BEFORE THE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COUNCIL

STATE OF WYOMING
In the Matter of the Appeal )
And Petition for Hearing of: )
Croell Redi-Mix, DEQ AQD Permit ) Docket No. 10-2803
Application No. AP-9645 )
And DEQ AQD Permit No. MD-9645 )
Dated March 17, 2010 )

DEQ’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

EXHIBIT 23

Decision and Response to Comments

DEQ Bates Nos. 000145 - 000166



[

LIl

IN THE ‘MATTER OF ‘A PERMIT APPLICATION (AP-9645) FROM CROELL REDI-MIX L

INCORPORATED TO MODIFY THE ROGERS ROCK PIT IN CROOK COUNTY WYOMING.

DECISION

L INTRODUCTION

© . The Au Quallty Drvrslon recewed a permrt appllcatron from Croell Red 1—M1x, lncorporated on] uly 6;
+ "+ 2009, to modify the Rogers Rock Pit; which.will include limestone crushing, scréening, blasting, -
'exposed acreage, stockpiling, haul actrvrty, a hot mix asphalt plant, a’'concrete batch plant and
- expanding the size to 600 acres, located in the NWYVNEV of Section25; T52N, R62W, approxirately - .
- five (5) miles northeast of Sundance, in Crook Courity, Wyommg The apphcant estimates an annual -
" production rate of 500,000 tons. The Alir Quality Division conducted an analysis of this application
~ vand on October 1, 2009, publrshed in the Sundance Trmes in Sundance, Wyoming, a public notice of
" proposed intent to approve the applicatiofn and placed a copy, of the. -application and Division’s, analysis '
_* inthe office of the Crook County Clerk.in accordance w1th régulations,. -The publrc notice period ran -
., from October {, 2009 through November 2,.2009. Al publrc hearmg was requested and was held on'
. December l4 2009 at the Crook County lerary, located at414 Maln Street Sundance Wyommg

. ‘v.:."j-qubhc comments weie recewed from Judlth Bush Lev1 Delp, Judrth Hamm Gary & Barb J ohnson, ) C
".-'.;J ack & Terri McGee, Dewey Turblbrlle Les & Karen Turgeon Douglas M. .Watson and Scott & Julie " -

.lndwrdual comments and d

ANALYSIS TO PUBLIC C IVﬂVIENTS
"."l_rEl'IllSSlOllS Imgact N

Comments . 5%
S No person shal] cause, threaten or.allow the drsoharge; '
,"' 'any form se as to cause pollutro whrch violates rules; 1e
o the oouncrl g :

U Adn pollutron
. fAlr quality concerns "7 1.
Do not want skres pol uted w1th -dangerous missions.

B e -+ Dust concerns SN : . Qo : R
. 0 .. The Rogers- Prt lrmestone crushmg operatron as lt presently ex1sts blows dust over our
=% hayland and grazing land.- | . ; - : ‘
e Numerous quarries in the area. . : S
C e - Are the other pits all taken into consrderatron and rncremental effects of each consrclered as
... part of the whole before permit is approved" k S e
e . . This area has t0o many quarries and they are too close together
Ce Concerned over health of children — breathing - - R : .
K R also wondet about using average wind velocrty to calculate truck loadrng and stockprlrno -

emissiors. One good wind can do a lot of damage and more than make up for any number of
average or less than average wind velocmes U . ’
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" Wheeler. Due to the number of publrc commen with' similar. r{cems the DlVlSlOll grouped B '

emission- of any air contammant in s
lons and standards adopted by o

AQD Croell DN 10-2803



0 Y

1

|l

LE Lk

Croell Redl-er, Iiic. :
. Decision Document Permit Appllcatmn AP- 9645 :
Page2- .

. What boggles my mind is that thrs is the basrs on whlch the AQD has calculated not only the .
A “amount of airbornie particles, including various toxic substances, which the operation will
" generate, but this same estimate, provided by the applicant is also used to determme the type - .
L ‘of mining permit-which this operation shounld fall under, o
© e~ . Itis unclear if the emissions of any: of the large machmery have been factoned mto the Arr_ B
Quahty emrssron estlmates . : .. . '

B .Response

. Wyoming Air Quallty Standards and Regulatrons (WASQR) requxres conslderatlon of’ Best Avarlable o w

L Control Technology (BACT) in all permitting :actions, which. is :more stringent than Fedéral -

, regulatlons [Also see BACT Response] However, compliance wrthBACTdoes not mean there will —
.. beno. air: quahty 1mpact -Bstimated emissions' from activities at the quarry were “calculated usmg‘ . ol
ot approved emission factors and operational inforniation from the applicant. [Also see Size of Quarry

" conditions (e.g., wind velocity).are-used in the.emission calculatlons Control efficiencies are applied ..
fo the emissions to reflect the apphcatlon of BACT; Thiis is the same. methodology used tocalculate.. .
‘emissions ‘at large suirface coal mines. “The Drvxsron does not: ‘require: applicants fo- estlmate emissions; =" .
. from mobrle equipment (e g.. haul trucks, loaders) at quarries of this size. Mopile: equlpment utll1zes o
"'.'nonroad engines, Which the'Air Quality Dwrsron has no authorrty to regulate. .Emissions. from: these‘ o
sources are estrmated for large surface coal mmes and mcluded m t1e modelmg analysrs dlscussedj

',The Dwrsron generally does not requrre modelmg or rnomtorrng for rock quarrres or multxple quarrles,-, -
in‘an area. ‘In previous permitting actions, the Division has modeled. large surface coal mines with : "
; .produc‘non rates in the millions of tons per year and the results have demonstrated comphance with- "
* particulate matter (PMio) and nitrogen dioxide ('NOZ) annual ambient standards, -whichi are health” S
* . based standards Primary ; ambient air quality standmds set, lumts to protect pubhc health; mcludmg:} .

* the health of sensmve” populatrons such as asthmatrcs, chrldren, and the elderly When. comparrng o e
the’ modeled results to"actual monitoring, the results from the modelmg afe almost always higher, .- =~

v thought the emrssrons estimates are conservative. While, there may be eplsodrc events that may result - . e
. in higher-actual emissions and impacts than estunated the DlVlSlOl'l consrders the elmsslon estlmates L
: .for the quarrles to be lepresentatlve f01 permrttmg e : » o

.'Emlssmn estunates for quames range’ from 50 tpy to 200 tpy partlculate mat‘ter dependmg on the .

. operational activity at the quarry. Ini. comparlson a coal mine that produces 40 million tpy (MM tpy) S -

of coal annually has estimate partlculate emissions in the range of 1,500 tpy: While all.the quarries in B
-Crook County may total or exceed this level, the ‘quarries are not contiguous .or adjacent so their -

cumulative. impact is going to be less than = single large coal'mine. - [Also see MaJor Source and .’

Logation Not Suitable for Mine Operations Responses.] The Jar ge surface c¢oal mines in the Power

. River Basin (PRB) are adjacent and modeling analysis- descnbed earlier is a cumulative analysis.
‘Meaning, the emissions from all mines in the modeling domain are considered in. the modeling

- analysis, which can total 7,000 tpy particulate matter and 5,000 tpy NOy. As discussed, large surface

- ¢oal mines in the PRB-have demonstrated compliance with Wyoming Air Quality Standards and

\. Regulations health-based standards through modeling and/or monitoring. It shotld be noted that the -

* . large surface coal mines located in the PRB in Campbell County have an established monitoring -

network for particulate matter (PM, and PMy5) and nitrogen dlodee (NOy) and currently demonstrate :
comphance with all amblent standards

000146

~:and Annual Production Responses] Because. the emission estimates aré on annual basis, average . -~

3 ~'Some of the over, predlctlon can be attrlbuted to-the i maccuracres ‘of thé model, but there is also the . . . :

* 'AQD Croell DN 102803
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Croell Redl Mlx, Inc.
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Page 3

Based on this experience, the Division concludes the cumulative impact from properly controlled o
" quarries, as required through the application of BACT will not result in an exceedance of air quality . -
standards. However, to confirm the Division’s assessment-based on other, permitting actions, the S
" Division is evaluating locatmg a PM, monitor and/or camera in the Sundance area for a designated: - * :
perrod of tune A site analysrs w1ll be conducted in the Apul/May tuneframe of this’ year

- B Best Avallable Control Technologv (BAC‘)

' ,‘:Comments : A s P :
ce Thetr Best Avarlable Control Technology is hmlted in. thexr explanatlon and only recites the - .’

