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(6) For each press or group of presses
for which the owner or operator uses
the provisions of paragraphs

MO()(B), (HE)(iii)(B), or (H(4)(i)(B)
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(h) If the affected source operates
more than one capture system or more
than one control device, and has no
never-controlled work stations and no
intermittently-controllable work sta-
tions, then the affected source is in
compliance with the 95 percent overall
organic HAP control efficiency require-
ment for the month if for each press or
group of presses controlled by a com-
mon control device:

(1) The volatile matter collection and
recovery efficiency, R,, as determined
by paragraphs (c)(1)(i), (c)(1)(iii), and
(©)(1)(v)—(vii) of this section is equal to
or greater than 95 percent, or

(2) The overall organic HAP control
efficiency as determined by paragraphs
(€)(2)(iii) and (c)(2)(v)-(vii) of this sec-
tion for each press or group of presses
served by that control device and a
common capture system is equal to or
greater than 95 percent and the average
capture system operating parameter
value for each capture system serving
that control device is greater than or
less than (as appropriate) the operating
parameter value established for that
capture system in accordance with
§63.828(a)(5) for each three hour period,
or

(3) The overall organic HAP control
efficiency as determined by paragraphs
d)@)(@)-(iii) and (d)(1)(x) of this section
for each press or group of presses
served by that control device and a
common capture system is equal to or
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of this section, the owner or operator
shall calculate the organic HAP emit-
ted during the month using Equation

(19).

P q
+| Y MCy +> M Cy, Eq 19

i=1 j=1

greater than 95 percent, the oxidizer is
operated such that the average oper-
ating parameter value is greater than
the operating parameter value estab-
lished in accordance with §63.828(a)(4)
for each three hour period, and the av-
erage capture system operating param-
eter value for each capture system
serving that control device is greater
than or less than (as appropriate) the
operating parameter value established
for that capture system in accordance
with §63.828(a)(5) for each three hour
period.

§63.826 Compliance dates.

(a) The compliance date for an owner
or operator of an existing affected
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart is May 30, 1999.

(b) The compliance date for an owner
or operator of a new affected source
subject to the provisions of this sub-
part is immediately upon start-up of
the affected source, or May 30, 1996,
whichever is later.

(c) Affected sources which have un-
dergone reconstruction are subject to
the requirements for new affected
sources. The costs associated with the
purchase and installation of air pollu-
tion control equipment are not consid-
ered in determining whether the af-
fected source has been reconstructed.
Additionally, the costs of retrofitting
and replacement of equipment that is
installed specifically to comply with
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this subpart are not considered recon-
struction costs.

§63.827 Performance test methods.

(a) An owner or operator using a con-
trol device to comply with the require-
ments of §§63.824-63.825 is not required
to conduct an initial performance test
to demonstrate compliance if one or
more of the criteria in paragraphs
(a)(1) through (a)(3) of this section are
met:

(1) A control device that is in oper-
ation prior to May 30, 1996, does not
need to be tested if

(i) It is equipped with continuous
emission monitors for determining
inlet and outlet total organic volatile
matter concentration, and capture effi-
ciency has been determined in accord-
ance with the requirements of this sub-
part, such that an overall HAP control
efficiency can be calculated, and

(if) The continuous emission mon-
itors are used to demonstrate contin-
uous compliance in accordance with

§63.828, or
(2) The owner or operator has met
the requirements of either

§63.7(e)(2)(iv) or §63.7(h), or

(3) The control device is a solvent re-
covery system and the owner or oper-
ator chooses to comply by means of a
monthly liquid-liquid material bal-
ance.

(b) Determination of the organic
HAP content of inks, coatings, var-
nishes, adhesives, primers, solvents,
thinners, reducers, diluents, and other
materials for the purpose of meeting
the requirements of §63.824 shall be
conducted according to paragraph
(b)(1) of this section. Determination of
the organic HAP content of inks, coat-
ings, varnishes, adhesives, primers, sol-
vents, thinners, reducers, diluents, and
other materials for the purpose of
meeting the requirements of §63.825
shall be conducted according to para-
graph (b)(2) of this section.

(1) Each owner or operator of a publi-
cation rotogravure facility shall deter-
mine the organic HAP weight-fraction
of each ink, coating, varnish, adhesive,
primer, solvent, and other material
used in a publication rotogravure af-
fected source by following one of the
procedures in paragraphs (b)(1)(i)
through (b)(1)(iii) of this section:
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(i) The owner or operator may test
the material in accordance with Meth-
od 311 of appendix A of this part 63. The
Method 311 determination may be per-
formed by the manufacturer of the ma-
terial and the results provided to the
owner or operator. If these values can-
not be determined using Method 311,
the owner or operator shall submit an
alternative technique for determining
their values for approval by the Admin-
istrator. The recovery efficiency of the
technique must be determined for all of
the target organic HAP and a correc-
tion factor, if necessary, must be deter-
mined and applied.

(ii) The owner or operator may deter-
mine the volatile matter content of the
material in accordance with
§63.827(c)(1) and use this value for the
organic HAP content for all compli-
ance purposes.

(iii) The owner or operator may, ex-
cept as noted in paragraph (b)(1)(iv) of
this section, rely on formulation data
provided by the manufacturer of the
material on a CPDS if

(A) The manufacturer has included in
the organic HAP content determina-
tion all HAP present at a level greater
than 0.1 percent in any raw material
used, weighted by the mass fraction of
each raw material used in the material,
and

(B) The manufacturer has determined
the HAP content of each raw material
present in the formulation by Method
311 of appendix A of this part 63, or by
an alternate method approved by the
Administrator, or by reliance on a
CPDS from a raw material supplier
prepared in accordance with
§63.827(b)(1)(iii)(A).

(iv) In the event of any inconsistency
between the Method 311 of appendix A
of this part 63 test data and formula-
tion data, that is, if the Method 311
test value is higher, the Method 311
test data shall govern, unless after con-
sultation, an owner or operator dem-
onstrates to the satisfaction of the en-
forcement authority that the formula-
tion data are correct.

(2) Each owner or operator of a prod-
uct and packaging rotogravure or wide-
web flexographic printing facility shall
determine the organic HAP weight
fraction of each ink, coating, varnish,
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