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

April 1, 1982

Ms. S. Kay Phillips
Shell G| Conpany

One Shell Pl aza

P. O Box 2463

Houst on, Texas 77001

Dear Ms. Philli ps:

In regard to your letter of March 24, 1982, | have revi ewed the stack
hei ght regul ati ons and acconpanyi ng preanbl e | anguage and | have consulted
with our Ofice of General Counsel. W concluded that the flares, of the
type you describe, are not to be considered stacks under the regul ations.
The word "intermittent” in the preanble of the regulations refers to the
intermttent release nature of flares due to process rate fluctuations and
not whether the flare nay be on line intermttently or constantly. W agree
that flares are designed primarily for the safe rel ease of potential heat in
the exit gases and are not conduits for a conbustion process such as a
boiler. Therefore, any anbient air quality nmodeling of criteria pollutants
coming froma flare would be nodel ed at the actual rel ease height.

I hope this letter clarifies our position with regard to flares and the
definition of a stack. | have notified, by copy of this letter, our
Regi onal O fices of this policy.
Si ncerely yours,
Darryl D. Tyler
Acting Director
Control Prograns Devel opnent Division
cc: Chief, Air Branch, Regions |-X (wincon ng)

bcc: T. Helnms (wincomn ng)
T. Kaneen