T requi irements. They do 1ot elaborate on their operatmg procedures They say they willusea, .

o _wet. suppression to coritrol fugmve emissions from-crushing/and screening. The ctusher..”

L ‘eqmpment listed for-the land- quality permit did not say-if the crishers were equ. ipped with .

. operating water suppressron equipment and what percentage of the time it would be used.
.. The Croell Pit has caused pollution in this area Based on this type of operatron Ifeel thatthls o
operator needs to ‘better dddress their plan of: how they wrll contfol the dust:’ , o
~What'is economlc reasonableness‘7 Is their profif margin:more lmportant than air pollutton?'j il

' ""‘ln the wmter months of. operation when: water freezes how are’ they-going to.use this. type of - -

.suppressron for dust control?, Are they gomg to operate in-the ‘winter morlths'7 : .
‘ : ' 0 mph‘7 How are they gomcr to- R

Inc w1ll be subJect to the terms of the permlt whlch 1ncludes controlhng fugltlve RN
’ ""dust Chapter 6, Sectlon 2 of the. Wyommg Air Quallty Standards and Regulattons requires " ©
'c01151deratlon of “best avarlable control technology” with consrderatlon ofthe techmcal practicability - =

_and economrc reasonableness of reducmg or. ehmmatmg the emissions resulting from the facrhty The ‘_, : S
' termeconomic reasonableness is a measure of How imiick aproposed ‘contto] technology costsandthe, . . i L
o assocrated emissions reductlon This term s expressed ‘as annuahzed cost per ton of pol utant'. o '

controlled Proﬂt margm 1s not a consrdel atlon m the BACT prooess '

:'Croell Redt-M x,’

' “‘The Dlvrsron has consrder able experlence in permlttmg these types of' ope1 atxons throughout the State'~' S
and hag determmed that application of water and/or- dust suppressant is ‘aneffective means ofg'.
v ‘controllmg emissions, fromi crushing, screemng, exposed ‘acreage and -haul roads and as such - i
_represents BACT. for thrs type of operation. Any eqtupment located at'a quarry will be requrred to:
have a separate, valid air quality permit for which BACT will have been applied. Proposed permit s
©" conditions’ will requue Croell Redi-Mix; Inc to0 control fugltlve emissions at the mine, whrch areas - o
follows ' o : : ; .

Lo That the mushmg/screemng equrpment shall be equrpped wrth a wet suppressron system to ',
" control fugitive emissions from the crushing/screening equipment, The wet suppression’ ; -
" system shall be operated to the extent necessary to limit visible emissions to twenty percent .
{20%) opacity or applicable limits’ set- forth by Wyoming Air Quality Standards and .
Regulations, Chapter .5, Section 2, Subpart 000, as determined by 40 CFR part 60,
: .Appendlx A, Method 9.

" AQD Croell DN 10-2803
000147
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- Decision Doeument Permlt Appllcatlon AP- 9645
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' ii.

Al .
Lo "schedule sufﬂcrent to control fugitive dust from vehicular traffic and wind erosion. At a:

That all work areas, disturbed areas, and stockprles shall be treated with water and/or '
- chemical dust suppressants on.a. schedule sufﬁcrent to control fugrtrve dust '

All unpaved haul roads shall ‘be treated Wltll water and/or chemlcal dust suppressants ona.

-.. minjfoum, two (2) apphcatlons of chemical dust suppressant shall be applied annually in -

~accordance with the manufacturer’s. recommendations. The chemical dust suppressant shall-
~ be maintained continuously tothe extent that' it remains a viable control measure, which may

.. require ‘additional applications. All unpaved portions of haul roads shall receive an initial
o -treatment of chemiical dust suppressant prror to any haulmg actrvrtres atthe beglnnmg of each
' ‘constructron season . . . :

i ‘Croell Redr er Inc shallmamtam alog book llstmg the dates amount of dust suppressant. L

apphed areas treated, water usage and operating hours of the water truck. The log shalibe

-_mamtarned on.site for a perrocl of at least frve (5) years and shall be made avarlable 10 the - i
. "Dlvrsron upon request ' S Lo

The Drvrsron contmues to evaluate BACT for all solirces i in the State Smce thrs applloatron was.
.proposed addrtlonal BACT requlrements for' quarry’ operatrons weré. developed ‘which address
,expandmg the apphcatron of dust suppressant to the work areas and a more. specific condrtron s

.addressmg dust controk from exposed acreages The new condltlons whrch w1ll be 1ncluded in thef
firial penmt are as follows S e - g e

,.'That all work areas; drsturbed reas; ‘and stoekprles shall be treated wrth water and/or TR
v,ﬂchemrcal dust suppressants-on & schedule sufﬁcrent to control fugrtrve dust, Ata mmrmum,,
. twq (2) applications of chemical dust suppressant shall be applied annually to all work areas
*. iri accordance with the manufacturer’s reoommendatrons ‘The chemical dust suppressant.'

ch shall be mamtamed contrnuously to'the extent. that it remains avrable contro] measure, whrch . IR

" may requrre addmonal apphcatrons Al work aréas, shall receive an initial treatment of S
.chemrcal dust suppressant prror to any actrvmes at the begmnrng of each constructron season .

. Croell Redr-er, Inc shall stabrlrze agamst wrnd erosron the exposed areas at the quarry o
. Newly disturbed areas shall be treated withir sixty (60) days of completion of stripping unless -

" otherwise approved by the- Division. Reclamation -aréas shall be stabilized -against wind -
erosion within sixty (60) days of reaching the approved post mining topography, unless
. ... othefwise approved by the Division. o
"’_chrselmg to create a roughened surface, seedmg with atemporary vegetative cover; or other -
" - practices which effectively stabilized against wirid erosion. ‘Localized areas ideutified for
equipment storage/staging, work areas, and requued buffers for haul roads and reclamatron
. arenot requrred to be stabrhzed S

Stabilization practices may .consist of rrpplng or’

The final conditions of this perm'it repr'esent BACT for quarry operations and are required‘to‘bé .
complied with during all operating conditions, wnch include wmter time operatrons [See'also

Facrlrty Inspectrons and Blasting Responses ]-

"AQD Croell DN 10-2803 "
000148
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:  Croell Redl-er, Inc.
‘Decision Document, Permrt Applrcatron AP 9645
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Facilitv Inspections '_-'

Comments . : o x o]
. . They say they will have provrsrons for measuring the em issions of srgmﬁcant air. contammants o
© - .as determined by the Administrator of the lesron of Air Quality. What exactly is the
- requirement? Will there be someone trained in opa61ty testing? What hours will this person be .
. onsite? Since this is done in daylight, how are they going to do this at mght orwhenitisdark - -
* " or cloudy? How often or how is this person going to perform this test’7 How is thls person - ’
.. going to decide when to.do this test? Is this a subJectrve test? -

e Unannounced checks on quarries wauld be appropriate and very helpful
_~® . Rules and regulations should be enforced and at the time don’t believe they aré T
e Croell Redi-Mix does not have a‘terrific record- when it comeésto staymg within the condttrons’ SR

of mining permits whrch have been granted to the company by the DEQ. About a year-ago. -
. ~Croell Red1~M ix;, apparently after Breunmg Rock was issued a per mrt from DEQ Air Quality -
*for a. crusher with a capacity. to crush 1,500,000 tons/year whlch was moved to Rogers Pit, -
- was cited by the DEQ for-operatingin an- area more than double the ‘size- of their. permrt_ R
. '+~ Several other citations relating to other. rock operatlons have also been made acamst Croell - '
B Redr-er in the past three years BE '

Response » 8 : : : : v

" The conditions of thls perrmt do not requrre Croell RBdl—MlX Inc to have personnel certlﬁed to read .
' '."'-opacrty In general, companles have personnel certified to read opacrty or at least qualified to réad =
. opacrty to gauge comphance with permit conditions. ‘The Division does expect, Croell Redi-Mix, Inc: :
. to have adequate trained. personnel and have an internal ust mlttgatron plan or equlvalent to ensure S
- -compllance thh the condltlons of the pernut dunng all operatmg condttxons - L

_ :*.'-,Drv151on personnel are certrﬁed to read opacrty and. conduct announced Lnspectlons to ensuref
e ‘{.comphancewrth the. permlt conditions and unannounced rnspectrons in response to public complamts
"1 as 'Division resources, allow Questlons regardinig comphance wrth the permit conditjons: should be . .

