oadi ng associated with the
storage and withdrawal from storage of crude oil would al ways be consi dered
"construction related" and therefore exenmpt fromthe em ssion offset ruling.
Qur determ nation was based on the fact that such enmi ssions were to be
tenporary and woul d occur only during the fill phase of the project. |If
t hese em ssions had continued over the life of the project, as would
generally be the case with storage facilities associated with a new narine
termnal or a new refinery, the Choctaw Salt Done project would have been
subject to the offset ruling. Thus, tanker ballasting and barge | oading
em ssi ons cannot generally be exenpted fromthe of fset requirenents unless
they are, in fact, tenporary in nature.

Secondly, you asked whether "new nmmjor source em ssions may occur in a
non-attai nment area for up to 28 nonths prior to the NAAQS attai nment date
specified in an EPA approved State Inplenentation Plan.”" This is rather an
academ ¢ question under the present Clean Air Act, since the statutory
attai nnent dates have already passed. However, as you probably know, the
Act amendnments currently being considered by Congress may provide additional
time for attainment and nore flexibility for States to accommopdat e new
source growth in a SIP that denonstrates attainment of the NAAQS. Until we
see the final bill, we cannot say now your question would be answered under
the new | egi sl ati on.
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I hope this clarifies our position on the Choctaw Salt Donme project.
If I can be of further assistance please contact ne.

Si ncerely yours,

VWal ter C. Barber
Di rector
Ofice of Air Quality Planning
and St andar ds

cc: Dr. Robert L. Davies
M. John C. Wite
M. G WIliamFrick

bcc: Di ck Rhoads
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B. J. Steigerwald
Doyl e Borchers

M ke Hirsch