Lo dlrected to the Dtstrtct Engmeer at 1866 S Sherldan Avenue Shendan WY 82801 or by phone at. .
o (307) 673 9337 ' Lo . : - . ;

Comphance h 1story is not a con51deratron under the Wyommg A1r Qualny Standards and Regulatlons :
'm 1ssu1ng an air quahty permlt ' L

El_aatmg

Comments : . o .
o The blastmg emissions were based on a tota] numbers of blasts I had contacted LQ with
o _concerns about my well and blasting and I'was also told by DEQ that there are no regulations - - S
presently regarding blasting, A question T wouild like answered is how can they arrive at these -

. emissions when there are no reqmrements and how can they be enforced if there are no +
requirements? o '

e Concerned over explosrves belng used at p1t .

" AQD Croell DN 10-2803
000149
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Croell Redl Mlx, Inc.
Decision Document Permit Apphcatlon AP—9645
Page 6 .

Response '

- The Division required the appllcant to identify whether blastmg wrll occur at the quarty, and the - .

number of blasts per year. In the Division’s analysis, emissions from blasts were quantified. There -
'+ are currently, no methods to control emissions from blasting. As discussed in the Emissions Impact
‘Resporise, there are NQ, and PM (PMg and PM, 5) networks established for large surface coal mines,
where blasting is part of the -operatjons, that demonstrates compliance with ‘ambient air quality
standards. Blasting is part of the operations at a coal miine:. In the Land Quality application, Croell . -
- Redi-Mix, Inc. reported that on days of blastmg, 51gns w1ll be placed onall access roads tothe blastmg
- area. - :

e deation Not‘Snitable for Mine Olpera‘tlo‘ns .:

..v:'.'Comment .. ~ .
"  Numerous. quarnes in the area.

_aplace where dust comes over peoples houses? -
; Tl‘llS area has too many qual ries and they are t00. _close together

-ReSponse St . REe : ‘
- There are no dlstance restrlctxons contamed m the Wyommg A1r Quahty Standards and Regulatlons'

, restr1ct1ons on quarry locatlons the apphcants will’ be requlred to meet the requlremen’t as part of the- -

Air quality- permlttmg process Locatlon of quarries with' respect to res1dent1al areas is an 1ssue that S
."needs to be addressed at; the county leve] e

As part of thlS permlttmg actlon, Croell Redx-Mlx,‘ Ine. provlded a letter from the’ Crook Countyi-l
- Commissioners stating Crook County does not have zoning regulations in effect. Croell Redl—MIX )

. .How many gravel p1ts do you néed and why can’ tthey put them where they are not placed o

-'";nor does'it- regulate the: number of gravel quames in’a certain.county.. By statue the Division is". \ ...
'requrred 0 issue al permrt if the facility comphes with. all apphcable rules and regulatlons “The- " -
WAQSR does' require 1 that quarries must be located i adcordance with proper land use planningas -
 detérrnined by the appropriate State or: local agenicy charged with such responsrb1l1ty Ifcounties have: - »

E Inc. has complled with the smng requnements of Chapter 6 Sectlon 2 of the Wyommg Au Quahty S

AR Standards and Regulatlons

'Axr Quahty Momtormg_ s
Comments :

s . Effective monltormg concerns RS S .
e Ts the air’ qual ity belng momtored in. Crook County? If so, what are the standards bemo
L momtoredV : ‘

. NO contrlbutes to greenhouse gases to what level i is thls con81dered‘7 Is th1s momtored in

0 Cany way?- Sl .

» . 'Did the apphcant conduct a contmumg Arnbient Air Quality mon ltormg analys is for one year

’ precedmg this application to determine existing levels of all affected pollutants? If so, where
.~ would this information be found? If not why was this not requrred" If it was only reqmred for
- the initial permit, where can this information be obtained? :

000150
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Croell Redr-er, Ine. - : ’
"Decision’ Document Permrt Applrcatron AP- 9645
Page 7. . .

e WAQSR Section 1. Introduction to permitting requirements states. "Section 2 covers gener’al'-'
7 airquality permitting requirements for construction and modification as well as minor source
- permits to operate” Section 2. (b) (1) The applicant shall conduct such continuous Ambient . .
. Adr Quality monitoring analyses as may be determined by the Administratorto be necessaryin = : -
+-order to assur¢ that adequate data are available for purposes of estabhshmg existing . -
‘.concentration levels of all affected pollutants As a guideline, such data should be gathered: -~ ~
¢ontintiously. over a period of one calendar year preceding the date of apphcatlon Upon'.
- pétition of the applicant, the Administrator will review the proposed monjtoring programs and .
advise the applicant if such is approvable or'modifications are Tequired,” Why is this-the only
: _statement in-the paragraph that does not’ apply to limestone quarries? P
e _Won‘t it be:more appropriate. for thls quarry to have an air monitor? ., =
"% TIn'Chapter2 Ambient Standards ‘there is.a hstmg of standards for partlculate matter 10: L
- (PM,p), particulate matter 2.5 (PM, 5), mtrogen oxides, carbon monox1de plus others These o
~ easurements are-based on mrcrograms per cubrc meter. S T
el How can.opacity testing which your- departrnent tells me. is used t: monrtor emlssrons from R
w. .. this mdustry be related to- mrcrograms per cubic meter'7 o : : Come
crhenl '.. . ) How-can the estrmates of 50% of the emrssrons be related to mrcrograms per cublc meter" T

.-See Emissions Impact Response,

Lo WAQ SR Chapter 6, Sectron 2 (b)(r) states that the apphcant shall condugt sueh contmuous ambrent lr"_
" quality’ momtormg analyses as miay be determmed by the, Adlmmstrator 0 be necessary in‘order to -
assure that adequate data‘are avarlable for purposes of establrshmg exrstmg concentration levels ofall * .
i affected pollu’tants The Administrator does: notrequire appllcants for quarries ofthis type| to perform S

preconstructron momtormg As’ drscussed in; the Emissions Impact Response the DlVlSlOl’l has 7.
* experience with much ‘larger surface coal mmes and the. assocrated ambxent 1mpacts and has
: determmed for quames of thrs srze ng preconstructron momtormg is requ1red - '

e :'The Dlvrsron is not requrrmg Croell Redr-Mlx, Inc. to mstall momtors based ot experrence wrth large -
surféce, coal: mines with much large1 production tates and emissions.” As drscussed in the Emissions’ SR
- Impact Response the Division is evaluatmg locatmg a PMm momtor and/or camera in the Sundance-, L
area for a desrgnated perrod of trme r i : : A -

- Opacrty is used to determme whether the em\ssrons from asource, such asa crusher are aeceptable S
‘While there is no direct correlation between opacity and impact (i.e., micrograms per cubic meter), " " |
. lower opacity readings means less emissions are being emitted and, therefore less impact. -Opacityis .-+
" one of the tools in the BACT too! box used to evaluate the effectiveness of the controls arid to ensure
_ the source is complymg wrth all apphcable requirements in the WAQSR o : '

" Like opacity, there is not dlrect correlatron between ‘the appllcatron of water to control dust and

* . impact. However, water is used to control emissions and less emissions means less impact. Tlie 50
. percent control efficiency is a common control factor apphed to an emlssron factor usmg water as a"
‘ control method .

"'AQD Croeli DN 102803
000151
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EPA’ s Proposed Preventioniof Sigh iflcantl)eterioratlo'n' and Title V Greenhouse Gas Tailoring Rule
lista group of six greenhouse gases (GHGs) that may be covered by an EPA rule controllmg or
hmltmg therr emrssrons P . . .

L Carbon dioxide (COq)
. Methane CHy -
e "Nrtrous oxide (N;0)
Ce 'Hydroﬂuorocarbons (HFCs)
.+’ Perfluorocarbons (PFCs).
o Sulfur hexaﬂuonde (SFG)

: ’«",NO is not thlS hst and therefme is not consrdered a greenhouse gas v

o .A.ll‘ShEd Levels of Crook County

Comment . o
S T What air shed level does Crook County falt under? ‘

Area class lﬁcatrons hmrt the maxrmum allowable 1ncrease i

oncentratron (1 e amount of ernrssrons' B
-growth) that i, allowed to occur above &’ baselme conce

inctude the followmg for, the State of Wyomlng Yellowstone Nat1onal Park Teton' Natronal Park,

o '.' Class1 Federal area and any future Class I area redesrgnated m accordance wrth Chapter 6; Sectron '
L 4(d) ofthese regulatlons PR e I N : S

- Asphalt and Conerete Plants R

} Comments

e 7. ‘'Opposed to asphalt plant . : : o )
e If the apphcant is serious about movmg 2 hot—rmx asphalt plant onto the srte pollutlon from

+.. this use has also not been calculated into-the total estimated emissions for thls expanded. -

operatlon Emlsswns from such plants are both toxic and odorous ’

‘ Response ‘ -
. During the Public Hearmg, Roger Croell mdrcated that he has no current plans to locate an- asphalt
. plant-or concrete plant at this quarry. Although Roger Croell made these comments at the public -
. hearing, Croel] Redi-Mix, Inc, does not wish to remove the abllrty of havrng an asphalt plant and/or-
R concrete plant from the requested permrttmg actlon o .

000152

itration forafi- a1r pollutant With-the .- -

»:fexceptron of erght Class I areas allof li€ State- of Wyoing is classxﬁed asaClass Il area. ClassII-

“areas’ are’ designated to accommodate normal well—managed mclustr1al growth. - Class Lareas are =

o 'allowed the smallest increasesand thus only allow a small degree ofair quality. deterroratron Class I A
| areasare defined by, Wyommg Air Quahty Standards and Regul lation Chapter 9, Section2 (c)(ru) as. . .

+ “all mandatory Class 1 Federal areas éstablished i in-the.Cléan Alir Act Amendments of 1977 and *

-':,;i‘:North Absoroka erdemess Washakle Wlldemess Teton erdemess Brrdger Wilderness, and"" o

"~ AQDCrosliDN10-2808
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' ASphalt plants have lndividual'alr quality permits, as'this equipment is portable. Emissions of
nitrogen oxides (NO,), ‘carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide (SO), volatile crganic compounds
(VOC), aid particulate matter(PM) from the asphalt plant stack, baghouse, transfer and discharge -

. points, diesel generator, and raw material storage bins associated with the plant are addressed through .

" the permitting procéss and BACT review. BACT thresholds, emission testing, monltormg, andrecord . -

* keeping requtrements, as necessary, are placed on the owners and operators of the pcrtable equrpment o

" as those permits dre issued. : : : : :

. .. The. Drvrsron acknowledges that any crushmg/screenmg equ1pment asphalt plant and/or concrete o
o :batch plant, which may:in the future be located at the quarry, is.2'source of emissions, However, this*
. ...  permitting action is to expand the.size of the quarry, not-to authiorize of permit individual portablé
- sources which may be operated at the quarry. Ope1 ation.of an asphalt plant arid/or concrete batch -
" plant at the Rogers- Rock Pit-is currently authorized: under A1r Quallty Permrt CT 4526 lssued o ‘
. February ]3 2007 Condrtron 6.of this penmt states R 0

Any crush mg/screenmg, hot mlx plant or concrete batch plant equlpment sha l have separate :
. vahd air quahty permlt(s) prlor to locatlng/operatmg af this site,

...Proposed condltlons for the quarry w1ll supersede An Quahty Permlt CT—4526 _.Any apphcable A
requirements from permlt CT-4526 have been mcorporated mto the proposed perrmt Wthh mcludes -
; the condrtlon addressmg operatlon of an; asphalt plant

'MalorSourc '

'--C'omment R ' . . . R
‘ : Rogers Pit: should be consrdered a ma_]or source because Al emrsswns tncludmg haul road S
. emissions.is oyer 100 totis' per year ofany pollutant 35- 11 2203577 I
. While' the Croell P1t i not.a “major statronary ‘source” It appears that they do have the"_
" potential to emit. 100 tons per year. This is especrally true-when you add:i inthe other- large
© quarries within a fivé mileradius, They do pI‘O_)eCt that they will emit they will emit29.4tons' -
of PMy0, that 1s a hazardous pollutant Thrs is more than twrce the al]owed standard for maj or :

- airsources.’ : R . .
‘A ) c When lookmg at the total emrssmns between the three quames could they not be: consrdered B ‘
T ¢ -amajor source? Surely thelr emjssions would. put them in this category, certamly Ro gers P1t AT
. ~ The conclusion that this’ applrcatlon for a 600 + acre‘limestone inining operatron does not' O

constltute a maJor sourceor a maJor emitting fac1hty is also questronable

. Response s ‘ : . - :
oL . .. Under Chapter 6, Section 3 of the WAQSR a “Major Source” means any statlonary source (or any f
L * group of stationary sources that are located on one ormore contiguous-or adjacent properties, and are
o " under common control of the same person or persons under common control) belonging to a single
". major industrial groupmg and this is described in paragraphs (A), (B), or (C) of this definition. For .

. . the purpose of defining “major source”, a stationary source or group of stationary sources shall be
- .considered part of a smgle industrial grouping if all of the pollutant emitting activities at such source
".or group of sources on contiguous or adjacent propertrEs belong to the same Major Group (ie., all

. have the same two-digit code) as clesorlbed in the Standard Industrial Clasmﬁcatron Manual,. 1987

""AQD Croell DN 10-2808
000153
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‘ A A‘-major sburce'under section 112 of the Act- which is deﬁnedas:

(Il . TFor pollutants other than radlonuchdes any statronary soures or group of statlonary .
*+ - sources located within a contiguous area and under common control that emits or has
S ,the potential to emit, in the aggregate, 10 tons ‘per year (tpy) or more of any
" . hazardous air pollutant which has béen listed pursuant to section 112(b) of the Act, .
- 25 tpy or more of any combmatlon of such hazardous air poilutarts, or such lesser - -+ * '
*". quantity asthe EPA may establish by rule. Notwitlistanding the preceding sentence;.
- ‘emissions from any oil: or gas exploratron or productron well (with its associated -
* equipmerityand emissions from any pipeline compressor or pump station shall not be
.. aggregated with emissions from other similar units,-whether'or notsuch unitsare ina - -
""" “contiguous. area or under common control ‘10 determme whether such units or
Statlons are maJor sources or B g i '

For radronuchdes, _ maJor source shal "have' he meamng' specrﬁed by the EPA by' R

A maJ or statxonary source of air pollutants ion 3 02 of the Act that dlrectly L
emlts -or has:the potentlal to. emrt 100 tpy" or more of any air-pollutant (including any major ° .-

urge’ }f ‘fugrtrve emissions of- any . ‘such pollutant as. detet ‘d by rule by the EPA) e
‘Emissions of air ‘polutants’ regulated solely due.to® sectlo 2(r) of the Act shall not be -
'-con51dered in determmmg whether 501 is'a “major source”for purposes of Chapter 6,
,Sectron 3 apphcabrllty The fugltwe emlssmns of 1 statronary source shall notbe constdered dEoE
) n-__determmmg whetheritisa major stattonary source unless the source belongs to one of the . o

- .followmg categorles of statronary source : : :

ectron 4 (1)(a) of the WAQSR or

Sta‘nonary sources hsted in Chapter

b Any other Statronary source category,

: which:as of -ugust7 1980 is. bemg regulated- SRR
- under sectlon 111 01 112 ofthe Act. .

}located in non-attamment areas)

.' .,A wrrtten comment was recerved questronmg the methods used for calculatmg haul road emrssrons Lo
. and why they are not considered when determmmg whether a facility is considered a major or minot
© source. - The Division uses widely accepted méthods ‘when, determmtng emission calculations for
. sources like the Rogers Rock Pit. Also, the D1v1sron performs negessary. -analysis on the emissions
generated from the haul. roads, but does not consrder these emrssrons when determmmg whether a .
facility is & major or minor source . : :

‘Emrssrons from a haul road are considered to be fugitive emissions. Fugitive emissions.means those

~emissions which could not reasonably pass-through a stack, chimney, vent, or other functionally'
equwalent -opening,” In determining whether fugitive emissions must be, considered in the major
source apphcablhty, the source must belong to one ofthie source categories listed under (B)(I) or (1)
listed above.” (B)(I) applies to named sources under Chapter 6, Section 4, which does not include

""" AQD Croell DN 10-2803
000154
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C quarries. (B')(II).'applies to sources that are subject to New Source Performance Standards'(NSPS = .~
" Séction 111) or National Emission Standards Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS — Section 112)
. promulgated as of August 7, 1980. " The quarry is.not, subject to any NSPS or NESHAP standards
. promulgated as of this date Therefore, fugitive emissions from the haul road or due'to quarry
_operatrons are. not mcluded m determrnmg if the quarry is.a ma_l or source. '

©oIn otder for quarrtes in the area to be consrdered one statlonary source they must be located ononeor .’
* more contiguous or adjacent propertres under common contro] of the same person or persons under
) * Common control aiid belonglug to a-single major, mdustrral groupmg The quarries in the area are ot .
B contiguous or adJacent (i.€., must be touching or ‘have a common end point) nor all under the same’ . "
. common control: ‘All three cnterra must be met before the quarries would be considered one source. - -
' Therefore the emrssrons from the quarries are not aggregated to determme maJor source apphcabrhty n

i PM,O isa regulated NSR pollutant wh]ch is deﬁned in Chapter 6 Sectlon 4 of the WAQSR as
: meanrng the followmg " S B R ’

' 3Any pollutant for whlch anatronal ambrentalr quallty standard has been promulgated:,'-ﬁ R
“and. any constituents “or precursors for such . pollutants identified. by the EPA
X '.Admmrstrator (e g volatlle orgamc compounds are precursors for ozone)

“Any, pollutant that is subject to any tand fd)
‘Feder:al'C_le'an‘ A'ir Act; S .

N‘Any Class Lor It substance subject to a standard promulgated under or establrshed by o
T 1tle VI of the Federal Clean A1r Act or < . R

= Any pollutant that otherwrse is subJ ect fo regulatron under the Federal Clean Arr Act Lo
"‘sexcept that any or all hazardous air pollutants erther listed in-section 112 of the . e
- .- Federal Clean Air Act or added to the list pursuant to section 1 l2(b)(2) of the Federal ™ . -~
.7 Clean Alr Act, which have riot been. delisted plirstant o section 112(b)3) of the " - -
" Eederal Clean Air Act, are not regulated NSR pollutants anless the listed. hazardous‘,:-‘: Lo
.. airpollutant is also regulated as a constituent or precursm of a general pollutant lrsted o
o 'under sectron 108 of the Federal Clean Arr Act ' C o ; :

Item (1v) excludes all hazardous air pollutants llsted under Sectlon 112 PMm is: not ahazardous air .
Sl pollutant lrsted in Sectron 112 or Chapter 5, Sectron 3 (d)(u) of the WAQSR '

© AQD Croell DN f0-2808
000155
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Hours of'Cjaeration

Comments : e S :
e °  Hoursof operatlon are stated in the permit butnot enforced of mandated by the DEQ When
Lo 1espondmg to & public notice, the public has the right to know what to expect when a 600.07 '
" acre quarty is peumtted with 2 miles of another saying they are producmg 400,000 tons which
. is within another quarry producmg 200, 000 tons. Residences have the right to know if this
. operator plans to operate through the night. Night operatron affects our quality of life in'that -
", the noiseé disrupts our sleep: Hours of operation should be limited. I would suggest no work
" ‘between 10pm and.S am so we can have at least 7 hours of quiet especlally in the summer -
.. © 71" when our.windows are open, another reason. to control the dust. . S
Tlee g The apphcatron form filled-out by Croell Redi-Mix states that the operatron wrll run five days "
RIERE -per week for ten hours per day and, for 20 weeks per year. T am not certain that crushing has - :

S been limited to 20 weeks per year in‘the past. My. ranch manager has told me that hauling - o

* opefatioris Continue. pretty much year round A person who reads this apphcatron and doesnot
- know any; better would; reasonably assume ‘that they would only have to endure the dust from o
‘ the trucks on the road for twenty weeks out of the year, whlch is bad enough

The Dwrstoh s satrsﬁed that the control requtrements estabhshed through the BACT process wrll :
.- ensure. the quarry comphes with all apphcable requ1rements of the Wyoming Air. Quahty Standards

R . Croell Redl MlX, Inc responded to the questron on’ hours of operatlon and durmg normal operatlons' s
© - activity at the quarry ‘will typlcally be as represented in the apphcatron ‘Tt also was explamed that .
C there may be _]ObS that requu'e add1t10na1 operatlons to meet the trmeframe estabhshed n the contract

L -'Water Source and Usage . }.

o ‘Comments R

Y dust down However, the apphcatron also states that in the fitute-an on site well may supply‘
.- ground water for this- purpose.. How much water ‘may be needed for this" purpose is an- .

unknown? No one at the various discreté divisions of ttie DEQ or the State Water Engineers E

. are looking at liow- much water might: be requrred and whether the quantlty of water has a’ -
‘+ ..,.. . potential to affect local wells, : : .
C e Ido not know:of any estimate regarding how much water might be requlred to keep the dust
"« down to 50%,of what it would otherwise be I have not seen where either the applicant or.
anyone at the DEQ has ventured an estimate on this. It is not being investigated because the
applicant has stated that he will not be using ground water for this putpose (at least until after
S the application is approved). - ,
©« " No attention seermis to have been given to how much water from an on-site well may be °
' necessary to keep the dust down, and what impact this may have on nearby wells on our

" property. ‘Water is the hmltmg factor for growth in'Wyoming, It should not be 1gnored and/or
squandered o S :

000156
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. Response :
The conditions of the permlt require water to be used to control fugitive emissions during all operattng
. periods. “The amount of water that needs to be applied to satisfy the conditions of the permit is not
" calculated because there are a number of variables that would go info this determination, such as

. -. - precipitation, type 6f.material being mined and/or processed, and wind conditions. The source ofthe * - B

- “water or potential impacton nearby we]ls is not a consrderatlon in 1ssulng an air quahty permrt under -
- the WAQSR P : :

: ‘-In response to comments Croell Redi- Mix, Inc‘ mdlcated durmg the pubhc hearmg that they would
‘us€a combmatron of oh-site well water and water from an off—srte teservorr to meet thelr water usage :

: ‘-needs ce

' '.P'ublic Notice Process . *

'“',Comments i el : x - : s : S
: “Also.in regards to thlS permlttmg process I would recommend that the A1r Quahty Control
require at least three consecutwe weeks of public notice in the newspaper Even though we -
“knew this hotice was gomg to be pubhshed we d1d not reahze there would be two (AQD and
LQD) and-at drfferent times. . -
Nig seerms.to me that both meetmgs (AQD and LQD) are belng set up m ways wluch w111 tend
i to. drscourage rather than encourage attendance, - " .
".:In general I thmk that the public 'would be better served and better mformed in meetmgs_
© attended: by* representatwes from all mvolved departments of the DEQ as_well as by. -
S representatrves from any other 1nvolved government agencnes (of whatever Ievel of
i government) g : . -

' :Var ous drv sions of the DEQ brmg thetr separate expertrse to varrous aSpects ot‘ any proposed

mmmg opefatiofi.. T have no problem with this. However, when it comes 10 presentrng a’

. ~parttcular proposed mmmg operation'to the. pubhc Ttmakes no sense to me that it is presented: -

" inapiecemieal fashion, when, in fact all of these vanous aspects are mterrelated and should be o
 introdiiced to the. pubhc asa package C S .

g -Landowners in the area were not nottﬁed of the proposed apphcatron '

- 'lResponse | . o : '
" Chapter 6, Sectton 2(m) of the Wyommg Alr Quahty Standards states that after the Admmrstrator has -,

reached a proposed decision based ‘upon the information presented in the permit application to

‘ "construct ot modtfy the Division of Air Quality wi [l advertise such proposed decision in‘a newspaper
_ of general circulation ii the county in which the source is proposed. This-advertisement will indicate
* the general nature of the proposed facility, the. proposed approval/dlsapproval of the permit; and a
. location in the fegion where the public might inspect the 1nforrnat10n subinitted in-support of the -
requested permit and the Air Quality Division’s analysis of the effect on air quality. The public will be

afforded 2 30-day period in which to make comments and recommendations to the Division of Air

* Quality. A public hearing may be called if sufficient interest is-generated or if any aggrieved party so

- Tequests-in writing. within the 30-day comment period, After considering all comments, including

_ -those presented-at any hearmgs held, the Admmlstrator will reacha decrsron and notify the apprOprrate
- parties. . . : .

000157
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' The Air Quahty Division conducted an analysis of thlS apphcatlon and on October 1 2009 pubhshed

in the Sundance Times a pubhc notice of the Division’s proposed intent to approve the permit - '

- application and placed a copy of the apphcatron and Division’s ‘analysis in the office of the Crook.

County -Clerk. During the public comment period, comments were received requesting a public
hearing. A public hearing was lield on December 14, 2009, at the Crook County Library, 414 Main |

. Street in’ Sundance, Wyommg The Drvrsron has met the pubhc notlce 1eqmrements for thts .

apphcatron

' The Dwrsron conducts all pubhc hearmgs as admrmstratlve heanngs as provrded under Chapter IIIof R

' DEQ’s Rules of Practice and Procedure. As'stich, they are not question and answer hearings. The. o

- 'purpose of the hearing is to receive comments on the Division’s advertised proposed decisiontogrant -
*'a pérmit to thie applicant: “The public hearmgs are not conducted in-an informal manner because the - ;" ..

Drvrswn must carefully consrder all comments before a ﬁnal decrsron is render ed.

. .'It should be noted that: repr esentatrves from the Land Quahty Drvrsron were present at the December Ly

i 14,2009 Air Quahty Division public hearrng After the pubhc hearmg was conducted representatrves
o »from both D1v1srons were avarlable to drscuss the apphcatlon o e

. .The A1r Quahty and Land Quahty Drvrsrons have been workmg together o coordmate the permrttmg o]

- processes, However the- permrttmg processes for. both Drvrsrons are
- 'coordmatmg the processes 18 extremely drfﬁcu ' :

'-':"_._'I...',Publrc Notlce and Hearmg Notlce Dld Not Mentlon Prt Expanston

. .Response

' .""_‘.Comment n e L : R T e T
e Please uote that there was nothmg in the notrce whrch was placed in the Sundance Trmes on il

srgmﬁcantl 'drfferent and -

' June 4 and l 1; 2009 to mdlcate the extent of exp 'nsr' 1 b ”ng sought by Croell Redi- er

7Y The Air Quahty Drv1sror1 on October 1 2009 pubhshed in the Sundance Trmes in Sundance AR
- Wyoming; apubllc notice of proposed intent to approve the apphcatron ‘On December I, 2009 the .
. Alr Quahty Drvrsron pubhshed in the Sundance Trmes i Sundance Wyommg, a notrce of pubhc i

heaung

4

. The pubhc notrce listing and the notrce for a pubhc hearm g posted in the, Stmdance Tunes on October‘

1,2009 and Deoember 1,2009, respectlvely, described the proposed modification to Rogers Rock Pit '

) but did not specrﬁcally state the quarry.was being expanded to-600 acres. The notices did include the
. increasé in production rate to 500,000 tons per year. The Division acknowledges this oversight. S
However Croell Redi-Mix, Incorporated’s application and the Drvrston s analysrs were based on the‘

expansron to 600 acres aud a productron rate of 5 00 000 tpy..

"""AQD Croell DN 10-2803
000158
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7 : : Annual Production o

Comment

e . Is it“correct that the ‘Alr Quahty Dlvrsron does not request mformatton regardrng annual'
" production-of operators to whom it has issued air quahty permits? * :

. -» . In its applications for: ‘Land Quahty and Air Quahty pern‘uts Croell Redr-er estunated its-
., yearly production at 100,000 tons peryear, T :..: i
" .. . . ‘Bruening Rock Produicts has an AQD permrt to operate a crusher rmtlally in the Rogers Plt‘

*.. . with-the:capacity of 1 1050, 000 tons peryear. . ,
et T Ernlssrons estrmates for the Bruenmg Rock Products crusher was based on l 050 000 tons per
. A v. ‘year B
; '-_'Response o

_; ', Maximam’ productton rate for thrs quarry is. reported at 500 OOO tpy and was the basrs for the
-'Drvrsmn $ analysrs A& condltron has been’ added o the ﬁnal permlt as follows

” The amount of hmestone crushed or hauled from the quarry shall not exceed 500 000 tpy ERR
~.Records shall be: kept for a perrod of. ﬁve 5) years'to, demonstrate comphance w1th thrs. T
condltronwand made avatlable upon request by the D1v1sron : .

] he DEQ Arr'Quahty has estunated emissions due to exposed acreages on the basrs of 5 acres " -
L perjyear, Unless the DEQ has.an obscure techmcal deﬁmtlon of what constrtutes exposed
o acreage thxs stnkes me &s rmpossrbly low. - o

. ,Response :: ' - - . AN S
- The Division has confu med wrth Croell Redr-Mlx Inc that the 5 exposed acres is cotrect. Durmg

) inspection, Division personnel will be evaluatin g the- amount of exposed acreage and comphance w1th-
' ‘l'the condrtrons of the perrmt addressmg exposed acreage .

B Operatlon in Proposed Area

g I: Comment . L S . C " s
. 'In the permitting proeess it appears that operatlons are allowed before the pubhc hearmgs are .
completed Why is this’ allowed? . : :

Response’ : g LT ' ‘ S
Air Quality Permit CT—4526 for the Rogers Rock Plt isa vahd perrmt Condrtrons ofthe proposed

- permit will supersede this permit.- Until the modification perm1t is issued, Croell Redr-er Inc. is
authorrzed to operate under CT-4526 oo

el e res e e e et miaes o et o e e AQE) Croe||DN10.2303
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Regulation Ugdates

Comment

e oI understand that the Arr Qualrty DlVlsron of the DEQ has just completed holding: meetmgs to .

. upgrade their air quality standards in order to bring them in line. with Federal regulatioris,

which are'more stringent, [ do not know if by. approving this permrt at this time the Roger's Pit -
would be grandfathered and not have to comp Iy wrth the more strmgent Wyommg regulatlons; :

when they come on- lme

s '."ReSponse E s ' ' no '
--On October- 26-27 2009 the Dlvrsmn presented to the Arr Quahty Advrsory Board Meetrng proposed

changes to the WAQSR Most of the changes are to update the regulations to make consistent with
_.Federal regulations. None of the plOpOSed changes. will affect the Rogers Rock Pit. It should be noted -

;. that this quarry is bemg permltted under Wyoming’s minor source permitting program (i.e. Chapter 6, " _' ©

: . “Section 2). There is no’ minor source permitting: program at the Federal level. "I this facility was™. S
K under the Jurlsdrcuon of EPA, no permrt -would be requrred Any Federal standards (1 e., NSPS or,.r : D
o NESHAP) that apply to thrs quarry are requrred t0.be N

. _.:‘,Slze of Quarx_y." ‘

el Coninietii

B As drscussed in thrs decrslon document the. appllcatlon as proposed to' mcrease the size. to 600 acresf .

tand a productlon rate_ of 500,000 tpy- complies with. alb applrcable requirements of tle WAQSR. " ..

."" Therefore, the D1v1sron does not ha\fe the authorlty to 1equne Croell Redl—MlX, Inc to reduoe the size’ © -
o for the quarry : , - o —

. Incr‘easuw,r Regronal Haze .

omphed with whether iri the perm1t or not

L I would make more’ sense to-issue & permlt to. Croell Red1~M1x for a: much smaller area; an )

lands newly 1ncluded in the mrmng permlt

Lo

' Comment

- » . The Regronal Haze in tlus area has been mcleasmg every year 1 have consulted an ofﬁclal
weatherman" and they have confirmed from my pictures that were seiit that it is ‘dustfromthe .
- surrounding quarries. When reviewing the Regronal Haze Proposal the “Bad Days" of these .

- class’] areas are Sundance's “Good Days" '

Response . :
The Division.is not requrred to addr €ss Class I [See also Airshed Levels of Crook County Response]

" impacts as part of a WAQSR Chapter 6, Sectron 2 penmttmg action nor are there any standards for

VlS]blllt_Y (regional haze).

DFREP AR

000160

. " to. include addxtxonal land within the permrtted drea only at the ‘same time as mined and,
. reclaimed acreage is removed from the perrmtted area;, This would leaye a more level playmg '
.o, field for more modest operations to acquire contracts, It could be permrtted in-such a way as .
-7 10 ensure: that any néw Criteria. govermng cleaner mmmg operatrons would be apphcable to!
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Issues whlch cannot be consrdered in the lssuance of an air qualltv permlt
" i. - Noise .
© Comment -: - . .
. o N'oise concerns .
-Response e Co :
A writter comment was recerved expressmg ‘concern about the noise generated by the mining -

operation, mcludmg haul equrpment The DlVlSlOl’l has no, authorlty 10 regulate noise
'poHunon : : e

. .'x'.,'_' ..,ii,;..‘ "':‘Haul Road Safetv Issues Lo -

Unsafe road condrtlons .

with’ loaded gravel trucks turmng out from our property onto the, Rifle Pit Road, -
o We were concerned With the dangers posed by loaded. gravel trucks turning onto the.’

©that point)it @ - g - :
: ‘Ther road which: Mr Croell ‘is presently constructmg mvolves a steep descent Wh]Ch" '

is lrmlted vrslbrllty anda’ dlfferent curve’ resultmg in‘a'different blind spot. There will
be run-off which -may. freeze, There wrll be'no placeto put the snow shoveled onto

:wartmg to happen;-.

‘Loaded trucks commg out of the.Rogers P1t and turnmg onto the lele Prt Road pose
e hazard for trafﬁc along the Rifle Pit Road, Ourranch manager’s wife nearly wound
up under one of the. loaded gravel trucks The srght llne Is not clear due to acurve in

v The new road whrch is havmg the: ﬁnrshlng touches put on it as we speak poses an ‘
- even.greater danger to cats travehng along the Rifle Pit Road

fe C.'The haul road is sometimes so dusty you can tseeifs someone’s coming after a gravel o

e ‘truck-has went out or.came in, And there’s been a lot of close accidents of the gravel’
. -trucks hauling gravel out of that road cause they were not stoppmg
s - The trafﬁc problem isa problem on the haul road, even with the new road

N Response ; ' -

© The issue of safety. due to increased truck trafﬁc and haul road use was raised in the public -

~ comment period and dLIl ing the public hearing, The Air Quallty Division has no authority to
_consider safety issues related to the use of public roads in determlnlng whether an air quality
permrt should be granted or denied. o '
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. There is ablind spot due to a curve in the road There have been numeious close calls‘ o

© Rifle.Pit Road (Lme of sxght was'obscured due to a curve in the Rlﬂe P1t Road at'.:-“ S

endsTiear.where the Rifle Pit Road tunnels underneath 1-90 to'access Hwy 14. There - <& e

. "fhe Rifle Pit Road. Our ranch manager and our nerghbors agree that 1t lS an accrdent" i

" AQD Croell DN 102803
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iii. . Haul Road Int‘rastructure

Comments - - '

. The Rifle Pit Road is in poor reparr : .
‘e The Rifle Pit Road is in generally poor reparr due to the llmerock laden trucks Truck’ -
" “trafficto.and from the Rogers Pit has been far in excess of anything which can easilybe, ~. . =
€xplained by the operatron ofal0 acre LMO wrth an esttmated year ly productron of a

100,000 tons. .
Coe 1would recommend while Roger is reburlchng the road thatI don’t know ifits county R
. .orstate project that-works on that but we need'to. get some dramage We got a dramage" o
‘problem that needs to be addressed T

. -Response : . - ce .
-, The issue ofroad mamtenance due to mcreased truck trafﬁc was rarsed Also concerns were . K
-‘ralsed over potentlal dramage issues for the, haul road “The Air Quality Drvrsron hasno .+ °

o ,permrt should be granted or demed

'4.'.'-1Aesthet|c Imgact : R o

‘Our. trmber is-matire I "sotne of it original :growth ‘over 200° years old- Thrs is the o
L Wyommg that the states tourrsm brancl hkes to brag about It isa; truly beautrful O
. property..’ S - o
.~ ~We have consrstently chosen to forego forgo g qu1ck proﬁts frorn trmber over huntmg i

" and limerock crushing operat1ons in order to preserve the natural scenic beauty mature: .
: trees, and abundant wrldhfe our ranch affords The value ‘both i in terms of prrstme
beauty and i in terms of ﬁnancral worth w1ll be eroded by thls proJect gomg ahead

"Response : ARV SRR .
 Cornirients werg recerved expressmg concern wrth the rmpact to the surroundlng area. The

. satisfied  that if the- limestore operation is’ ‘operated wrthm the confines of the permrt-' Co
s condmons ambrent air quahty standards wrll not be vrolated :

v r;mmgm

Comment S :
.. Prts have the’ capacrty to 1mpact the value of the property of those lrvmg near by

000162

” authortty to_reguilate or o’ consider-these two 1ssues in determmmg whether an air quahty . C

_',Wyommg Alir- Quahty Standards and Regulatrons do not allow the Division to considér.. _"’ .
- "aesthetics. in determmmg whether -an air quahty permit can be-issued. . The Division e
‘required to address the ambient air qualrty tmpact ofthe proposed limestone operation and is- © **

" AQD Croell DN 102803
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Response '

-A writien comment was recerved regardlng negatlve effects on property values of smroundmg'
residential or agricultural properties due to the Rogers Rock Pit, The-effects-on property -

values caused by operations at the Rogers Rock Pit is not an- issue which the Division can

consider in determining compliance with standards and regulatlons and in issuing or denymg ‘

permlts These are local issues properly resolved by local planmng and zonmg commiss lons

' v1 :.Land Quahtv Concerns

Comments o L .
L Many comments were xecewed regardmg the Land Quahty Apphcatron

‘ .Response L

. authorlty 0 regulate or consrder those 1ssues

Wlldhfe & Cattle |

~:‘Comments SO ; o
The 600 acres whrch Croell;

'Emlsswns from asphalt plants a1e not good 'for attle_
: ,Cattle eat the grass, if dustis as 'cl as jt as
o .to be gettmg grass tetany

o ’_'Response :
. Comments were I'CCBlVCd regardmg the 1m act o » wr dh
Dlvrsron does not: have authorrty in thls area

‘_.'leelxhood of Crook Countv th Ow

: Comment R

e .. There i are many ranchers in Crook County who have: small (1 O acre) gravel prts on -
. their property, whose livelihood may.be 1mpacted by such'a 1arge operation, andwho - .~ <.+

respect and abide by the guldehnes of the penmts issuied to them by the DEQ ‘The

~ income from these generally. small and well-run prts help ranchers to stay inthe .~ -

- busmess of ranohmg
Response R :
A comment was received statmg that the expansron of the Rogers Rock Pit wou d negatively
~ affect the livelihood of other gravel quarry owhers m Crook County The A1r Quahty
: Drvrslon does not have authority i in this area. :

000163

© These. comments’.are addressed in. the Land Quahty Dwrsron permlttmg process as the‘

""" AQD Croell DN 10-2803
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ix:.

*ﬁi L

" Haul Road Thrﬂgh Priv.ate'lrand. o

o Comments

_Response i ' e ERERE Per :
e Durmg the pubhc hearmg, Roger Croell drd mform the Arr Quahty Dwrslon that Croel Red1

* Mix, Inc, built'a new haul’ road Wthh does not Cross. any prrvate land The D1v1 on does no
‘have authorlty in thrs area S Lo

i ‘.‘_--_'ReSponse SRS : ' - : : :
. The Division- does not requxre 1nformatron of thlS type as part of the All‘ Quahty permrttmg:‘
"‘process PN Lo . ) .

"Water ouality" Concerns ™ - .

e . Trucks from the Rogers P1t are crossmg our land wrthout our permrssron in order o
access the Rifle Pit Road: This has been occurring since the initial permlt was
" granted. We have recently had atitle search carried out on our ploperty, and there - -
wasno record found of a deeded ROW. Mr. Croeli has refenced his property, buthas -
left a gap in a boundary fence between: our. properties and hrs trucks contlnue to
- access the Rifle Pit Road by driving across our land. . :

o " . Last summer we offered Mr. Croell a reasonable land's swap - the- 20 acres he requrred',.' B

_ fo have legal access to his 10 acre-gravel pit for 40 acres of-nearby land which would -
have sheltered our ranch to-some’ extent from his pperation, Mr, Croell refused and”.; -

. told our agent that he would build his own road, (Grven the expanded scope of the'. .
present apphcatlon thls offer is now off the table )

.

Depth of leestone Deposrts £

Comment “‘.".A AP :

i Depth of the lrmerock deposrts which I strongly suspect increase dramatrcally as the,:
- 'land riges up. before rt drops off 1nto Red Canyon (whrch 1s lmed w1th hmestone
hence the name) R N

N ..‘COmment O L S PR PP ol e e W
S Installing a concrete plant or asphalt plant could create pollutron for the: Sundance . F ‘
" Creek. If'you look on the west sideof tlie mterstate right there the water fiows out- :

"";through Roger’s place on the other srde it goes underground Where does all thlS
_pollutron go? - . - L , o . :

Response .~

~ The Air Quality Dwxsron does not have authonty over Water Quahty concerns. Croel Redi-

Mlx, Inc. is requrred to obtam all approprrate permits, whrch may mclude d water: qua lity

i 'permlt

000164

AQD Croell DN 10-2803 ©



R Y (| A

' Croell Redr—Mlx, Inc :
Decision Document, Permit Apphcatron AP—9645

© Page2l -

o _D_m_sm

On the basrs of comments recerved durmg the pubhc nO’L’lCC perrod and at the pubhc hearmg, an

-. analysis of those comments, and representations made’ by ‘the app]rcant in the application, the

".3'Depaxtment of Environmental Quality has determined that the permit applrcatron filed by Croell Redi-

- “Mix, Inc. complies with all applicable Wyoming Air Quahty Standards and Regulatlons and that a

permrt will be issued to. Croell Redi-Mix, Inc. to modlfy the, Rogers Rock Pit as described in tlie
apphcatron with' the followmg condrtlons .

AR . That authorlzed representatlves of the Dlvrsron of Alr Quahty be grven permlssron to enter B
“7  and inspect any property, premise or place. on o at whlch an.air pollutlon source'is located or
Ceds being constructed or installed for the purpose.of i mvestrgatmg actual or potent1a1 sources of ~
. adr pollutton and for determtnmg oomplrance or non-comphance wrth any rules standards o
o 4per1mts or orders : : : : ‘

<. unless, superseded by a specrﬁc condition of this, permrt ‘are mcorporated herem by’ thls'. a
. reference and are enforceable as condltrons of thrs permlt ' S : '

submrtted to the Statronary Source ComphancePrograrn Managel Alr Quahty Division, 122
West- 25“‘ Street Cheyenne WY 82002 and. '-copy shall. be submltted to the Dlstrrct;,
Engmeer Alr Quahty Drvrston 1866 S. Sherrdan venue_Sherldan WY 82801 [

,,ldate in accordance w1th Chapter 6, Sectton 2(1) of the WAQSR‘

B 'The date of commencement of constructlon shall be reported to the Admrnlstrator wrthm
- 'thrrty (30): days of such date. The permit shal[ become mvahd if construction or modtﬁcatlon '

construction. is discontinued for a penod of twenty ~four (24) months or more in accordance

T perrod(s) upon a satlsfactory showmg that an extenswn is Justlﬁed

“ "separate valld arr quahty permtt(s) prior to locatmg/operatmg at thrs srte

X That all work areas, drsturbed areas and stockplles shall be treated wrth water and/or chemical

dust suppressants on a ‘'schedule sufficient to control fugttwe dust., At a minimurn; two (2)

‘applications of chemical dust suppressant shall be applied annually to all work areas in:
accordance with the manufacturer’s recomimendations. The chemical dust suppressant shall ..

- be maintained continuously to the extent that it remains a viable control measure, which may . -

require additional applications, - All work areas shall receive an initial treatrnent of chemical
dust suppressant prior to any activities at the beginning of each constructl_on seasor.

000165

. 'That all substantwe commrtments and descrrptlons set forth m the apphcatton for thrs penmt,, i

: That all notlﬁcatrons reports and correspondences assocrated wrth tlns permrt shall be S

-”The owher:or operator shall furnlsh the Admmxstrator wrrtten notrﬁcatlon of (1) the - A .
antlctpated date of initial’ startup not, ‘more than. srxty (60) days or less than thirty: (3 0 days T
prior.to'such date; and; (ii) the’ actual dafe of initfal start-up within. ﬁfteen (1 5) days aﬁer suchﬂ- RN

" s not commenced within- twenty-four (24) months of ‘the date’ of permit. issuance or 1f S

-Any erushmg/screenmg eqmpment hot mix asphalt plant and concrete batch plant shall have o B

© with Chapter 6; ‘Section 2(h) ‘of the WAQSR. "The. Administrator may extend such t1rnev;|-; S

AEQBbr orellDN-1o.é3 0,3 RIS
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8. . Croell Redr—Mlx Inc. shall stabrhze the exposed aréas agamst wind erosion at the quarry. -
. Newly disturbed areas shall be treated within sixty (60) days.of completion of stripping unless
. otherwise approved by’ the Division.. Reclamation areas shall be stabilized against wind
_ erosion within sixty (60) days of reaching the approved post mining topography, unless
" ‘otherwise approved by the Division. Stabilization practices may consist of ripping er
cluselmg to create a roughened surface, seeding with a temporary: vegetative cover or other
.. practices which effectively ‘stabilize against wind erosion. Localized areas identified for
equipment storage/staging, work areas and required buffers for haul roads and reclamatxon are
" not requlred to be stabil 1zed :

9. All unpaved haul roads shall be treated wrth water and/or chemlcal dust suppressants ona
L schedule sufﬁcrent to control fugitive dust from vehicular traffic and wind erosion. Ata
.. minimum; two (2) appltcatlons of chemical dust suppressant shall be applied annually m'," '

"~ accordance with the manufacturer’s recommendatlons The chemlcal dust suppressant shall )
" bemaintained contmuously to the extent that it remains a viable control: meastire, which may .-
"‘f.reqmre additional apphcatlons All unpaved portions of hal roads shall réceive an initial

constructron seasoni".--

‘Croell Red1 MIX The. shall mamtam a 1og book hstmg the dates amount of dust suppressant.' o
apphed .areds treated, ‘water usage and operating hours of the water truck. The log shail be ="~
. maintained: on site- for a’ penod of at 1east five (5) years and shall be made avallable to the. o
- '-D1v1sxon upon request . CL S : o

X e :'The amount of llmestone crushed or hauled from the quarty shall not exceed 500 000 tpy
. "Regcords shall be kept’ for a penod of five- «(5) yearsto’ demonstrate comphance w1th thrs
L :condltron and shall be made avallable to- the D1v1snon upon request

ThlS permrt shall supersede Alr Quallty Permrt CT 4526 for the Rogers Rock Prt

Dated thls 17“‘ day of March, 2010

had Schlichtemeier

; e n V. Corra o
.- Acting Admiinjstrator U irector e : -
.. iAirQuality Division - T Wyommg Department of Envrronmental Quahty
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" treatmerit of chemical dust suppressant prior to any haulmg actlvmes atthe begmmng of each P

" AQD Croel DN10:2803



